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A theory is developed for the behavior of waves in a warm inhomogeneous plasma in the
presence of a magnetic field perpendicular to the density gradients of the unperturbed plasma.
The full set of the Maxwell-Vlasov equations is solved by use of perturbation methods. The
theory is valid for arbitrary directions of wave propagation and both for strong as well as
for weak magnetic fields, including zero. It is shown that this theory possesses as limiting
cases previously derived results, and we work out as an example of the theory a quantitative
analysis of the O’ Brien, Gould, and Parker experiment.

I. INTRODUCTION

Kinetic equations have been proposed in the past
few years in order to account for the behavior of
an electromagnetic field in a plasma. Buchsbaum
and Hasegawa! derived an equation for the radial
electrostatic modes in the positive column which
properly accounted for the observed absorption
spectrum.? The problem of wave coupling to the
external fields was not considered until quite re-
cently; some theories were suggested®~8 which
accounted for the coupling mechanism and gave
explanation to the fine structure observed.

The equations developed by Pearson? differed
from those by Allis and Azevedo® as well as those_
by Bernstein® by haying terms such as V[wp*X)V-E]
instead of V2[wp?(X)E]. InSec. II, it is shown that
if proper account is taken of the anisotropic nature
of the equilibrium distribution function in strong
magnetic fields we obtain terms in V[w?X)v-E];
when these equations are regarded as expansions
in 7,/L and 7,/x (v, is the electron Larmor radi-
us, A is an effective wavelength, and L is the scale
length of the density gradients), they are correct
to order rcz/AL. The asymmetric nature of the equi-
librium distribution function is brought forth by
the diffusion in the presence of the magnetic field,
and the equations derived are valid in the strong-
magnetic-field limit. However, it is easy to ob-

tain equations that are correct to zero order in
7¢/L and are valid for arbitrary magnetic fields
including zero. These equations have terms such
as V2[wp2(X)E] and are found by use of the dielectric
tensor formalism, 4 % ! which we show by an ele-
mentary argument to be valid in this approximation;
in this case, the ambipolar fields in the weak-
magnetic-field limit and the anisotropy in the equi-
librium distribution function due to diffusion in a
strong magnetic field can be neglected. Then the
equations should be regarded* !! as expansions in
Lp/X and Lp/L and are valid to terms of second
order in Lp/x.

We came to the present theory in the process of
trying to understand quantitatively the nature of
the axial waves observed by O’Brien, Gould, and
Parker®; Sec. III is devoted to the derivation of
dispersion relations for the dipole modes described
by the above mentioned experiment. The pur-
pose of this section is to show that the derived
equations give account for the experimental results
in the zero-magnetic-field case better than other
existing theories. The theory explains also experi-
mental results in the strong-magnetic-field limit,
and in order to prove this, we show that the
Buchsbaum and Hasegawa equation may be obtained
as a particular case when we restrict our consider-
ations to longitudinal waves and perpendicular
propagation.

II. THEORY

We consider the nonrelativistic Vlasov equation

of = elE. Y. 8.2 _
—87+V-Vf %(E%-'EXB)'ﬁ—O

and look for solutions of the form
i(wt = kyz)

F& 7,4 B) =N, g R, &, )+ e - %, 7; B).

(1)

(2)

The first term on the right is the equilibrium distribution function in the presence of the magnetic field

and inhomogeneity. N,g(X) is the electron density at X. The second term is a small perturbation around
equilibrium with a separated z dependence in the form of a wave; this is not strictly necessary and is only
made to alleviate the algebra. We also separate the magnetic field B into two parts:

B=B,%+B,(%,1). (3)

Here B, is the external static magnetic field and B, (%, ¢) is a small perturbation, and we neglect both the
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electrostatic field that sustains the plasma and the ambipolar field.*»*
Taking account of the prescriptions (2) and (3) together with the assumption that the plasma is quasi-
neutral and neglecting the ion dynamics, we may write the full set of the Maxwell equations as

V'E=-4ﬂefd30]§, v-B,=0, VxE=- (iw/c)B,, V><§1=—(4ne/c)fd3va1+(iw/c)ﬁ. (4)
We can also write from the above the wave equation
(c?/w?)VxV XE - E = - (4me/iw) [d3v 7, . (5)

It can be seen that choosing cylindrical coordinates in velocity space, V=[v, cos¢, v  sing, v 1, we may
determine the equilibrium distribution function from the Vlasov equation (1). The equilibrium distribution
function satisfies

- o,
. Lo=

fo¥-ve+w g54=0, (6)
where w,=eBy/mc is the electron gyrofrequency. In deriving (6) from (1) we assumed that |gV-Vf, |
<< |f,V-Vg| which is correct when 7,/L< 1; here 7, is the electron Larmor radius and L is the scale
length of the density gradient. At-this point, we restrict the density gradients to the (x,, x,) plane; the
solution of (6) is given by

fo& V)= @m, 2)3"2 exp~ [oV/v, )+ 2x(vg/g)- (7/w )] (n
v being the thermal velocity.

From the above equations, we can see that f; must obey the following equation:

[8/0¢)+H]f; =G,

where H:(i/wc)(w—ksv” —ﬁL-V) and G=—wp2f0{f’of‘./4newchz. (8)
We have also set

- isz(Vg)A . sz ) o

F =gE - wor, 2.V XE, F3=gE3—C—U—C—U—CZXVg-[(ks—-ﬂ)EJ_—zVE3],

and wpz =47Nge?/m is the plasma frequency. We are only interested in the particular solution of Eq. (8);
this is given in terms of an operator U by

f1=U-1ﬂ>dq>'UG, where U=expf¢dq>’H. (9)
0 0

If we expand U in (9) in an infinite series of Bessel operators and notice that eA + B=¢AeB is valid for
commuting operators A and B we obtain

w texpl- 30/0, 71 v, 0 n+1
fy=—t— T exp zo—(sm(b@..—cosd’ Wﬂ myn=— oo Im(al)ln(az)
c'T c 1 2
ei(m -n-1)¢ ei(m -n+1)p ei(m -n)¢
><(m—n—1+'r7 ULF++ m=-n+1+7 UJ.F—+ m=-n+1n 11” 3)' (10)

In the above expression, we have set

F =3(F 2iFy); =@ /o )g(3/0x)g™, i=1,2 n=(w/w )= (kg/w Jo,,
and the I,, are modified Bessel operators of the first kind and order m. Equation (10) is an exact partic-
ular solution of Eq. (8). This same procedure can be used for any other type of equilibrium distribution
function. The above expression for f, must be substituted on the right-hand side of Eq. (5) in order to
obtain the desired expression for the current density.

The integrals can not be evaluated in closed form, and we must resort to approximations. The Bessel
operators can be expanded in a power series, and then we may expand f, in a power series of the param-
eters 7,/x and »,/L. We choose to keep only terms in (r,/X)°, (vo/L)°, v¢/X, 7¢/L, (re/A)?, andve? /AL,
and when L,/ << 1 (LD is the usual Debye length) and 7,/L <1, higher-order terms may be neglected.
The case wgere we have very small magnetic fields [(¥;/L)>1] will be considered later.

The v, and ¢ integrals can be easily performed. The v integrals are singular on the real axis at the
points kgv || =w~-nw, m =0, +1,..., and a prescription must be made to evaluate them. Use of the
Plemelj formula analytically continues the distribution function off the real axis and therefore leads to
Landau and cyclotron damping. The Cauchy principal-value integrals can be evaluated by means of an ex-
pansion in terms of Hermite polynomials.

Performing these integrals we get the following expressions for the current densities:



302 J. C. de ALMEIDA AZEVEDO AND M. L. VIANNA 17
_dr toe
J ~€1gE-T€22><gE A I:VXgVXE+<.—o:(ZXVg)V E]

) . - iwc 2\ iwc R k3w R
_(V.gV+zXVg-Vz><)(A2E—2-5—A3ZXE>+zk3(A4——w——A52X>gVE3——&)—;—A,;(ZXVg)E:; (11)

47 . . A = iw o
—EJ3~lk3V-<A4—-—Z)—A52 X>gE+<€3g—A6V-gV—w—CA82 XVg-VE3. (12)

In the above expressions, we have J=-eldd Vf, as usual, and the operator V is two dimensional, as well
as E. The €; and A; will be expressed in terms of the following parameters:

azwley Brofoy v=Vklp (122)
and [(a-pF-2*][(a+BP-2*]=T, [(a-28°-»"][(a+28P-*]=T,,
and are given by
1/2
2 R2 - 2 2
-3y SR A i
2 1 a? - F+92 (31r/2) —3(oz + B2)/292
27 3\F-F " ) By sinn3F
1 3q(37\ " - 3a2/2)2
€3 o’ - +2£(_> T
1/2
A _4LD2 1 a®(a? - B+ 3y )) D2(3ﬂ/2) —3a2/2y2(e_3ﬁe/zyzcosh3a5 1) ,
1" 32 \2-F " 2 (a9 afy ¢
1 (0= B+ a2 =48 ++2)
Agp=2Ly, ((a =4/ * T T,
L 2@n/2)"
i D o7 AL O e = 38/2 iy 308
aB?y v V‘)’
Ag=2L ( o?(a? - B2+ 39*)(a? - 482+ 35?)
(a? —32)(01 —4p7) " 2(a?- 97T T,
L 2(317/2)”
+i—D -3(a? +f32)/27’2( —932/27'2 cosh cosh3aB 3 332/27>
By ¥ 1%
2L 2 3L 2 1/2 o
I rll) i aﬁ?,s <%r> 6-3(01 +62)/2y2<asmh3;Lf—Bcosh?~’$2—B>, (12b)
A L2 3LD2(31T/2)1/2

- . —3(a2+;32)/2y2< 308 ... 308 —332/272)
5~ az‘(az_B?) +17 R « cosh 7 B sinh V2 ae ,

. 3L 2(3 2\1/2
LD LD /2)

AG:az(az—Bz) * afB?y?

- 3(a®+ B2)/29* <(oz + B2) cosh~=" 326 2aﬁsinh3;if - aze332/27/2 >,
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2 2 1/2
pe DD (31 0%y
i (22((?!2 _,}/2) a'y3 2 € Vo
L. 2 3L 2(3 /2)”2
_ D o p T - 3(a?+B2)/2y? . 3ap 3aB
LR ey B T (024 6 sinh =3 - 2af cosh=5" )

Restricting (11) and (12) to perpendicular propagation, we obtain

- w - - - w —
—;.1—”J =€g<1—i—(’:2X)E—I‘(VXgVXE+i—£(z><Vg)V-E)—A<V~gV+§><Vg- V%X)(I—Zi—ﬁzx)E
w L W w, (0]

(13)

dr ., T ;W
_EJS_Q g, 3——2(V gV+zZ0—;zXVg-V>E3, (14)

where €=1/(a?- B2); F=2LD2/012(012— 82); A=3LD2/(012—62)(02—462)-

Equation (13) is not exactly the same equation found by Pearson, the difference being due mainly to the
term w/we(2 XVg)v-E, which is not contained in Pearson’s equation.

The above equations fail to be valid for low magnetic fields. This is because the diffusion which causes
the anisotropy in the equilibrium distribution function in strong magnetic fields becomes ambipolar?® in
weak magnetic fields, and the equilibrium distribution becomes Maxwellian isotropic. In this case the
ambipolar field is not negligible!® and contributes to the current-density expression with terms of first
order in 7¢/L or Lp/L. Therefore we use the isotropic Maxwellian distribution for the equilibrium con-
figuration and obtain a new G to be used in (8).

e 2f T o 2
G= wp foV gE/411ewch . (15)
It is easy to verify that in this case J can be expressed in the form? 1!
3
= ; =
7, zj1 0,,(V)gE,, k=1,2,3, (16)

where okl(ﬁ) is the usual conductivity tensor for a warm plasma.

Notice that (11) and (12) are valid in the homogeneous case as well as (16); the conductivity operator in
(16) can therefore be written down by setting g=1 in Eqs. (11) and (12). When this is done we obtain from
expressions (16)

dr . Y s = T W N W,
_%JL_(51~1-5— ezzx)gE-AIVxngE—V (Az_zzUASZX gE+zk3(A4 i A5z><)V(gE3), @)
4m 2 . Yoo s =

—HJ3=(€3—A6V )QE;+ikyV +(Ay=i-— A2 X) gE . (18)

In the case of strong magnetic fields these equations are valid to zero order in #;/L and to retain terms
of the order of 7,2/)? in the presence of terms of order 7¢*/AL we must have X << L as observed by Pear-
son.” In the low-magnetic-field limit the above equations should be regarded?® !* as expansions in L D/
and Lp/L correct to second order in Lp/A.

If we restrict the above equations to the case where k,=E, =0, take the divergence of (17), and set E=- v,
we obtain the Buchsbaum-Hasegawa equation

V20 = (e - AV3)V- gV P+ i(wc/w)(e - 2AV2)Z.- VX gV, (19)

where € and A were given in connection with Egs. (13) and (14).

Care must be exercised in deriving Eqs. (17) and (18) from known expressions'? for the dielectric tensor
as some of them have the wave vector in one of the coordinate planes, and we must rotate it off them and
next substitute iv for k.

Buchsbaum and Hasegawa theory is therefore seen to be valid only to zero order in #,/L for arbitrary A,
and the fact that it fitted very well the experimental data is probably due both to the rotational symmetry
of the longitudinal modes under study and to the smallness of the density gradients in the core of the plasma
column. This can be seen by use of Eq. (13) under these restrictions.
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III. WAVES ALONG THE POSITIVE-COLUMN

We now work out an example of the above theory
and derive dispersion relations (w -2 curves) for
the first and second bands of dipole propagation for
waves along the column axis first measured by
O’Brien, Gould, and Parker.® These waves have
the Tonks-Datner!?; 1 resonances as cut-off con-
ditions; we set E=-V®, use cylindrical coordi-
nates, and separate the z, ¢ dependence in the form

explilwt— ¢ - k32)],

where ¢ is the polar angle. The only magnetic
field present is the Earth’s, and it is important
for the correct analysis® of the experiment. We
set it equal to zero as a first approximation, and
use (17) and (18) for the current density. Taking
account of the fact that - (47/iw)v-J=v-E and
making use of the above prescriptions together
with the assumption of small density gradients, we
obtain, by neglecting the coupling between trans-
verse and plasma waves, the following equation:

(Ag+Ag) (dﬁ; + %%)gp
+[1/g - €5= (A g+ Ag)/72]g®=0. (20)

We consider only the real parts of the plasma
parameters in (12b). The density profiles can be
characterized!4 15 by the parameter 7,2/Lp3,
where 7y, is the radius of the plasma column and
L7 is an average over the plasma cross section
of the Debye length squared. For the experiment
in question this parameter is of the order of 500,
in which case the density can be expressed with
good accuracy by

g=[1-0/r )Y+ /r, )] (21)

Setting z=(e3+ 3)(/7,)?, R=7g®, and €;=c-11in
Eq. (20), we obtain

a2 (Tw ) z-c Tp_4 (22)
a2z "\R,+A,)zlc-3-2)|" "

We can solve the above equation by the WKB ap-
proximation by restricting to ¢2<1; matching the
two solutions at the turning point z=c we obtain

c z—c  \'2_ (A + A2
Jo- 1% (?(?%—_27) ST
N=0,1,2,..., (23)

where m is also a constant to be adjusted by the
knowledge of one experimental point. Solving the
above equation and neglecting terms of smaller
order, we obtain

- %[(A4+As) (C" ‘é‘)] 1/2=N+m (24)

which can also be written in terms of the plasma
parameters as

1 1 2 1
=7 ) (@@ =72F¢ *ar

= (%rw/LD)Z(N+m)-2. (25)

Despite the approximations made, we obtain
good agreement with experiment. In fact for this
case Lp?25.5 Lp? and a?2 5.5 a2, so that we obtain
from (25) the values «,220.36 and @,?=0.85. The
dispersion relation (25) is plotted in Fig. 1, and
the agreement is reasonable as seen from the ex-
perimental points. The solid curve refers to the
profile (21), and we see that it does not give ac-
count of the observed® backward wave. This is
due to the density profile used. In fact the density
profile

g-i= 1+A(1f/1fw)2 (26)
is also in good agreement with experimental data

for v,?/Lp®=500 if we set A=1.8 and restrict »
to 7<0.587y,=7y. Setting

A 1/2 2 v (€ - 1)
Z:’}’w<m) ('Vl and C:__W_U_-g———l?é_’
4% %6/ \"w [Ala,+A4)]
we write (20) in the form
d2?R/dz?+[1~ (c/2z)]R=0. (27)

The solution of the above equation can be written
in terms of Coulomb furictions. We restrict to the
case z>> ¢ and look for the asymptotic solution of
(27) to obtain the following expression, where we
introduced a phase shift # in order to match the
solution to the experimental data

R(z)~sin[z - 3cIn2z+argl(1+ic/2)- m]. (28)
As before we adjust m to one experimental point

only. We set R(r,)=0 and obtain from (28) the
dispersion relation

08"
0.6

008 ] S

'
o] 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 15

FIG. 1. Theoretical w- & curves calculated for the
first and second bands of dipole propagation. Solid
lines are a plot of Eq. (25), dotted lines are a plot of
Eq. (29), dashed-dotted lines refer to computer cal-
culations by O’Brien, Gould, and Parker, % and circles
represent the experimental results obtained by them.
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=]

' 2 < A )1/2 c 1 27-02 A \1/2
-0 - -_— In—
Yo A4+A6 2 - <A4+ A6>

(+arg1" 1+i%>=N‘n+m. (29)

We set N=0, and adjust m to the experimental
data to obtain m=0.137. Equation (29) is also

plotted in the figure, and we see that the lower
band exhibits a backward wave whereas the upper
curve has none.

The results derived in Part III are semiquanti-
tative. A detailed analysis should take into ac-
count the correct density profiles, !4 15 the cou-
pling between the waves, and the correct matching
of boundary conditions. This is being carried by
computer calculations and will be published else-
where.
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