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Abstract. Treatments of plasma waves usually assume homogeneity, but the parallel gradients ubiquitous in plasmas can modify
wave propagation and absorption. We derive a quasilocal inhomogeneous correction to the plasma dielectric for arbitrary distribu-
tions by expanding the phase correlation integral and develop a novel integration technique that allows our correction to be applied
in many situations and has greater accuracy than other inhomogeneous dielectric formulas found in the literature. We apply this
dielectric tensor to the lower-hybrid current drive problem and demonstrate that inhomogeneous wave damping does not affect
the lower-hybrid wave’s linear damping condition, and in the non-Maxwellian problem damping and propagation should remain
unchanged except in the case of waves with very large phase velocities.

INTRODUCTION & BACKGROUND

Inhomogeneity is ubiquitous in plasmas. Most magnetic confinement fusion configurations, such as tokamaks, have
a ~B ·∇~B inhomogeneity along their flux surfaces. However, despite tokamak plasmas being inhomogeneous, calcu-
lations of wave propagation and damping in tokamaks almost always are performed in the homogeneous slab limit.
This approximation is generally considered to be "good", however, analyses of the effect of plasma inhomogeneity on
wave damping have found that inhomogeneity can meaningfully modify wave propagation and damping in tokamaks
[1, 2, 3, 4]. The effects of inhomogeneity are, in fact, of some importance to correctly capturing cyclotron resonance
broadening and the ion Bernstien wave mode conversion in simulations of ion-cyclotron radio-frequency heating [3,
5]. Inhomogeneous effects have also been found to increase the Landau damping rate of waves with large phase ve-
locities, and this has been used to suppress numerical pollution in simulations of shear Alfven waves [4] and helicon
waves [4, 6].

Calculations of the inhomogeneous plasma response have been generalized to arbitrary distribution functions in
other work through calculations of the inhomogeneous perturbed current and quasilinear diffusion coefficient [7, 8,
9, 10, 11, 12], but inhomogeneous dielectric tensors, which are much easier to quickly apply to calculations, have
been limited to Maxwellian distribution functions [2, 4]. Here, we generalize the work of Smithe [2] and Berry [4] to
general distribution functions and arbitrary resonances n= 0→±∞. As this work is based on the quasilocal expansion
technique, it does not guarantee global energy conservation in the same manner that techniques which consider the
entirety of the particle motion in the tokamak do [7, 10, 11]. Despite this limitation, the quasilocal correction can
still provide useful estimates of the importance of inhomogeneity in tokamaks and plasma experiments (especially
in experiments with open field lines, such as the Large Plasma Device [13], where the quasilocal expansion should
have good validity). We then will apply our inhomogeneous correction to lower-hybrid current drive (LHCD) [14] in
Alcator C-Mod [15] with both Maxwellian and non-Maxwellian electron distributions.

GENERALIZING THE QUASILOCAL FORMULATION

We begin our derivation of the inhomogeneous correction to the dielectric tensor with the relativistic version of the
hot-plasma dielectric tensor ε defined in the Stix frame from [16]:

εi j = δi j +2π ∑
s

∞

∑
n=−∞

ω2
ps

ω2

∫
∞

0
p⊥d p⊥

∫
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∫ 0
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dτ(−iω)ei(ω−nΩs−k‖v‖)τ , (1)

where Qn
i j( fs,~p,~k,ω) is an expression dependent on the particular dielectric tensor element (the value of this function

can be found in many texts on plasma waves [16, 17] and at the moment is not important to us). In order to capture the
effect of parallel inhomogeneity, we will consider the dτ integral in (1), which when integrated in the homogeneous
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limit yields resonance condition:

I =
∫ 0

−∞

dτ(−iω)e−i(ω−nΩs−k‖v‖)τ =
ω

ω−nΩs− k‖v‖
. (2)

Here I tracks the relative interaction between particles and waves by measuring their phase correlation. We can
include a correction to the phase correlation accounting for the effect of parallel inhomogeneity by Taylor expanding
about τ = 0 as follows:

I =
∫ 0

−∞

dτ(−iω)ei(αnτ+βnτ2+...) '−iωe−
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4βn
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√

βn
−
√

βnτ)2

, (3)

where, dropping subscript s for the time being, αn = k‖v‖+nΩ−ω is the standard resonance condition and to leading
order in a plasma with a ~B ·∇~B inhomogeneity [2, 4, 18, 19]:

βn =

{
1
2 v2
‖

dk‖
dl + 1

2
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2
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B
dB
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− 1
2 v‖

nΩ

B
dB
dl n > 0,

(4)

where βn is obtained from Taylor expanding accounting for the local variation in the k‖, v‖, and Ω along the field-line
(3) with d/dl indicating a derivative taken along the field line [2, 4, 18]. The two terms in β0 arise from variation
in the wave phase and particle velocity respectively. The first term accounts for changes in phase velocity from
varying k‖. This occurs when the magnitude of B,n,T or the B-field pitch angle change along the field line [4]. The
second term accounts for magnetic moment conservation that causes the parallel velocity of a particle to change as the
magnitude of the magnetic field changes [2, 18]. For βn>0 only the cyclotron broadening term is retained as it is much
larger than other O(τ2) terms in the expansion [2]. Truncation at O(τ2), as we have done above, may not be entirely
accurate for electrons or fast-ions as phase decorrelation by pitch angle scattering will be relatively slow [2, 19]. In
this case, it could be argued that higher order terms in the expansion resultant from effects such as orbit periodicity
will become significant [9, 10, 11]. However, if the RF spectrum is sufficiently broad, higher order terms in the phase
correlation expansion (3) will be quickly decorrelated by other components of the RF spectrum interacting with the
particle. This broadband decorrelation argument is analogous to the phase-mixing argument made when deriving KE
quasilinear diffusion [20]. Furthermore, if higher order terms are included, the phase correlation expansion approach
becomes both analytically and computationally intractable. In this case, schemes such as basis function expansion
[4], or kinetic approaches that more accurately account for the entirety of the particle’s bounce motion [7, 9, 10, 11]
may be required. Returning to our derivation, integrating in ρ assuming Im[ω] > 0 (this requirement can be argued
from causality [16]) yields:

I =−2i
(

ω

ω−nΩ− k||v||

)
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n
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where ρ = (−1)1/4
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)
, wn is a dimensionless parameter equal to −αn(−1)1/4
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(here we utilize the prin-

ciple one-fourth root of negative one: 1√
2
+ i√

2
), and Z(wn) is the plasma dispersion function [21]. In the limit of

zero inhomogeneity, i.e. β → 0, (2) is retrieved using the asymptotic expansion (wn→ ∞) of wnZ(wn). Equation (5)
can be substituted into the general hot plasma dielectric tensor (1) in place of the standard result (2) to calculate the
inhomogeneous correction to quasilocal wave propagation and damping.

Problematically, when integrated over p‖, Z(wn) in (5) oscillates wildly as wn(v‖) enters the lower midplane. This
phenomena, demonstrated in Figure 1, causes numerical integrals over p‖ to converge extremely slowly or fail outright.
Convergence difficulties from the introduction of inhomogeneity are, in fact, a general problem in the literature. For
example, the modified Z-function integrals derived in Smithe and Berry [2, 4] are not convergent under numerical
integration. The root cause of the convergence problem is non-resonant wave-particle interactions. In the presence
of inhomogeneity, particles at all velocities may have net interactions with incoming waves leading to oscillation of
the integrand tracking the interactions. In previous work to obtain a solution the integral was truncated and only early
time behavior is considered. Implementations of truncation, however, were generally ad-hoc and could fail when
the plasma inhomogeneity became small. Here we present a novel contour integration approach that displaces the
p‖ integral into the complex plane to remove oscillations and also allows us to extend the inhomogeneous dielectric
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FIGURE 1. Example w0 and w1 integration paths, plotted in blue and red respectively, over contours of the Z-Function and its
phase in the complex plane. The initial paths are plotted with dots and the shifted paths with crosses. Initially both w0 and w1 pass
into the oscillatory lower midplane quadrant making numerical integration by most techniques impossible, but after being shifted
to the modified p‖ contour (6) neither enter the region removing oscillation in the integrand.

tensor to non-Maxwellian distributions. Using this contour, the dielectric for an arbitrary distribution function may
be integrated to numerical precision without further approximation. Displacement of the p‖ integral is desirable as
it is bounded at ±∞. Because of this, the p‖ integral can end anywhere in the complex plane when Re[p‖] = ±∞

provided the distribution function being integrated has a valid analytic continuation and decays to 0 when p‖→±∞.
The contours typically used in the integral to obtain the dielectric (1) with inhomogeneous correction (5) are the
following:

p‖→

{
p‖− iε Sign

[
v‖

dk
dl

]
n = 0

p‖− iε Sign
[ 1

B
dB
dl

]
n > 0

, (6)

where ε is a small fixed parameter. These contours divert the integration path away from the Z function’s oscillatory
region in the lower midplane removing rapid oscillation from the integrand. It may at first appear that (5) introduces a
pole in the integrand at the typical ω− k‖v‖−nΩ→ 0 resonance, or in situations when β → 0 from v→ 0. However,
the leading resonant denominator cancels with the −αn in the numerator of the wn outside the Z function, and it
can be shown by asymptotic expansion of the Z function for v → 0 there are no poles in the integrand (in fact,
this integral generally has no poles unless the chosen distribution function introduces one). This allows quick and
accurate evalution of (1) with inhomogeneous correction (5) using simple Gaussian quadrature and the above contour
(6) (Note: for n = 0 the ±iε zero crossing must also be integrated). An exaggerated example of these contours and
how they divert the integration path can be seen in Figure 1. This integration method allows us to robustly apply
our inhomogeneous correction to any distribution function with an analytic continuation and completes the derivation
here.

APPLICATION TO LHCD

Now, we will apply our inhomogeneous correction to a model problem to determine the effect of inhomogeneity on
LHCD. Here, we take the non-relativistic limit and will not consider the inhomogeneous correction from velocity



FIGURE 2. (a) Plots of χzz versus ζ = ω/k‖vthe, (b) the normalized damping parameter Γe versus ζ comparing the homogeneous
solution with the inhomogeneous solution for dk‖/dl > 0 and dk‖/dl < 0, and (c) ratio of the Berry dielectric [4] and our dielectric
for dk‖/dl > 0 and dk‖/dl < 0.

variation (this was done so we could validate our results to those found in Berry [4]). The fully relativistic calculation
including particle velocity variance will be saved for later work. Measurements of inhomogeneity in tokamaks using
AORSA [4] indicate that generally the peak dk‖/dl . 10 m−2. We will apply our correction to the hot-plasma
dielectric to an Alcator C-Mod LHCD scenario examined in much previous modeling work (ω/2π = 4.6 GHz, ne =
7×1019 m−3, Te = 2.3 keV, B0 = 5.4 T, and dk‖/dl = 10 m−2) [22, 23, 24, 25, 26].

In the case of LHCD, we are interested in the modification of the χzz,e term which governs Landau damping and is
the dominant term in determining propagation of the slow wave [27]. This can be written with our inhomogeneous
correction as:

χzz,e = A
∫

∞

0
duue−u2

J2
0 (k⊥ρeu)

∫
∞

−∞

dwSign[w]we−w2
Z[w0] (7)

where A = 2(−1)1/4
√

2
πdk||/dl

ω2
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ωvthe
is a dimensionless factor, u = v⊥/vthe, w0 =

1
2 v2
‖

dk‖
dl , and w = v||/vthe. We may

integrate this along our modified velocity contours (6) using Gaussian quadrature (replacing p‖ with w in the equation).
Integrating (7) for Alcator C-Mod like parameters (ne = 7×1019 m−3, Te = 2.3 keV, B0 = 5.4 T, dk‖/dl = 10 m−2 and
ω/2π = 4.6 GHz) we obtain the result shown in Figure 2. Our contour evaluation effectively resolved the oscillations
in the integrand and allowed us to obtain the χzz for both positive and negative values of dk‖/dl. We then used the LH
dispersion relation [28] to calculate normalized linear damping length Γe = k⊥ia and determine if the inhomogeneous
correction could meaningfully change the linear Landau damping condition. This analysis, shown in Figure 2b,
demonstrated that despite the profound difference in damping rate at large ζ = ω/k‖vthe from the introduction of
inhomogeneity, wave damping remained unchanged in the region of linear damping ζ ∼ 3 and Γe ≤ 1 [28]. At large
ζ , while the Γe is much smaller when inhomogeneous damping is taken into account, Γe is still far too large for
inhomogeneity to have an observable impact on LH wave damping in tokamaks. The toroidal upshift mechanism
will close the spectral gap long before the wave has propagated far enough to experience significant inhomogeneous
damping [29, 30]. As a check, we reproduced our Maxwellian results with the Berry dielectric integral [4] truncated
at ωτ = 110 and obtained quantitative agreement with our dielectric integral. This result is shown in Figure 2.

Now, let us consider the case of non-Maxwellian damping. To do this, we used the closed form solution to the
non-Maxwellian Landau plateau distribution function from [26, 31]. We applied the AAA algorithm [32] which
creates an approximate numerical analytic continuation for arbitrary functions, to the non-Maxwellian distribution
function. After this step, we integrated the dielectric with our approximate analytic continuation of the Landau plateau
distribution along our complex velocity contour to find χzz as we did before in the Maxwellian case. The results of
this calculation using Alcator C-Mod plasma parameters and a box D(w) with w1 = 3, w2 = 6, and D0 = 1 are
shown in Figure 3. When LH wave damping becomes non-Maxwellian, the differences between the inhomogeneous
dielectric and the homogeneous dielectric are reduced relative to one another at low ζ . However, inhomogeneity
induces oscillation near the large ζ edge of the Landau plateau. This is a result of electrons at the Landau plateau
edge, which previously could not interact with the LH waves as they are by definition outside of the wave spectrum
(the edge of Dql has a one-to-one correspondence with the edge of the wave spectrum), interacting with the waves
because the Landau resonance has become de-localized in velocity-space. This occurs in both the real and imaginary



FIGURE 3. Plots comparing the non-Maxwellian homogeneous and inhomogeneous χzz versus ζ with a Landau plateau distribu-
tion for dk‖/dl > 0 and dk‖/dl < 0. (a) The real part of χzz with a Landau plateau distribution versus ζ , and (b) the imaginary part
of χzz for a Landau plateau distribution versus ζ .

part of the dielectric, however, the oscillations in the real part are relatively small ∼ 15% and limited to ζ values near
the plateau edge. Thus, most cases it should still be acceptable to use a Maxwellian homogeneous Re[χzz]. There may
be noticeable effects on wave damping for very high ζ waves, however, it is also possible these oscillations would
disappear if wave-particle decorrelation mechanisms were added as they result from wave interactions with particles
at large τ .

CONCLUSIONS

We generalized previous work [1, 2, 4] to derive a novel form of the hot-plasma dielectric tensor for arbitrary relativis-
tic distribution functions with an inhomogeneous correction. To evaluate the inhomogeneous dielectric, we developed
a contour integration method. We then applied our inhomogeneous correction to evaluate the importance of inho-
mogeneity to LHCD in Alcator C-Mod in a simplified case. We found that inhomogeneous damping should have
no effect on wave propagation or the linear Landau damping condition. Finally, we extended the inhomogeneous
damping formulation to a non-Maxwellian distribution function with a Landau plateau. In this case, we found that the
correction for inhomogeneous damping is generally small for all but the highest ζ waves. These waves may be able
to interact with electrons at the edge of the plateau, that normally do not interact with waves, because of resonance
broadening from the inhomogeneous correction. As parallel inhomogeneity becomes smaller with increasing aspect
ratio and R0, we anticipate that parallel inhomogeneity should not play a major role in tokamak LHCD experiments
(our calculations were based on Alcator C-Mod which has a smaller R0 than other experiments). While the analysis
here indicates that the effect of inhomogeneity on LH wave damping should not be large in most cases, it is important
to realize that we have only applied a quasi-local inhomogeneous correction to the dielectric. To fully describe the
effect of inhomogeneity on wave damping and propagation a more detailed analysis that considers the wave particle
correlation over the entirety of the particle’s bounce motion, like that performed by Catto or Lamalle [7, 9, 10, 11,
12], is required (this also resolves the non-positive definiteness of power transfer between waves and particles we see
with our first-order correction). However, the results of these analyses are very difficult to apply to realistic problems.
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