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1. Introduction: The amount of backscatter detected by HF radars during quiet times is important for consideration
of the effects of disturbances such as those considered in previous studies by Kane and Makarevich [2010] and
Kumar et al. [2011]. The occurrence of HF backscatter depends on two main factors: propagation conditions and
existence of irregularities. In this study, occurrence of the F-region backscatter detected by the SuperDARN TIGER
Bruny Island radar during geomagnetically quiet periods (|Dst| < 30 nT) is analysed and compared to the background
NmF2 and underlying E-region conductance.
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