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Abstract. Under sufficiently high electric field gradients, width is larger than the upstream electron gyroradius. This
electron behaviour within exactly perpendicular shocksis  behaviour allows an electron to change the kinetic energy as
stable to the so-called trajectory instability. We exterevp sociated with its gyrovelocity perpendicular to the magnet
ous work paying special attention to shortiscale, high @ampl field smoothly as it crosses the shock. However, Cole (1976)
tude structures as observed within the electric field profile showed that in the presence of an electric field with constant
Via test particle simulations, we show that such structureggradient,

can cause the electron distribution to heat in a manner that

violates conservation of the first adiabatic invariant.sTisi g — ( Eo+ OE, x) %, (1)

the case even if the overall shock width is larger than the up- Oz

stream electron gyroradius. The spatial distance overtwhic
these structures occur therefore constitutes a new scajthle
relevant to the shock heating problem. Furthermore, we find

that the spatial location of the short-scale structure gom > 0o ¢ OE; )
tant in determining the total effect of non-adiabatic bébaw eff — m Oz’

- aresult that has not been previously noted.

particles will gyrate at an effective frequency, given by

wheref). ¢y and(2 are the effective and normal gyrofrequen-
Keywords. Space plasma physics (Shock waves; Numericalcies,q is the charge on the particle andis the particle mass.
simulation studies) The effective gyrofrequency must then be used in calcidatin
the gyroradii, i.e.

1 Introduction relf = Q:ff7 3)
Collisionless shockwaves occur throughout the universe. '
While often cited as the production source for high energywherergf f is a new effective gyroradius ands the gyrov-
cosmic rays, the heating mechanisms that act on the difelocity of the particle. The condition for adiabatic beltawi
ferent sub-populations of particles are still not entiraty must be revised such that the shock width is much bigger than
derstood. Numerous studies have been conducted into thihe effective gyroradius. Equatidnl (2) shows that, foraiert
electron heating problem, with the characteristic scalgtle  values of0 E,./0x, the effective gyrofrequency can approach
of the shock emerging as an important parameter governzero corresponding to an extremely large effective gynarad
ing the evolution of the electron distributian (Balikhinagdt, Non-adiabatic electron behaviour is therefore possiblene
1998; | Lembege et all, 1999; Schwartz etal., 2011). Addi-at shocks with scale lengths much larger than an upstream
tionally, despite the amount of work conducted on shockgyroradius.
scale lengths, there is still a lack of consensus regarti@gt  The link between scale lengths and non-adiabatic heat-
relative scales over which the magnetic and electric figlds i ing was explored by Balikhin et al. (1993). The authors con-
shocks actually vary. ducted a theoretical analysis of electron trajectoriesatity
Electrons are expected to behave adiabatically, conggrvinperpendicular shocks and identified the so-called trajgcto
their magnetic momentg,, = W, /B, as long as the shock instability. This instability causes two neighbouringatten
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trajectories to diverge exponentially from each other iaggh  likhin and Gedalin (1994) suggest that the variation of elec
space, causing a breaking of magnetic moment conservatioron heating with upstream electron thermal Mach number
whereverﬁgff <0, i.e. as long as the following instability v t1ou/Vthermal—e, feported by Schwartz etlal. (1988), can be

criterion is obeyed: recovered in this simple configuration. On the other hand,
Scudder et al.| (1986) analysed a shock where the electro-
static potential varied over a scale larger than the magneti
e OF, 9 !
B Q° >0, 4) field ramp.
m xr

However| Eselevich et al. (1971) reported on so-called iso-
wheree is magnitude of the electronic charge,is the elec- magnetic jumps which were observed in laboratory plasma
tron massf is the electron gyrofrequency add,./0z isthe  experiments whilst Heppner et al. (1978) reported the ebser
electric field gradient along the shock normal. The criterio vations from ISEE-1 of large changes in the electric field
requires that the electric field gradient be above someatiti over scales much shorter than the magnetic field ramp. More
value or, equivalently for a given cross-shock potentl@it recently,l Walker et al.| (2004) and Bale and Mozer (2007)
the scale length of the electric field be below some criticalhave shown the existence of short-scale, high-amplituete el
value. This can be fulfilled even if the upstream gyroradiustric field structures or 'spikes’ within the overall electri
is smaller than the shock scale. The authors then showed vifield profile with[Bale and Mozer (2007) speculating that the
a series of test-particle simulations that the onset ofridte t spikes in the electric field profile may lead to incoherenthea
jectory instability coincides with the onset of non-adida ing of the electrons.
heating. While Balikhin et al! (1993) draw a strong connec- In this paper, we will show for the first time that this is
tion between the scale length of the shock and subsequerideed possible. Using test-particle simulations, we fivii
heating, they do not alter the scales of the electric and magthe effect of varying the electric field scale length indepen
netic fields independently of each other, nor do they study th dently of the magnetic scale length; which has not been done
effect of displacing one with respect to the other. before. Additionally, we will vary the location of the eleict

This work was subsequently extended into the obliquefield within the shock. We also investigate the consequences
regime by Balikhin et al.[ (1998). In this paper the authorsof an electric field spike within the shock. In doing so, we
also included terms that account for the changing magnetiavill demonstrate that these electric field spikes consitut
field, which were previously neglected, and found that thenew scale length which is important to the shock heating
divergence in phase space always occurs and that the rate pfoblem, and that its location within the shock layer can dra
divergence is dependent on the gradients of both the magmatically change the amount of heating observed.
netic and electric fields. The rest of this paper will be structured as follows. Section

Further relevant work is done by Lembege etal. (2003).2 will cover the details behind the simulation, with the fesu
Two approaches were used to analyse the demagnetisation ahd analysis following in section 3. Conclusions follow in
the electrons at the shock front. In the first instance, non-section 4.
stationary and nonuniformity effects were included in the
form of a full-particle self-consistent simulation whilatthe
second instance these effects have been removed. The au-
thors found that the fraction of electrons which become de- . .
magnetised depends on the nonstationary behaviour found &[ The Simulation
shocks. However, it is difficult to attribute this result toya
particular process or feature of the shock since it is imiposs 2.1 Field Profiles
ble to systematically vary particular variables of int¢iasa
full particle code. A test-particle approach, where static electromagnetid<sie

It is clear that the relative scales over which the magneticare prescribed, is chosen for this investigation. The nbrma
and electric fields vary have a large impact on the type ofisation details can be foundlin Balikhin et al. (1993) and are
electron heating that occurs. Indeed, the relative fieltesca briefly reproduced here. Time is normalised to the inverse
of shocks is a topic which we study within this paper. In their gyrofrequency§2—!; coordinates are normalised to the elec-
paper/ Balikhin et al.| (1998) outlined possible relatiagpsh  tron inertial Iengthpwp‘el; velocity is normalised to the up-
between the fields, though it is a matter of contention whichstream Alfvén speed.,; and magnetic fields are normalised
of them occurs in reality, since various observations amd si in terms of the upstream magnetic field strengdy. The
ulations support differing views. field profiles used are based upon the profiles described by

It is common that both scales have the same order oBalikhin et al. (1993). They are idealised versions of ex-
magnitude in simulations and observations (Balikhin &t al. actly perpendicular collisionless shocks. The field prefile
1993; |Formisano and Torberl, 1982; Formisano, 1982;are shown in Fid.]1 and are given by Hd. (5}, (6) ddd (7). The
Balikhin et al., 2002; Leroy et al., 1982; Liewer et al., 1991 shock is at rest in the simulation frame, with the upstream-
Scholer et all, 2003; Lembege and Dawson, 1989,/11987). Bapointing normal in the-z direction.
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Here, A¢q is the cross-shock potential and chosen to be
300V unless stated otherwiséi, is constant everywhere
and calculated from the upstream bulk electron velocity
and magnetic field strengtlly, = V,, B,,. We use values of
V., = 400kms~! andB,, = 5nT which are typical for earth’s
bow shock. When normalised;, is equal to the Alfvénic
Mach number,M 4, which we choose to be Mach &g
and Dp are the half-electric and half-magnetic field widths
normalised to the electron inertial length. Equatign (Syon
applies within the region of spaceDg > x > Dg. Every-
where outside this region¥, = 0. Similarly, Eq. [I) only
applies within—Dpg >z > Dp, taking the valuesB, =1

for x < —Dp and B, = 3 for x > Dpg. Adiabatic electron

duéo short-scale structures at shock waves

2.2 Electron Distribution

For each simulation run, a Maxwellian distribution at a tem-
perature of 18V consisting of 600 electrons is initialised far
upstream from the shock. Since the shock is exactly perpen-
dicular, the electrons only require two degrees of freedom i
velocity space allowing us to set = 0.

For the purposes of this investigation, the temperature cor
responding to the two perpendicular, () degrees of free-
dom will be defined as follows:

m

:%<(v—<v>)2>, 8)

i.e. the temperature is proportional to the variance of the v
locity vectors of all the electrons in the distribution. Irap-
tice, the parameter that will be of interest is the heatirigra
Ry that is the ratio of the far downstream electron distribu-
tion temperature to the far upstream temperature.

3 Results and Analysis

To investigate short-scale electric field structures, It bé
instructive to investigate, separately, the scale andtilorca
of the cross-shock electric field,,. We will then move onto

a final set of simulations in which the cross-shock electric
field will vary over the same scale as the magnetic field with
a spike embedded within it to better represent a real shock.

3.1 Electric Field Scale Length

For this experiment, we will vanyDg whilst holding Dg
and the total cross-shock potential ¢, fixed. The starting
shock parameters that will be considered Bie= D =5
andeA¢o = 300eV. This scale length corresponds to a shock
width, 2D g, of 11.2 upstream gyroradii for a a4U elec-
tron. These conditions are adiabatic as shown in Fig. 4 of
Balikhin et al. (1993) and will be the control case against
which other simulations are compared.

Figure [2 shows that ad)g is decreased, the heat-
ing remains roughly adiabatic for largdpg before in-
creasing rapidly for scale lengths beldwg ~ 3. At these
smaller electric scale lengths, the heating is signifigamih-
adiabatic. By holding the cross-shock potential constadt a
decreasingDg, the electric field gradient becomes larger.
This result should therefore not present much surpriseesinc

behawour,dconser\élng ][n%gpetlc momen:}, would thereforé js aiready known that the separation of the adiabatic and
correspon to_ a_t ree-fold increase in t e_temperature _Oﬁon—adiabatic regimes in perpendicular shocks depends on
the electron distribution based on the jump in the magnetiGha electric field gradient as given by EfJ (4). According to

field. Wre] har\]/e crrl]ose_n t? use two scale lengihs; ahnd this criterion, the threshold of the trajectory instapititccurs
DB_’ rather than the single parame'@,.: DE = D, that __atDg ~ 3.1 for the parameters of our simulation.
Balikhin et al. (1993) use because it is important for this

study that we are able to vary the two scale lengths indepen3.2  Displacement of Electric Field

dently. These particular forms were chosemn by Balikhin et al

(1993) because they are smooth and well behaved at thelaving varied the width of the electric field profile, its po-
shock edges and throughout the shock layer. sition relative to the rest of the shock can be altered since
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Fig. 2. Ratio of downstream to upstream electron temperature asctién of electric field scale lengti) z. The magnetic field scale length
is kept fixed atDp = 5. A sketch of the field profiles and their relative scale lesgghshown in the inset. For largeg, the heating stays

adiabatic as the electric field scale decreases. Once thieadity is broken at scale lengths shorter than roughly—= 3, however, there is

a negative correlation between the heating ratio and tltriglescale length.

Dg is smaller thanD . The inset of Fig[13 shows the dis- ter two drifts, in addition to the fixed cross-shock potelntia
placement of the electric field with respect to the magnetictherefore determine the net kinetic energy gain of the elec-
field such that their centres of variation no longer coincide trons as they drift through the shock (Goodrich and Scudder,
For this set of simulations, we fi0r = 0.5. As before, 11984).
Dp =5 andeAd¢y = 300eV. Figure[3 shows a clear trend It will be useful to compare two limiting cases in our ex-
of higher (lower) heating for displacements towards the up-planation. The electrons will drift through most of the skoc
stream (downstream) side of the shock. before encountering the electric field when it is displaced
To understand why displacing the electric field would downstream. However, when the field is displaced upstream,
change the amount of heating, despite maintaining a canstarthe electrons will encounter it immediately and gain the en-
electric field gradient, it is necessary to look at the diiifts  tire cross-shock potential straight away. Since¥HB| drift
the system. For the field geometries used, the electrons exspeed is proportional to the kinetic energy of the electitom,
perience arE, ¥ x B.z drift in the X direction, together with  magnitude of thév|B| drift will be larger in the second case
anE,X x B,z drift and aV|B| drift which are inthetyand  as it has gained the energy from crossing Hefield ear-
—y directions, respectively. ThE,y x B,z drift causes the lier. Figure[4 shows the trajectories of three electronsvhi
electrons to drift through the shock and gain all the poten-demonstrate this effect. The outer vertical lines repretsen
tial energy associated with thé, field, i.e. the cross-shock outer edges of the shock i.e= +Dpg with the inner verti-
potential. This is fixed by thé\¢, parameter. The remain- cal lines representing the edges of the displaced eleatit; fi
ing two drifts cause the electrons to travel along the shocki.e.z = dg+ Dy wheredg is the displacement of the electric
in opposite directions. Th&|B| drift is directed such that field. All parameters are kept the same with the exception of
the electrons gain kinetic energy from the motional electri the displacement of the electric field. The electron in panel
field, E,. Conversely, theZ, X x B,z drift is directed such  (a) immediately picks up the cross-shock potential energy,
that the electrons lose kinetic energy to this field. The lat-eA¢g. Initially the E, X x B,z drift dominates, resulting in
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Fig. 3. Ratio of downstream to upstream electron temperature asdiidn of electric field displacemeniz. The electric and magnetic
field scale lengths are kept &tz = 0.5 and D = 5. A sketch of the field profiles and their relative scale lesgghshown in the inset.
The displacement of the electric field spike given in term®gf, i.e. 6 = —1 corresponds to the center of variations in the electric field
coinciding with the upstream edge of the shock layer. Théiingaatio is greater for displacements towards the upstredge of the shock.
Conversely, when the electric field is displaced towardsitivenstream end, the heating ratio is lower.

the loss of some of this energy. TR&B| drift then operates  discussed by Balikhin et al. (1993). When the electric field
in the £, = 0 region where, due to the enhanced perpendic-s displaced upstream, the electrons immediately expegien
ular velocity, a large drift velocity results in a nefy drift. the phase space divergence. As the electrons drift through
This corresponds to a large non-adiabatic energy increasehe rest of the shock, they will undergo a further expansion
Panel (b) is similar but th&|B| drift is less effective since in phase space due to tR&B| drift, the magnitude of which
the electron spends less time in the pastregion, allow- is larger when electric field is displaced upstream. Thiddea
ing less time for thé&/|B| drift to act. In panel (c), there is no to a higher heating of the electron distribution.
space for th&/|B| drift to act after the electrons have crossed We note that the trajectory instability is an essential in-
the cross-shock potential. THe, X x B,z drift reduces the gredient in this non-adiabatic behaviour. While the dispta
energy gained froneA¢, the most compared to the other ment of the electric field toward the upstream enhances the
panels. instability by keeping the gyrofrquenc{, lower in Eq. (4),
Outside the region in whicl, is non-zero, the energy experiments with different values of const&h{not shown)
gains associated with theé|B| drift are roughly consistent, as are inconclusive. Thus, we prefer to discuss the non-atiaba
expected, with adiabatic compression in the increasing magbehaviour in terms of the various particle drifts. Other ex-
netic field. Since this multiplies the existing particle Emg  periments (not shown) in which a field with a largeg is
it gives the most energy to trajectories suffering early-non displaced remain adiabatic.
adiabatic processes as in panel (a).
To summarise, when the electric field is displaced down-3.3  Shock Spikes
stream, the electrons drift through most of the shock adliaba

ically, losing energy as a result of tit&, x x B.z drift, before  whilst it has been instructive to consider these simulation
encountering the non-adiabatic divergence in phase space @pservations show structures with a scale much smaller
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Fig. 4. Three electron trajectories in theg plane for different displacements of the electric field geofin all three cases the magnetic field
variations occur between the two outer vertical lines. Tibetac field variations are bound by the two left-most linmeganel (a), the centre
two lines in panel (b), and the two right-most lines in pard! All other parameters are fixed. The drift directions drevén in panel (b).
The panels show that when the electric field is displacedegst, i.e. panel (a), the electron will drift in the negatvdirection a lot more
compared to when the displacement is downstream, i.e. ganel

than the total shock width embedded within a larger overalldescribed by EqL{5) but with differed?; values. The im-
electric field profile [(Walker et all, 2004). In one partiaula portant features of the profile aie; = D and D3P <
shock crossing, Walker et al. identified three large-amgét ~ Dr. In keeping with the ratio of the scale lengths observed
small-scale structures, the largest of which had a peak magby |Walker et al. (2004)])}}’”’Ce is one tenth ofDg. While
nitude of around 45V /m, compared to an average motional Walker et al. |(2004) reported that the overall electric field
electric field of around 14V /m. These were the largest scale is slightly larger than that of the magnetic field ramp,
amongst the field disturbances observed in the shock and o¢he two scales have been kept equal here so as to allow for
curred over the middle 50% of the shock transition. The au-the independent investigation of the spikes alone. In asg,ca
thors estimate that the width of these structures to be a@rounfrom the work ofi Balikhin et al.|(1993), we would not ex-
1-— 5cw1;el, with the magnetic field ramp occurring over a pect that havingDg > Dp would cause the heating to be
scale~10times this. It shall be the aim of the final set of sim- non-adiabatic, as this would make the electric field gradi-
ulations to encapsulate these features, if not the actuis@ya ent smaller. For simplicity, only one electric field “spike”
themselves. Most importantly, for this particular shoakss-  has been modelled. Our base case will again be the adia-
ing, Walker et al. report that the structures contribute 49% batic shock wherddy = Dg =5 and the total cross-shock
the total cross-shock potential change. potential is 308V. We choose 36V as the cross-spike po-
The inset of Fig[ b shows the field profile we used to tential with the rest of the shock accounting for the remain-
model the electric field spikes. The electric field profile ing 27G:V. We vary the position of the electric field spike
shown is constructed by adding together two profiles, bothto investigate its influence on the electron behaviour. Fgu
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Fig. 5. Ratio of downstream to upstream electron temperature andidn of electric field spike displacemerzit;”ike. The electric and
magnetic field scale lengths are kept fixedst = Dp =5 ande,;”““ = 0.5. A sketch of the electric field profile is shown in the inset.
The magnetic field has been omitted for clarity. The disptemet of the electric field spike given in terms Dfs i.e. a displacement of -1
would mean that the variations in the electric field are aextexactly at the upstream edge of the shock. The heatiimisagreater for
displacement towards the upstream edge of the shock. Gatyewhen the electric field spike is displaced towards tverdtream end, the
heating ratio is lower. For all displacements, the heatingpin-adiabatic.

B shows that for displacements towards the downstream side At 2Dy ~ 1cw;e1, the width of our spike is at the limit of
of the shock, the heating is non-adiabatic, but the amount othe 1 — 5cwp_el widths reported by Walker et al. (2004). We
heating above the adiabatic case is small. For upstream dissonclude thatin general, the presence of short-scale eehan
placements, there is a much higher non-adiabatic componemhents to the electric field can push an otherwise adiabatic
to the heating. shock into the non-adiabatic regime. The width of the elec-
The conclusions of the previous set of simulations cantric field spikes therefore constitute a new scale length tha
readily be applied here. By embedding a spike into the pro-ds important in the study of electron heating at collisi@sle
file, there is now a region that satisfies the instabilityecrit shocks.
rion in Eq. [4) when previously there was not, thus pushing We conducted a final simulation with three spikes at dis-
the shock into the non-adiabatic regime. The same trend iplacements of -0.5, 0.0D and 0.9 5 embedded within
noticed, with the heating ratio having high values for dis- an underlying electric field of widtB Dz = 10. Each spike,
placements towards the upstream end. However, the heatingf width 2Df§1k€ =1, contributed 36V to the cross-shock
ratio is much smaller in comparison to the previous simu-potential with the underlying profile contributing 240 for
lations; this should not be surprising given that the poten-a total cross-shock potential of 300. We find the heating
tial drop across the spike is much smaller. Just as befage, thratio for this set-up to b& = 4.45, which is not a surpris-
breaking of adiabaticity occurs earlier for displacemeits  ing outcome based on our previous results. Figlire 5 shows
stream, but the phase space expansion effect due 16|l that the spikes at 005 and 0.9 have a minimal effect
drift is not as pronounced since the energy gains associatedbove adiabatic electron behaviour. The non-adiabatic be-
with the spike are smaller. haviour found here is due predominantly to the upstream-
displaced spike at0.5Dp.
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4 Conclusions Balikhin, M., Gedalin, M., and Petrukovich, A.: New Mechsmi
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It has been the aim of this paper to look at the effect that the 1259-1262, pT: J; TC: 35; UT: WOS:A1993KN88700019, 1993.
electric and magnetic field scales have on electron heating &alikhin, M., Krasnosel'skikh, V. V., Woolliscroft, L. J. Cand
collisionless shock waves with a focus on short-scale high- Gedalin, M.: A study of the dispersion of the electron dsiri
amplitude structures in the electric field. Our work builts o tion in the presence of E and B gradients: Application to-elec
the existing work of Balikhin et al (1993) and is motivated ~ 7on heating at quasi-perpendicular shocks, Journal opBgm-
by the observations of short-scale electric field structote SSEZ?SSgg%hl'gfsggoggf'(1:3;3;03’ 2029-2040, pT: J; TCTt6; U
served by Walker et al. (2004) and Bale and Mobzer (12007).B ' ' '

— alikhin, M. A., Nozdrachev, M., Dunlop, M., Krasnosel'kki,
Balikhin et al. (1993) showed that shorter scale lengths can V., Walker, S. N., Alleyne, H. S. K., Formisano, V., Andre, M.

lead to incoherent electron heating by satisfying an infstab Balogh, A., Eriksson, A., and Yearby, K.: Observation of tixe
criterion with the.ShOFt-Scak? e|eCtrlC f_le|d Splke.Ob.SGO_ﬂB, restrial bow shock in quasi-electrostatic subshock regioar-
providing a possible means of satisfying this criteriongalr nal of Geophysical Research-Space Physics, 107, 1155,;pT: J

ity. We have shown that the presence of small-scale strestur ~ TC: 7; UT: WOS:000179009600036, 2002.
can indeed push the heating of the electron distributiomfro Cole, K. D.: Effects of crossed magnetic and (spatially dejeat)
the adiabatic into the non-adiabatic regime. Specifictily, electric fields on charged particle motion, Planetary anacgp
main results of this report can be summarised as follows: Science, 24, 515-518, 1976.
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