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Magnetic reconnection is a ubiquitous and fundamental process in plasmas by which magnetic fields change
their topology and release magnetic energy. Despite decades of research, the physics governing the reconnec-
tion process in many parameter regimes remains controversial. Contemporary reconnection theories predict that
long, narrow current sheets are susceptible to the tearing instability and split into isolated magnetic islands (or
plasmoids), resulting in an enhanced reconnection rate. While several experimental observations of plasmoids
in the regime of low- to intermediate-β (where β is the ratio of plasma thermal pressure to magnetic pressure)
have been made, there is a relative lack of experimental evidence for plasmoids in the high-β reconnection envi-
ronments which are typical in many space and astrophysical contexts. Here, we report the observation of strong
experimental evidence for plasmoid formation and dynamics in laser-driven high-β reconnection experiments.

Magnetic reconnection is the process by which magnetic
fields in plasmas change their topologies and release magnetic
energy [1, 2]. It is a phenomenon with widespread importance
to many fields of physics, from astrophysics [1–5] to labora-
tory and fundamental plasma physics [1–3, 6–11]. The the-
oretical understanding of magnetic reconnection has evolved
significantly over the history of plasma physics. The classi-
cal Sweet-Parker model of reconnection [12, 13] uses dimen-
sional arguments to infer parameters such as the width of a
long, thin, steady-state current sheet. Its fundamental predic-
tion is that the current sheet width is δSP = LS−1/2, where L is
its length and S = µ0LvA/η is the Lundquist number [12, 13],
with vA the Alfvén velocity computed with the reconnecting
field and η is the plasma resistivity. Consequently, the Sweet-
Parker reconnection timescale is τSP ∼ S1/2L/vA. Since typi-
cal reconnecting plasmas have S � 1 as a result of very small
resistivity, the Sweet-Parker timescale is orders of magnitude
too large to explain observations of reconnection in astrophys-
ical and laboratory contexts.

Modern reconnection theories and associated simulations
[14–20] have revealed that the long, thin current sheets pre-
dicted by the Sweet-Parker model are vulnerable to the fast-
growing tearing instability. This instability is predicted to lead
to the formation of chains of isolated magnetic islands, known
as “plasmoids”, which enhance the reconnection rate and as-
sociated dissipation of magnetic energy by eliminating the
dependence of the reconnection rate on the global Lundquist
number of the current sheet [17, 20]. Plasmoids are thought
to be a generic feature of large-scale reconnecting systems,
having been observed in a wide range of parameter regimes.

To date, most magnetic reconnection experiments per-
formed to seek out observations of plasmoids have investi-
gated two regimes: relatively tenuous quasi-steady-state mag-
netically driven plasmas for which the typical plasma β (the
ratio of thermal pressure to magnetic pressure) is β � 1 [7, 8];
and pulsed-power driven plasmas for which β . 1 [9, 21].

∗ pearcy@mit.edu
† ckli@mit.edu

FIG. 1. Experimental design. A plastic (CH) foil illuminated by
two interaction laser beams, producing plasma bubbles. A proton
backlighter consisting of a gold foil driven by a high-power, short-
pulse laser beam produces energetic protons, producing proton im-
ages. The collision between two antiparallel magnetic fields driven
by the bubble expansion leads to the changing of the field topology
and reconnection, as indicated in the reconstructed fields shown in
the insert.

In magnetically driven experiments, plasma inflows remain
sub-Alfvénic; in pulsed-power driven systems, super-Alfvénic
flows and associated flux pileup were observed [21].

We report here the direct observation of plasmoids in a
laser-driven reconnection experiment with high plasma β (∼
10) and super-Alfvénic inflows, using advanced proton radio-
graphy and deflection-field reconstruction techniques [22, 23]
which allow unprecedented insight into the structure of mag-
netic fields in HEDP experiments, alongside time-resolved
Thomson scattering to characterize important plasma parame-
ters [24]. While previous laser-driven experiments have been
performed to investigate magnetic reconnection (ex., [25]),
prior campaigns have not directly observed plasmoid forma-
tion; in contrast our results show strong direct evidence of
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FIG. 2. Raw radiography data. A) Proton radiographs show the
spatial structure and temporal evolution of magnetic fields associated
with the expanding plasma bubbles and interaction regions. These ra-
diographs were formed by protons with energies between 11 and 36
MeV. The dashed blue line in the second image represents approxi-
mately where lineouts for Figure 5A and 5B were taken, though each
image had a slightly different location for the lineout to ensure sam-
pling of the correct current sheet structure (between apparent plas-
moids). The dashed blue circle denotes the position of edge of the
Biermann bubble along the lineout. In these images, image contrast
has been artificially increased to render the structure in the center of
the radiograph more visible to the naked eye. B) Zoomed-in view of
the reconnection layer (corresponding region in the full data set is de-
noted by the dashed red box). The apparent (gross) length and width
of the reconnection layer as inferred from the radiograph (L and δr,
respectively) are labelled. C) A typical null shot (without subject
plasma), taken from another experimental campaign, is shown to il-
lustrate what one expects the initial proton flux to look like.

plasmoids. The conditions in our experiment manifest exper-
imental regimes which are typical of laser-produced plasmas
in laboratory experiments [10, 11, 26], and which match cer-
tain parameters of astrophysical plasmas, such as the high-β
plasmas of the intra-cluster medium [27, 28] or the Galactic
center [29].

Our laser-produced plasma magnetic reconnection experi-
ment was carried out at the OMEGA EP laser facility [30] in
2012. Initial findings on a subset of the data were reported
by Rosenberg et al [31]. In this study, we use modern, so-
phisticated analysis techniques to investigate the remainder of
the large data set from the shot day. In addition, to character-

ize plasma parameters an experiment with nominally identical
drive conditions was carried out at the OMEGA Laser Facility
in 2019 to perform Thomson scattering measurements.

The experimental setup is shown schematically in Figure
1. In the experiment, the subject target is a 12 µm thick
plastic (CH) foil, driven by two 1-ns square pulse interac-
tion beams of 930 J each, with spot sizes of 800 µm and
a separation of 1400 µm. The interaction beams impinging
on the CH foil produced two hemispherical plasma bubbles.
The Thomson scattering measurements indicate that such bub-
bles have a typical plasma temperature Te ∼ 2 keV, electron
density ne ∼ 3× 1019 cm−3, and bubble expansion velocity
v ∼ 500− 800 µm/ns immediately prior to collision (see Ta-
ble I); the results of this analysis are roughly consistent with
DRACO simulations of our experiment [31].

The bubbles produced circulating magnetic fields via the
Biermann battery mechanism [32], wherein a magnetic field
is generated due to misaligned temperature and density gra-
dients: ∂t~B ∝ ∇Te ×∇ne. As illustrated in Figure 1, the two
plasma bubbles expand into each other, compressing their an-
tiparallel magnetic fields and driving the reconnection pro-
cess.

Figure 2 presents the proton fluence radiographs of the
reconnecting plasma bubbles, imaged with ∼ 10− 40 MeV
protons, generated by high-power short pulse laser based on
target-normal-sheath-acceleration (TNSA) mechanism [33],
on a stack of radiochromic (RC) film. Filtration effects lead
to each piece of film in the stack being sensitive to a differ-
ent proton energy, and based on the different times of flight,
probe the reconnection region at different times, allowing us
to directly image the temporal evolution of the reconnection
region.

The deflection of backlighting protons within the exper-
imental plasma conveys the spatial structure and temporal
evolution of magnetic fields associated with the two collid-

TABLE I. Quantities above the horizontal line are measured from our
radiography and Thomson scattering data; quantities below the hori-
zontal line are calculated based on those measurements. The “Mag-
netic Field” quantity is obtained by assuming a path-length traversed
by backlighting protons and calculating based on the reconstructed
path-integrated values

Parameter Approximate Value
Plasma density, ne 3.2×1019 cm−3

Electron temperature, Te 2.2 keV
Magnetic field (near CS), B 40−70 T
Length of current sheet, L ∼ 2000 µm
Width of current sheet, δ 20−60 µm

Plasma beta, β ∼10
Ion skin depth, di ∼55 µm

Electron skin depth, de ∼ 1 µm
Spitzer resistivity, η ∼4×10−2 Ω ·µm

Sound speed, cs ∼4.69×1011 µm/s
Alfvén speed, vA ∼1.5×1011 µm/s

Lundquist number, S ∼9000−15000
CS width/ion scale,δ/di ∼ 0.2−1
Sweet-Parker width, δSP ∼15−20 µm
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FIG. 3. Reconstructed path-integrated fields and currents. A) The reconstructed magnetic fields from the radiography data. All of these
reconstructions are of different image plates from the same experimental shot. The black curves in the magnetic field strength plots denote
contours of the magnetic vector potential ~A. The presence of isolated magnetic islands, or plasmoids, is evident in all of the radiographs. B)
The inferred path-integrated parallel current, obtained from Ampere’s law by taking the curl of the path-integrated magnetic field.

ing plasma bubbles. The concentration of proton fluence in
a circular pattern around each bubble is the consequence of
inwards proton deflections caused by large scale, azimuthal
Biermann fields. Between the two expanding plasma bubbles,
the pale central region with a noticeable deficit of proton flu-
ence represents a reconnection layer with a large length L to
apparent width δr aspect ratio. These radiographs provide a
direct picture of the reconnection layer, where the magnetic
fields deflect protons out of the current sheet towards the cen-
ter of each individual bubble [31].

In our analysis, we assumed that the structure of each radio-
graph is determined solely by particles carrying energy near
the Bragg peak, where sensitivity is highest; as the peak is
relatively narrow and TNSA proton spectra are generally ex-
ponentially decaying [22], this assumption is unlikely to in-
troduce significant uncertainty in the analysis. Additionally,
Figure 2C shows a sample null radiography shot, with no sub-
ject plasma; characterization of the initial proton flux prior
to interaction with magnetic fields is important in the recon-
struction procedure. In a typical null shot, we observe low-
amplitude large-scale spatial variations of the order of the im-
age size, but no high-frequency non-uniformities that could
be confused with physics effects seen in the reconstructions.
This suggests that it is reasonable to infer initial proton fluxes
by filtering out high-frequency non-uniformities in the flux
images while keeping total proton flux constant.

To quantitatively characterize the field distribution associ-
ated with the reconnection layer, the measured radiographs are
numerically reconstructed with an finite-difference Monge-
Ampere solving algorithm [23]. In addition to the previously
noted inferences made about the proton flux images, such an
algorithm also assumes that proton tracks do not cross each
other between the source and the detector screen (i.e., that the
relationship between initial proton trajectories and their final
positions on the screen is injective). Finally, we assume that
magnetic fields are the dominant factor causing proton deflec-
tions in the face-on radiography, as has been experimentally
validated [34]. Once these assumptions are made, the recon-
struction can be carried out.

Figure 3A shows the path-integrated magnetic field strength
inferred from the deflection-field reconstruction process in
the reconnection region alongside contours of the magnetic
vector potential. The reconnection region is approximately
delineated by the dashed red box in the second image of
Fig. 2B. The magnetic field strength increases to a peak off-
center of the reconnection layer before decreasing and rapidly
switching direction as the center is crossed. This observation
matches the intuitive form of the magnetic field one would in-
fer based on the radiography data: the large white region with
low proton flux implies the presence of strong fields, while
the dark regions on either side indicate that the field points
in opposite directions on either side of the center (deflecting
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protons out to both sides).
More notably, Fig. 3A clearly reveals the presence of strik-

ing, isolated magnetic islands, or plasmoids, in the reconnec-
tion layer, which are clearly identifiable by the appearance
of closed magnetic field lines (flux contours). The positive
identification of these plasmoids is strongly justified when
one considers the well-characterized nature of the backlight-
ing proton flux (Fig. 2C) and high spatial resolution of the
proton radiography (∼5 µm). We are able to well resolve the
measured plasmoid structure (for example, the width of a pri-
mary plasmoid is ∼ 100− 200 µm, Fig. 3A), thus providing
strong experimental evidence of plasmoid formation in this
high-β reconnection event.

Several important features related to the time evolution of
the reconnection layer and its constituent plasmoids are visi-
ble in Fig. 3A. First, from 0.885 ns to 0.952 ns we see that
the leftmost plasmoid appears to continuously grow in both
area and width, although as we discuss later this is unlikely to
be a reconnection effect. Meanwhile, there are suggestions in
the central region of smaller, second-generation (“secondary”)
plasmoids with apparent widths above our predicted spatial
resolution of ∼ 5 µm, though we consider this identification
marginal.

The inferred path-integrated current density parallel to the
direction of proton propagation (calculated directly from the
path-integrated fields by using Ampere’s law) is displayed in
Fig. 3B, from which we measure a current sheet length L ∼
2000 µm (indicating that L/di ∼ 35, where di = c/ωpi is the
ion skin depth). It is clear from these images that the current
sheet is not laminar or uniform, and instead is highly dynamic.
One way this manifests is in the transition from an initially
rather broad current sheet (at t = 0.884 ns) to a much narrower
current sheet at later times.

Our interpretation of these data is that as the two Biermann
bubbles expand into each other, an extended current sheet is
formed whose aspect ratio L/δ increases as a function of time
at supersonic rates. This implies that the current sheet be-
comes progressively more unstable to the tearing instability
[35, 36], resulting in the onset of plasmoid formation while
the width of the current sheet δ remains above the ion ki-
netic scale di. Because our plasma is relatively collisional,
we think that it is resistivity that is breaking the frozen flux
condition, and therefore that the plasmoid formation occurs
in a semi-collisional regime [37]. In the subsequent evolu-
tion of the current sheet, we observe further shrinkage of its
width to below the ion skin depth, as shown in Fig. 5B, due
to the continued expansion of the Biermann bubbles (v ∼ 800
µm/ns, faster than reconnection timescales) over the course of
the experiment.

This narrowing effect of the current sheet is explored more
fully in Fig. 4, showing lineouts of the path-integrated mag-
netic field (4A) and lineouts of the path-integrated current
density (4B) at each time step (lineouts of Fig. 3A and 33 re-
spectively). The variations in magnetic field shown in Fig. 4A
give important insight into the reconnection process; the most
dramatic observation is an increase in magnetic field strength
near the current sheet, when compared with the outer edge
of a bubble, providing experimental evidence of the magnetic

FIG. 4. Lineouts through the current sheet. A) Lineouts of the
path-integrated x-directed magnetic field at each time step, showing
the piling up of magnetic flux on either side of the reconnection layer.
The black arrow denotes the approximate location of the edge of a
Biermann bubble (referred to later as “far from the current sheet”),
demonstrating that the field strength is considerably higher in the re-
connection layer than outside of it. B) Lineouts of the path integrated
parallel current at each time step (enlarged to show detail – note re-
stricted horizontal length scale).

flux pileup which is expected given super Alfvénic inflows.
From Fig. 4B, we can infer the width of the current sheet δ

by measuring the full width at half-maximum (FWHM) of the
path-integrated current peaks (shown in Fig. 5B and discussed
below).

Fig. 5A is the temporal evolution of measured Lundquist
number (S = µ0LvA/η) as a function of sampling time. Over
the course of the experiment, S varies moderately between
∼ 9000−13000; these values are in the highest range of those
available to dedicated reconnection experiments, and are large
enough that diffusive effects should be minimal in this exper-
iment. Thus transition to a plasmoid-mediated regime can be
expected and is indeed observed.

Fig. 5B displays the time-evolution of the current sheet
width through X-points in the current sheet (these are the
widths inferred from Fig. 4B), with the right-hand axis show-
ing the ratio of the width to the ion skin depth. We see that
at the earliest time the current sheet is wider than the ion skin
depth, but subsequently narrows to below the ion scale as the
two plasma bubbles continue to expand into each other.

Shown in Fig. 5C is the time evolution of the width of the
three large plasmoids observed in the experiment. The central
and rightmost plasmoids display no increase in width over the
experimental timescale, within error bar. This is consistent
with theoretical expectations; assuming a nominal reconnec-
tion rate of ∼ 0.1vA (consistent with ion kinetic effects being
important), the anticipated increase in plasmoid width is on
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FIG. 5. Time evolution of various quantities. A) The temporal
evolution of measured Lundquist number is plotted as a function of
sampling time. B) The width of the current sheet, inferred from the
lineouts in Fig. 4, over time. The left axis shows the width in mi-
crons, while the right axis shows the ratio of the measured width to
the calculated ion skin depth. C) The measured width of the various
plasmoids as inferred from the contours of the magnetic vector poten-
tial. D) The peak magnetic field near the center of the current sheet
plotted alongside the representative magnetic field near the edge of
an expanding bubble (“far from CS”, see Figs. 2A and 4A).

the order of a few microns, below our experimental resolu-
tion. Conversely, the leftmost plasmoid displays an apparent
rapid growth that cannot be explained by timescales associ-
ated with the reconnection theory. Geometrical effects caused
by the finite size of the experimental region could explain this
observation; in particular, significant edge effects caused by
the flows of the expanding Biermann bubbles could lead to
this anomalous growth. Because the bubbles are nearly circu-
lar, the region where they collide and interact does not form
a long, uniform idealized current sheet and instead has a rela-
tively small region of uniformity flanked by areas where edge

effects may be significant. An asymmetry in the flows driv-
ing the expansion of one bubble could then contribute to the
anomalous growth of the leftmost island. A comparison of the
apparent width growth rate (∼ 1300 µm/ns) to the bubble ex-
pansion velocity (∼ 800 µm/ns from each side) suggests that
this explanation is reasonable.

Meanwhile, Fig. 5D measures the magnitude flux pileup
effects over the timescale of the experiment. We observe that
the strength of the magnetic field in a region on the far sides
of the expanding plasma bubbles is consistently lower than
the strength of the magnetic field in the interior region of the
current sheet by a factor which varies between 3 and 6.

We wish to note here that in these discussions the ions have
been simply treated approximately as a single species by av-
eraging the hydrogen and carbon (in a 1:1 ratio, and fully ion-
ized). Quantitatively addressing the details of spatial structure
and dynamics and species separation associated with a two-
ion fluid plasma is a significant challenge for future work.

This work represents a significant step forward in the un-
derstanding of high-β magnetic reconnection. One aspect we
wish to emphasize is the value of this diagnostic suite in exper-
iments of this type, in particular the application of the radio-
graphy reconstruction routine to TNSA proton radiographs.
Often, laser experiments which utilize proton radiography use
a monoenergetic, imploding capsule-type backlighter; in such
an experiment, the spatial resolution of the proton radiography
(and therefore the structure of the reconstructed fields and cur-
rents) is inherently limited by the finite size of the backlighter,
while TNSA radiography has the significant advantage of a
considerably smaller proton source size. By combining the
TNSA radiography with the reconstruction algorithm, we are
able to utilize both to their fullest potential to examine the evo-
lution of the experiment on both rapid timescales and small
spatial scales.

Thus, these experiments provide the first evidence of plas-
moid formation in high-β magnetic reconnection. The spatial
structure and temporal evolution of proton radiographs reveal
structure of primary islands, disclosing processes in plasmoid-
dominated reconnection. These experiments provide evidence
potentially validating aspects of current plasmoid theories and
simulations, and the physical basis for explaining the observed
fast magnetic reconnections in astrophysics and laboratory ex-
periments. This work not only advances our knowledge of
observed fast magnetic reconnection, but also opens up many
novel opportunities along this line to solidify our understand-
ing of exciting astrophysical and laboratory phenomena.
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