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Abstract

The conditions for the existence of force-free non-relativistic translationally invariant one-
dimensional (1D) Vlasov-Maxwell (VM) equilibria are investigated using general properties of
the 1D VM equilibrium problem. As has been shown before, the 1D VM equilibrium equations
are equivalent to the motion of a pseudo-particle in a conservative pseudo-potential, with the
pseudo-potential being proportional to one of the diagonal components of the plasma pressure
tensor. The basic equations are here derived in a different way to previous work. Based on this
theoretical framework, a necessary condition on the pseudo-potential (plasma pressure) to allow
for force-free 1D VM equilibria is formulated. It is shown that linear force-free 1D VM solutions,
which so far are the only force-free 1D VM solutions known, correspond to the case where the
pseudo-potential is an attractive central potential. A general class of distribution functions leading

to central pseudo-potentials is discussed.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Plasma equilibria are suitable starting points for investigations of, for example, plasma
instabilities and plasma waves. For collisionless plasmas, the relevant equilibria are self-
consistent solutions of the stationary Vlasov-Maxwell (VM) equations (see e.g. Refs. [1,2).

In the present paper we focus exclusively on non-relativistic one-dimensional quasi-neutral
VM equilibria with translational symmetry, with the distribution functions depending only
on the Hamiltonian and the two canonical momenta corresponding to the invariant di-
rections (in this paper chosen to be the z- and y-directions). A large amount of work
on translationally invariant 1D VM equilibria of this kind has been done before (e.g.
Refs. 13,4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11,12/13/14/15/16,17,18,19,20,21,/22/23)2425,26,27,28,29/30/31/32,33),
especially on one-dimensional current sheets and plasma boundary layers, which are of fun-
damental importance for the structure and stability of plasmas as many plasma activity
processes, e.g. magnetic reconnection,2#3% happen there preferentially.

In the present paper it is not our aim to add to the plethora of 1D VM solutions existing
already, but to use some generic properties of the 1D VM equilibrium problem to investigate
the conditions for the existence of force-free 1D VM equilibria (see e.g. Ref. [36). An
obvious property of 1D VM equilibria is that the structure needs to be in force balance.
In the quasi-neutral case this means that the sum of the magnetic pressure and one of the
diagonal components of the pressure tensor has to be constant. The relevant component
of the pressure tensor is the one for the single spatial coordinate upon which the equilibria
depend. In this paper we will choose this coordinate to be z, so the component of the
pressure tensor in the force balance equation will be P,,. In a number of papers it has also
been noticed that the translationally invariant 1D VM problem is equivalent to the motion
of a pseudo-particle in a conservative pseudo-potential and/or that the force balance for the
1D VM structure is equivalent to pseudo-energy conservation (see e.g. Refs. 4]11/13/14/15,
18/19,20,21,24,25,26,27/29; the pseudo-particle analogy has also recently been used for MHD
equilibria in Ref. 136).

Directly connected to the pseudo-particle analogy and the related pseudo-energy conser-
vation law (equivalent to force balance of the 1D VM equilbrium) is the special role played
by P... As was first noticed by Grad? for the case of vanishing electric potential and only

one non-vanishing magnetic field and vector potential component, but otherwise arbitrary



distribution functions, the derivative of P,, with respect to the non-vanishing component
of the vector potential equals (modulo constants) the current density. This was generalized
by Bertotti’” who included a non-vanishing electric potential and showed that the partial
derivative of P,. with respect to the electric potential is proportional to the charge density
(see also Refs. 2,37 for the same conclusion for 2D VM equilibria). Lerche!® then generalized
this to equilibria with two magnetic field, vector potential and current density components,
but for a restricted class of distribution functions. Channell?! investigated the case of van-
ishing electric potential and a special class of distribution functions for which he showed that
the two components of the current density are, again modulo constant factors, given by the
partial derivatives of the particle density with respect to the components of the vector po-
tential. If investigated carefully one can see that the full expressions including the constant
factors are again the partial derivatives of P,, with respect to the components of the vector
potential. Using the force balance condition, Mynick et al.2* then showed that, indepen-
dently of the distribution function, the partial derivatives of P,, with respect to the electric
potential and the two components of the vector potential are always proportional to the
charge density and the components of the current density, respectively. They also showed
that this property is maintained under the assumption of quasi-neutrality. The authors
then use this property to construct 1D VM equilibria with certain defined properties. The
special role of P,, in the context of 1D VM equilibria has also been emphasized by Attico
and Pegoraro®, again for the case of vanishing electric potential. Similarly to Channell?!,
they used this property to construct a number of special distribution functions for 1D VM
equilibria. More recently, Mottez3! gave a detailed discussion of the role of the full pressure
tensor (not just of one component) for distribution functions of the same type as discussed
by Channell?!, but including the case of non-vanishing electric potential.

The properties of P,, make it a very useful quantity to start any investigation of 1D
VM equilibria, since all other quantities such as particle density, charge density and current
density can be derived by differentiation. P,, is also equivalent to the pseudo-potential of
the analogous pseudo-particle problem and can thus be used to study the properties of 1D
VM equilibria qualitatively without the need to solve the equilibrium differential equations.
In particular, the pseudo-particle analogy can be used to formulate conditions on P,, that it
has to satisfy to allow the existence of 1D force-free VM equilibria.2¢ So far only linear force-

12,38,39,40,41

free 1D VM equilibria are known and the pseudo-particle analogy can also give



some insight into the types of distribution functions permitting a linear force-free solution.

The paper is structured as follows. In Sect. [l we present the basic general theory
of quasi-neutral 1D VM equilibria with three constants of motion, rederiving the basic
equations given first by Mynick et al.24 directly from the definitions of the basic quantities.
In Sect. [l we discuss general properties of 1D force-free VM equilibria based on the one-
to-one correspondence of the mathematical problem with the motion of a pseudo-particle in

a conservative 2D pseudo-potential and we present our conclusions in Sect. [V

II. BASIC THEORY

We assume that all quantities depend only on z and that the magnetic field has compo-
nents B, and B,. The magnetic field components are written in terms of a vector potential

A = (A;,A,,0) where

dA
B,=——"* 1
v dz’ (1)
dA
B, = —~ 2
Yy dZ Y ( )
and the electric field is the gradient of an electric potential ¢ such that
do
E=-V¢=——ce,. 3
Vo 7.© (3)

In this case B and E automatically satisfy the homogenous steady-state Maxwell equations
V-B=0and V x E=0.

Due to the symmetries of the system (time independence and spatial independence of x
and y) the three obvious constants of motion for each particle species are the Hamiltonian

or particle energy for each species s,
1 2 2 2
H, = ims(% + v, +v7) + 459, (4)
the canonical momentum in the z-direction, p,s,
Pzs = MsVy + QSAaca (5>
and the canonical momentum in the y-direction, py,,

Pys = MUy + quy7 (6>



where mg and ¢, are the mass and charge of each species.
All positive functions f, satisfying the appropriate conditions for existence of the velocity

moments and depending only on the constants of motion,

fs= fs(HSap:csapyS)a (7)

solve the steady-state Vlasov equation

v, 9 ofs _
= +—8(E+ xB)- =2 =0, (8)

We mention that if the same combination of values for the constants of motion allows particle
trajectories in several distinct regions of phase space then it is in principle possible to assign

421 (for an example for 2D rotationally symmetric VM

different values to f, in each region
equilibria see Ref. 42). We will, however, not consider this possibility here.

To calculate 1D VM equilibria we have to solve the remaining inhomogeneous steady-
state Maxwell equations, V- E = o/¢y and V x B = pgj. Using equations (1), (2) and (3]

these equations reduce to

2o 1
— gz %U(AmAy,Cb% 9)
d’A, ,
- de = MO]m(Aaca Ayu ¢)7 (1())
d?A ‘
- dey = MO]y(AxaAya¢)a (11)

where the source terms are the electric charge density and the current densities in the x and
y directions, which are defined as velocity moments of the equilibrium distribution functions,

fs, in the following way

0(Ap, Ay, d) = qu/_w fo(22t
e A0:0) = T / v fu( 2

Jy(As, Ay, @) Z qs / nys + qs®, MsVy + s Ag, Mmsvy + g5 A, )dPv. (14)

Uy + qs A, mvy + g5 A,)dv, (12)

MUy + s A, Mgy + s Ay)dPv,  (13)

Here, the dependence of the charge and current densities on the electric and vector potentials

has been made visible explicitly.



Independently of the distribution functions f,, one can show (see Appendix [A]) that the

charge and current density components always satisfy the equations

do 0j.
oA + 8—¢ =0, (15)
Jdo djy
8Ay+8¢_0’ (16)
0je  0jy
04, 04, =0 (17)

These equations are completely analogous to the relation derived by Schindler and co-
workers?37 for the case of distribution functions depending only on the Hamiltonian and
a single canonical momentum.

As in that case Eqs. (I3) - (I7) imply the existence of a potential function P, where P
is given by

P4 Ay 0) =3 [ matpate (18)

the P,, component of the pressure tensor. The charge density, o, and the current densities,
J» and j,, are given by partial derivatives of the pressure tensor with respect to the electric
potential, ¢ and the components of the vector potential, A, and A,, in the following way

(for details see Appendix [Al):

oP
0= —%> (19)
. oP
. oP

Equations (I9) - (2I)) are equivalent to the force balance of the VM equilibrium.*
Throughout this work we will always be assuming a quasi-neutral plasma consisting of two
species (electrons and ions) of opposite charge (|gs| = €). The assumption of quasineutrality
is justified as long as typical length scales of variation of the plasma, L, are much larger
than the Debye length, A\p. This condition is usually satisfied very well in the majority of
plasma systems. It should be remarked that quasineutrality does not generally imply that
the electric field vanishes.2:42:43

Formally, the quasineutrality condition can be regarded as the lowest order term in an

expansion of Poisson’s equation for the electric potential in the small parameter e = Ap /L.



In the lowest order of this expansion, quasineutrality corresponds to the condition

oP

7(Ar, Ay, 6) = =55 =0 (22)

This equation implicitly defines the quasineutral electric potential ¢,, where

¢qn = ¢qn(Awa Ay)- (23>

Our potential P is then replaced by its quasineutral version F,,, where F,, is a function
only of A, and A:
P (A, Ay) = P(Ay, Ay, dgn(As Ay)). (24)

It should be noted that due to Eq. (22)), we have

0P\ ([ OP (9% or _(oF (25)
0A; ) 4 \0A. ), . \0A, ), \06 ), . \0A.),

where it is understood that on the right hand side we evaluate P using the quasineutral

electric potential and the subscripts indicate explicitly which quantities are being kept con-
stant during the differentiation. An analogous equations holds for the derivative of F,,, with
respect to A,. Thus in Eqs. (20) and (2I)) we can replace the derivatives of P by derivatives
of P, in the quasineutral case.?!

Using Eqgs. (20) and (2I]) we can write Ampere’s law as

A, OP,,
T dz e 814{1 ’ (26)
A OP,,
gz Mg 27)
Yy

The task of finding 1D quasineutral VM equilibria has been reduced to solving these two
coupled second order ordinary differential equations.

It has been noticed before for particular distribution functions that the charge and current
densities can be written as partial derivatives of a single function of the electric and the
vector potential?%2>2¢ as shown in Eqs. (I9)-(2I)). However, as far as we are aware it was
not noticed before that this is a general property of the 1D VM equilibrium problem and
that the generating function is identical to P,..

Grad? seems to have been the first to notice the special role played by P,, for the 1D
VM equilibrium problem, but he only investigated the special case of vanishing electric

potential and only one non-vanishing component of the magnetic field and vector potential.
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In that case there is no need to invoke the quasi-neutrality condition and only one of the
two equations (20) and (1) is non-trivial.

Bertotti? generalized this to include the electric potential and one component of the vector
potential and showed that the partial derivatives of P,, give rise to the charge and current
density, respectively. He also discussed the assumption of quasi-neutrality for this case.

For the ¢ = 0 case and a set a special assumptions for the distribution functions, Lerche!®
was able to relate the derivatives of P,, with respect to A, and A, to the respective current
densities. For ¢ = 0 and similar assumption for the distribution functions, other authors412
also noticed that the current density is related to derivatives of a single function with respect

to A, and A,, but did not relate that function to P,.,.
Channell?! showed that for ¢ = 0 and distribution functions of the type

fs = st eXp(_ﬁsHs)gs(p:csa pys)a

the current density components are given by the equations,
(1 n 1Y\ ON
e \B T B oAy

(1, 1\oN
= \B T B ) oA,

Here the plasma has been assumed to consist of two particle species (electron and ions), 85 =
1/(kgTs) and N(A,, A,) is the particle density of one of the species. Another assumption
made by Channell?! is that N.(A,, A,) is the same function of A, and A, as N;(A., A,),
which has implications for the distribution functions as well. It is easy to see that under
these assumptions we obtain
P, = <é + %) N(Az, Ay),

which is, of course, consistent with Eqs. (20) and (21]).

Using force balance as an argument to show the validity of Eqs. (I9) - (21I)), Mynick
et al.2 then ultimately derived the general theory presented above. Their approach is
of course completely equivalent to ours, but we showed these equations starting from the

velocity moments and Eqs. (IH) - (I6]).



Attico and Pegoraro® also noticed the connection between the current density and the
partial derivatives of P,,, again for the case ¢ = 0 and for basically the same class of distri-
bution functions used by Channell.2! In their case the distribution functions are constructed

by linear superpositions of distribution functions of the Harris sheet® type

fs = fooexp(—=B:H,) / D (tys, Uys) €XP|Bs (UpsDrs + UysDys )| Atz sditys.

The authors point out that for their case Eq. (I7) is a necessary condition for the existence
of a single function from which the current density can be derived by differentiation, and
show that it is satisfied for their class of distribution functions and that this function is P,,
(modulo constant factors).

One can see immediately that Eqgs. (26]) and (27)) are equivalent to the equations of motion
of a pseudo-particle with coordinates A,, A, moving in a conservative pseudo-potential
poPyn(Az, Ay). The total pseudo-energy of the pseudo-particle, £, is given by

1 (dA\? 1 [(dA)\’
E = 5 ( e ) + 5 (E) +,u0Pqn(Am,Ay) = Pr. (28)

which, on the one hand, is also the Hamiltonian for the particle and, on the other hand, is
the equilibrium condition for the 1D VM equilibrium stating that the total pressure, Pr, for
any 1D VM equilibrium is a constant. Knowledge of F,, as function of A, and A, allows us
to predict the nature of the solution using pseudo-energy conservation without solving Egs.
(26) and (27)) explicitly. Again, one or several of these properties have been noticed by a
large number of authors for special cases (see e.g. Refs. 4,7,9/11,13/14/15/18/19,20,21,2223,
24,25126,27,29/30).

III. CONDITIONS FOR FORCE-FREE 1D VM EQUILIBRIA

The pseudo-particle analogy can be used to specify the necessary conditions that all
force-free solutions of the 1D VM equations have to satisfy. So far only linear force-free 1D

12,21,38,39,40

VM solutions are known and the analogy could help to answer the question (see

e.g. Refl36) whether other, in particular non-linear, force-free solutions exist and how to
find them.
The force-free condition

jxB=0, (29)



implies that the current density j = V x B/uq is parallel to B. In the 1D situation we
discuss in this paper Eq. ([29) can be written as

dilz (23—;) Y (30)

Because the total pressure is always constant for 1D VM equilibria, this implies that for a
force-free solution P,, must also be constant.

At first sight, this may seem to be at variance with Eqs. (20) and (2I)) which clearly
imply that the current density is only non-zero if the partial derivatives of P,, with respect
to A, and A, are non-zero. A closer look, however, reveals that the condition P,, = constant

only implies

dP.. dA,0P. dA,oP.,
_ _ 1
iz dz 0A, " dz 04, (81)

for the force-free solution only. Equation (B1I), which is, of course, equivalent to Eq. (29),
can be satisfied for one solution even if the partial derivatives of P,. are non-zero. When
translated into the pseudo-particle picture, we see that to obtain a pseudo-particle trajectory
corresponding to a force-free magnetic field, we need a pseudo-potential (P,,) which has at
least one equipotential line (contour) that is also a particle trajectory. This is a necessary
condition for the existence of a 1D force-free VM equilibrium.

Of course, finding such a potential (pressure) is not yet the complete solution of the
problem, but only a first step. For a complete solution we also have to find the distribution
functions giving rise to the pressure function (pseudo-potential). In simple cases this may
be achievable by using the transform methods presented by Channell?* and Attico and
Pegoraro.2? In more general cases, numerical methods as described by Mynick et al.2* could
be used.

There is, however, a well-known family of pseudo-potentials that satisfies the condition
of allowing trajectories which are identical to contours of the pseudo-potential. These are
attractive central potentials. We have to restrict ourselves to nonsingular pseudo-potentials
because the equivalent pressure must be positive and nonsingular. This rules out, for exam-
ple, all potentials which are negative powers of the radial coordinate. For central pseudo-
potentials we have not only pseudo-energy conservation, but also pseudo-angular momentum
conservation. The pseudo-angular momentum is given by

dA,
—24 A
dz Y dz

dA,

Lpseudo = Ax - - (A:(:B:c + AyBy) )
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and is equal to the negative of the magnetic helicity density.

An example of a distribution function resulting in a central attractive potential is given

by12’38’39’40

Ngs _
.fs = 30 eXp(_ﬁsHs)> (32)
,Uth,s
with
_ Qg
HS = HS + Hs(pszcs _'_pgz/s)’ (33>

where a, is a dimensionless constant, which can be related to the temperature anisotropy
of the distribution function (see e.g. Ref. 40). We remark that the velocity space integral
(I8)) defining P only exists if a; > —1/2. Here ng, is a constant normalizing particle density,

—-1/2

Bs = 1/kpT} is the inverse temperature and vy, s = (Mms0s) is the thermal velocity.

For the distribution function ([32)) the zz-component of the pressure tensor is given by
1
P.=Y_ 3, xP(=Beas )Ny Az, Ay), (34)

where

Ny(Ay, Ay) = ngps exp[—r, (A2 + Az)] (35)

In Eq. (B3) we have used the definitions

fios = V813 (1 4 2a,) ™ 'ngs, (36)
rs = Bsasqy/[ms(1+ 2ay)). (37)

The charge density is calculated using Eq. (19):
0 = Z ds eXp(_BSQSQb)Ns(Ama Ay)v (38>

and the quasi-neutrality condition ¢ = 0 then gives

1 N;
Dgn = 76(56 ) In (E) . (39)

One can see immediately that the quasi-neutral electric field will only vanish for a choice of
parameters such that N.(A,, A,) < N;(A;, A,).

The quasi-neutral P,, is given by
Pzz,qn — MNfi/(ge"'ﬁi)Nfe/(ﬁe'f‘ﬁi)
Be.Bi
= Pyexp|—rg (A2 + AY)], w0

11



with

P - Be + Bi B Bt B0) e/ BetB). (41)
ﬁeﬁi
Fon = Bebi o Qe @i (42)

e + .
Be+ Bi | me(14+2a.)  my(1+ 2a;)
The z- and y-components of the current density can be calculated from Egs. (20) and

(210), resulting in

jx = —QP(]anAx eXp[_an(Ai + A;ZJ)L (43)
jy = —2P0’l"any eXp(—an(Ai + AZ)] (44)

At this point it is convenient to normalize all quantities. We normalize the magnetic field
to a typical value By and the coordinate z to a typical length scale L. The components of
the vector potential are then normalized by ByL and the normalized coefficient is defined
by 7yn = BEL?ry 4. The pressure P is normalized by B2 /ug and, finally, the current density
components are normalized by poL/By. From now on we assume that all quantities have
been normalized in the way just described and we suppress the notation for normalization
in what follows.

For the case ry, < 0, P, 4, represents an attractive central pseudo-potential and therefore

Ampere’s law, given by the two coupled differential equations

d?A, ) )
- de = 2P0|an‘Am eXpH,rqn‘(A:c _'_ Ay)]7 (45)
d*A, ) )
- dZ2 = 2P0|an‘Ay eXp[|an| (Ax _'_ Ay)]v (46)
allows solutions of the form?12:38:39.40
A, = ksinaz, (47)
A, = kcosaz. (48)

These solutions represent circles in the A,-A,-plane and therefore have the property A2 +
2 _ 2 . . . .
A} = k* = constant. This renders Eqs. (43]) and (4€]) linear because the exponential factor

is then constant. For consistency we need that
a = 1/ 2|7 | Py exp(|74n|k*/2). (49)

12
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FIG. 1: Left panel: A surface plot of the P, for the case when ry, < 0. The linear force-free
solution with A2 + Ag = 1 is shown above the surface plot. Right panel: The magnetic field

components as functions of z. The magnetic field is normalised to 1 and a = 1.

It is easy to see that

B, = aA, = kasin az, (50)
B, = aA, = kacosaz, (51)

so B2 4+ B = k*a® = constant as is required, and that
j=aB. (52)

A surface plot of P,, and the corresponding solution are shown in Fig. [Il It is obvious that
the linear force-free solution is a special solution of the differential equations ([43]) and (4g)
and that other initial conditions will produce non-force-free magnetic fields.

Another distribution function giving rise to the same magnetic field solution has been
presented by Channell?! (see his case C). In this case a complete solution is available, which
has not been discussed in the context of force-free fields, but it is obvious that for the correct
choice of initial conditions and parameters the same linear force-free field as given above

results. In this case P,, (pseudo-potential) has the form of a 2D harmonic oscillator potential
1
P..(A;, A)) = Py + §P01(A§ + A2), (53)

with Pyy and Py, both positive parameters. In this case Ampere’s law is always linear and

13



has the form

d*A,
d*A
— dz2y = Fn4,. (55)
The general solution as given by Channell is
A, = Ayosin(y/ Porz + 0,), (56)
Ay = Ay(] Sil’l(\/ P()lZ + 53/) (57)

One can see that by choosing A,y = Ay = k, d, = 0 and 6, = 7/2 we recover the solution

from above with o = \/FPy;. The corresponding distribution functions are of the form?!

fS(Hsupmsupys) = eXp(_ﬁsHS)[fOS + fls(pis _'_pgz/s)]' (58>

The same type of P,, and corresponding distribution function has also been found by Attico
and Pegoraro,2? but without giving explicit solutions for the magnetic field.

It is actually straightforward to see that all distribution functions of the type

fs = fs(H87p§>7 (59>

with p? = p2, + pzs lead to a P,, corresponding to a central pseudo-potential. Defining
Pzs = pcost, p,s = psinf, v, = vcosb, v, = vsinf, A, = Acosf, A, = Asinf, so that
v? = v} + ) and A* = A2 + A2 Tt is obvious that

P2 = mv? + 2myq,Av + 2 A%,

which does not depend on the angle 6. Since Hg does not depend upon the vector potential,
the integrals defining P(A,, A,) (see Eq. (I8)) define a function depending only upon the
magnitude of the vector potential, A, but not upon its direction. The corresponding pseudo-
potential will therefore be a central potential and if it is attractive it will admit circular
orbits, i.e. linear force-free solutions of the same type as discussed before, so obviously there
are many distribution functions leading to the same magnetic field solution.

Another property which is common to all force-free 1D VM solutions is the following.
Assume that a P,.(A,, A,) admitting a force-free solution A, rr(2) and A, rr(2) is known,

and that the constant value of P,, for the force free solution is Prs. Then any (positive)

14



function F'(x) can be used to construct a new P,,(A,, A,) admitting exactly the same force-

free solution, by letting

_ 1
Poo(As, Ay) = WF(PZZ(Ax,Ay)), (60)

where F'(x) is the derivative of F' with respect to its argument. Using this definition

Ampere’s law for the new P,, has the form

d*A, 1 , oP..,
dz2 F’(Pff)F (Pez(Aq, Ay)) 9A, "
A, o oP..

_ F(Pr(Ae A g2

S dz2 (P
For the force-free solution we have P,, = Py and thus Egs. (€I and (62)) reduce to the

(61)

(62)

equations generated by P,., but only for (A4,, A,) = (Asrr, Ay.fr)-

IV. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

Previous work?* on quasi-neutral 1D VM equilibria has shown that generally the quasi-
neutral 1D VM equilibrium problem is equivalent to the equations of motion of a pseudo-
particle in a two-dimensional conservative pseudo-potential and that this pseudo-potential
is given by one of the diagonal components of the plasma pressure tensor (P,, in the present
paper). Furthermore, the partial derivatives of P,, with respect to the electric potential
and the two components of the vector potential generate the charge density and the two
non-vanishing components of the current density. The equivalence of the 1D VM problem to
that of a pseudo-particle moving in a 2D potential is useful because, at least for sufficiently
simple potentials, the general nature of the solutions can already be found from a discussion
of the pseudo-particle problem using (pseudo-)energy conservation without explicitly solving
the equations.

In the present paper we have first re-derived this general theory directly using the velocity
moments and have then applied the pseudo-particle analogy to the interesting problem of
force-free 1D VM solutions, i.e. equilibria where the current density is everywhere parallel
or anti-parallel to the magnetic field. As we were able to show, force-free 1D VM equilibria
exist if the pseudo-potential of the equivalent pseudo-particle problem allows a particle
trajectory which is identical to a contour of the pseudo-potential. One well-known class of

pseudo-potentials allowing this are attractive central potentials, which have circular contours
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and allow for circular orbits. For these circular orbits, the equivalent 1D VM equilibrium
problem is linear in all cases and leads to linear force-free equilibria. We were also able to
show that P.. functions corresponding to central potentials can be generated by a whole
class of distribution functions with specific properties. To the best of our knowledge, so far

only linear force-free VM equilibria are knowni2:2138:39.40.41

and it is an interesting question
whether nonlinear force-free 1D VM equilibria can be found. We hope that the conditions
formulated in this paper will help to find nonlinear force-free VM equilibria.

One motivation for looking for nonlinear force-free 1D VM equilibria is the fact that it
is current practice to use pressure balanced VM equilibria with a guide field, mostly the
Harris sheet®, to mimic force-free VM equilibria in, for example, particle-in-cell simulations
of magnetic reconnection (see e.g. Refs. 144,45,46,47,48/49). The guide-field equilibria have,
however, the same pressure and density gradients as the neutral sheet equilibrium whereas
proper force-free equilibria have constant density and pressure. Furthermore, a constant
guide field does not add any free energy to the system. Also, unlike for force-free fields,
the current density is completely independent of the strength of the added guide field. It
would therefore be very interesting to investigate whether there are any differences between
the reconnection process for guide field systems and for nonlinear force-free systems, for
example how micro-instabilities found for systems with plasma density gradients change for
force-free equilibria (see e.g. Refsi49,50)51)52)53/54/55,/56,57).

The linear force-free equilibrium presented in Section [IIl has been investigated using

38,39.4041 and nonlineard?4::58:59 theory, but a detailed comparison of, for example, the

linear
magnetic reconnection process with magnetic reconnection in a corresponding neutral sheet
has yet to be undertaken. We remark that the doubly periodic nature of this equilibrium
may have an effect on the reconnection process compared to, for example, the Harris neutral
sheet. It would thus be desirable to find a force-free VM equilibrium which has properties

similar to the Harris sheet and we believe that the theory presented in this paper is a good

point of departure for finding such equilibria.
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APPENDIX A: DERIVATION OF RELATIONS BETWEEN THE zz-
COMPONENT OF THE PRESSURE TENSOR AND THE CHARGE AND CUR-
RENT DENSITY

Following [2/37 the relation (I5) can be derived directly by use of the chain rule and by

ofs 3
/ <8vx)vy,vz v =0, (A1)

using integration by parts. This integral vanishes because f; has to vanish for large |v|. Also

AN of, o,
(a) i, [ ( aH) " ( apm)Hs,pJ , (A2)

using H, = m,v?/2 + q,¢ and p,s = m,v, + g, A,. We obtain

oo 5]x 3 3
DA qu(ﬁA /fsd’U—l—— Umfsdv)

Ofs ) Ofs
— 2 + v, < ) d>v
Z ! / <8pws H, »Pys 8Hs Pzs,Pys
qQ Ofs B
=S e [ (5r) o

which leads to Eq. (IH). Equation (I6) can be derived in exactly the same way by replacing
v, with v, and A, by A,.
Equation (I7) can be verified by direct differentiation of Eqs. (I3) and (I4]). We see that

e 2/ Ifs 3

8Ay - qu Vg (apys)Hspde’U

o 'Uxfs) . Ofs 3
- Z / [ms < 8/Uy )vx,vz Um/Uy <8Hs)p157pys] d °

2 Ofs 3
= — q; /vxvy < ) d’v,
Z,S: aH Pzxs,Pys

where again the chain rule has been used in the first step and integration by parts in the

noticing that

second step. The first term vanishes during integration by parts as any admissible fs has
to go to zero as |v| — oo faster than any power of v. Replacing A, by A,, pys by p.s and

exchanging v, and v, we find with a similar calculation that

a]y . Ofs 3
- _ZQS /vay <aH )pmpyéd 'Ua




which shows the general validity of Eq. (7).
Equation (I9) can also be directly derived by differentiation of the pressure tensor in the

following way:

v , [ OF. 3
8—¢ — ;ms%/vz <8Hs)pzs,pysd ’
) Ofs 3
= XS:QS/UZ <8'L}Z)Uz,vyd ’

= —qu/fsd%:—a’

where integration by parts has been used in the last step and
Afs _ afs
(avz ) Vg, Uy - et <8HS ) Pzxs,Pys (A?))

Equations (20) and (21]) are similar in structure and thus we show the derivation explicitly

in the previous step.

only for one of them. Differentiating the zz-component of the pressure tensor with respect

oP / 9 < Ofs ) 3
= gsms [ v d°v.
aAZ‘ ES: apxs Hs,pys

We can use Eq. ([A2)) to express the partial derivative of f, as

m 8fs == 8fs — mgv afs
’ 8pxs Hs,pys N avm Vy,Vz o aHS Pxs,Pys

and Eq. (A3)) to replace myv, (0fs/0H;),

to A, we get

to obtain
sPys

oP . 2 afs afs 3
an - ; QS/ ['Uz <a’l}x)vyﬂ)z (N <avz>vxﬂ)y] d°v
- Z ds /Uﬂcfsd3v = Ju-

We have used integration by parts again in the final step and have retained only the non-

vanishing terms. Equation (2II) follows in exactly the same way by replacing v, by v, and

A, by A,.

* Electronic address: mikeh@mcs.st-and.ac.uk

18


mailto:mikeh@mcs.st-and.ac.uk

T Electronic address: thomas@mcs.st-and.ac.uk

N. A. Krall and A. W. Trivelpiece, Principles of plasma physics (International Student Edition -
International Series in Pure and Applied Physics, Tokyo: McGraw-Hill Kogakusha, 1973, 1973).
2 K. Schindler, Physics of Space Plasma Activity (Cambridge, 2007).

3 L. Tonks, Phys. Rev. 113, 400 (1959).

4 H. Grad, Phys. Fluids 4, 1366 (1961).

> A. Morozov and L. Solov’ev, Sov. Phys. JETP 13, 927 (1961).

6 E. G. Harris, Nuovo Cim. 23, 115 (1962).

7 B. Bertotti, Ann. Phys. 25, 271 (1963).

8 J. Hurley, Phys. Fluids 6, 83 (1963).

9 R. B. Nicholson, Phys. Fluids 6, 1581 (1963).

10 A. Sestero, Phys. Fluids 7, 44 (1964).

1A, Sestero, Phys. Fluids 9, 2006 (1966).

12° A, Sestero, Phys. Fluids 10, 193 (1967).

13§, H. Lam, Phys. Fluids 10, 2454 (1967).

14 E. N. Parker, J. Geophys. Res. 72, 2315 (1967).

15 1. Lerche, J. Geophys. Res. 72, 5295 (1967).

16 C. M. Davies, Planet. Space Sci. 16, 1249 (1968).

17°C. M. Davies, Planet. Space Sci. 17, 333 (1969).

18 W. Alpers, Astrophys. Space Sci. 5, 425 (1969).

19°S-Y. Su and B. U. O. Sonnerup, J. Geophys. Res. 76, 5181 (1971).

20 J. R. Kan, J. Plasma Phys. 7, 445 (1972).

21 P, J. Channell, Phys. Fluids 19, 1541 (1976).

22" J. Lemaire and L. F. Burlaga, Astrophys. Space Sci. 45, 303 (1976).

23 M. Roth, J. Atm. Terr. Phys. 38, 1065 (1976).

24 H. E. Mynick, W. M. Sharp, and A. N. Kaufman, Phys. Fluids 22, 1478 (1979).
%5 L. C. Lee and J. R. Kan, J. Plasma Phys. 22, 515 (1979).

26 L. C. Lee and J. R. Kan, J. Geophys. Res. 84, 6417 (1979).

27 J. M. Greene, Phys. Fluids B 5, 1715 (1993).

28 M. Roth, J. de Keyser, and M. M. Kuznetsova, Space Science Reviews 76, 251 (1996).
29 N. Attico and F. Pegoraro, Phys. Plasmas 6, 767 (1999).

19


mailto:thomas@mcs.st-and.ac.uk

30

31

32

33

34

35

36

37

38

39

40

41

42

43

44

45

46

47

48

49

50

51

52

53

54

55

F. Mottez, Phys. Plasmas 10, 2501 (2003).

F. Mottez, Ann. Geophys. 22, 3033 (2004).

W.-Z. Fu and L.-N. Hau, Phys. Plasmas 12, 070701 (2005).

P. H. Yoon, A. T. Y. Lui, and R. B. Sheldon, Phys. Plasmas 13, 102108 (2006).

D. Biskamp, Magnetic Reconnection in Plasmas (Magnetic Reconnection in Plasmas, Cam-
bridge, UK: Cambridge University Press, 2000 xiv, 387 p. Cambridge monographs on plasma
physics, vol. 3, ISBN 0521582881, 2000).

E. Priest and T. Forbes, Magnetic Reconnection (Magnetic Reconnection, by Eric Priest and
Terry Forbes, pp. 612. ISBN 0521481791. Cambridge, UK: Cambridge University Press, June
2000., 2000).

E. Tassi, F. Pegoraro, and G. Cicogna, Phys. Plasmas 15, 092113 (2008).

K. Schindler, D. Pfirsch, and H. Wobig, Plasma Phys. 15, 1165 (1973).

N. A. Bobrova and S. I. Syrovatskii, Sov. Phys. JETP Lett. 30, 535 (1979).

D. Correa-Restrepo and D. Pfirsch, Phys. Rev. E 47, 545 (1993).

N. A. Bobrova, S. V. Bulanov, J. I. Sakai, and D. Sugiyama, Phys. Plasmas 8, 759 (2001).

N. A. Bobrova, S. V. Bulanov, G. E. Vekstein, J.-I. Sakai, K. Machida, and T. Haruki, Plasma
Phys. Rep. 29, 449 (2003).

T. Neukirch, J. Geophys. Res. 98, 3753 (1993).

K. Schindler and J. Birn, J. Geophys. Res. 107, 20 (2002).

P. L. Pritchett and F. V. Coroniti, J. Geophys. Res. 109, 1220 (2004).

P. L. Pritchett, Phys. Plasmas 12, 062301 (2005).

P. Ricci, J. U. Brackbill, W. Daughton, and G. Lapenta, Phys. Plasmas 11, 4102 (2004).

M. Hesse, M. Kuznetsova, K. Schindler, and J. Birn, Phys. Plasmas 12, 100704 (2005).

H. Karimabadi, W. Daughton, and K. B. Quest, J. Geophys. Res. 110, 3214 (2005).

I. Silin and J. Biichner, Phys. Plasmas 12, 2320 (2005).

W. Daughton, Phys. Plasmas 10, 3103 (2003).

I. Silin and J. Biichner, Phys. Plasmas 10, 3561 (2003).

W. Daughton, G. Lapenta, and P. Ricci, Phys. Rev. Lett. 93, 105004 (2004).

P. Ricci, J. U. Brackbill, W. Daughton, and G. Lapenta, Phys. Plasmas 11, 4489 (2004).

H. Karimabadi, W. Daughton, and K. B. Quest, Geophys. Res. Lett. 31, 18801 (2004).

P. Ricci, J. U. Brackbill, W. Daughton, and G. Lapenta, Phys. Plasmas 12, 055901 (2005).

20



56

57

58

59

T. Moritaka and R. Horiuchi, Phys. Plasmas 15, 092114 (2008).

P. H. Yoon and A. T. Y. Lui, Phys. Plasmas 15, 072101 (2008).

H. Li, K. Nishimura, D. C. Barnes, S. P. Gary, and S. A. Colgate, Phys. Plasmas 10, 2763
(2003).

K. Bowers and H. Li, Phys. Rev. Lett. 98, 035002 (2007).

21



	Introduction
	Basic theory
	Conditions for Force-free 1D VM Equilibria
	Summary and Conclusions
	Acknowledgments
	Derivation of Relations between the zz-Component of the Pressure Tensor and the Charge and Current Density
	References

