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Electromagnetic field confinement due to plasma near accreting black holes can trigger superradi-
ant instabilities at the linear level, limiting the spin of black holes and providing novel astrophysical
sources of electromagnetic bursts. However, nonlinear effects might jeopardize the efficiency of the
confinement, rending superradiance ineffective. Motivated by understanding nonlinear interactions
in this scenario, here we study the full 3+1 nonlinear dynamics of Maxwell equations in the presence
of plasma by focusing on regimes that are seldom explored in standard plasma-physics applications,
namely a generic electromagnetic wave of very large amplitude but small frequency propagating in
an inhomogeneous, overdense plasma. We show that the plasma transparency effect predicted in
certain specific scenarios is not the only possible outcome in the nonlinear regime: plasma blow-out
due to nonlinear momentum transfer is generically present and allows for significant energy leakage
of electromagnetic fields above a certain threshold. We argue that such effect is sufficient to dra-
matically quench the plasma-driven superradiant instability around black holes even in the most
optimistic scenarios.

I. INTRODUCTION

A remarkable property of black holes (BHs) is that
they can amplify low-frequency radiation in a process
known as superradiant scattering [1, 2], which is the
wave analog of energy and angular momentum extrac-
tion from a BH through the Penrose’s process [3] (see [4]
for an overview). In 1972, Press and Teukolsky ar-
gued that superradiance can in principle be used to pro-
duce a “BH bomb” [5] provided the amplified waves
are confined in the vicinity of the BH, leading to re-
peated scattering and coherent energy extraction. A nat-
ural confining mechanism is provided by the Yukawa de-
cay of massive particles, which is the reason why spin-
ning BHs are unstable against massive bosonic pertur-
bations [6, 7]. Due to this superradiant instability [4],
massive bosons can extract a significant amount of en-
ergy from astrophysical BHs, forming a macroscopic con-
densate wherein their occupation number grows expo-
nentially. This phenomenon leads to striking observable
signatures, such as gaps in the BH mass-spin distribu-
tion and nearly-monochromatic gravitational-wave emis-
sion from the condensate [8, 9]. In order for the insta-
bility to be efficient, the Compton wavelength of these
bosons should be comparable to the BH size, which se-
lects masses around 10−11(10M⊙/M) eV, where M is the
BH mass [4]. The possibility of turning BHs into particle-
physics laboratories [10] for searches of ultralight dark
matter has motivated intense study of the superradiant
instability for ultralight spin-0 [6, 7, 11–16], spin-1 [17–
27], and more recently spin-2 [28–30] fields, which in turn
spread into many diverse directions [4].

Already at the very birth of BH superradiance, Press
and Teukolsky suggested that in the presence of astro-
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physical plasma even ordinary photons could undergo a
superradiant instability, without the need to invoke be-
yond Standard Model physics [5, 31]. Indeed, a photon
propagating in a plasma acquires an effective mass known
as the plasma frequency [32–35]

ωp =

√
nee2

m
≈ 10−11

√
ne

10−1cm−3
eV/ℏ (1)

where n, e, andm are the plasma density, electron charge,
and electron mass, respectively. In the case of interstel-
lar plasma (ne ∼ 10−1 cm−3), the effective mass is in
the right range to trigger an instability around stellar
mass BHs (which was also advocated as a possible expla-
nation for the origin of fast radio bursts [35]), whereas
primordial plasma could trigger superradiant instabili-
ties in primordial BHs potentially affecting the cosmic
microwave background [34]. Furthermore, astrophysical
BHs can be surrounded by accretion disks due to the out-
ward transfer of angular momentum of accreting matter,
effectively introducing a geometrically complex plasma
frequency. Given the ubiquity of plasma in astrophysics
and the central role that BHs play as high-energy sources
and in the galaxy evolution, it is of utmost importance
to understand whether the plasma can play an important
role in triggering BH superradiant instabilities.
While the first quantitative studies about the plasma-

driven superradiant instability [34, 35] approximated
the dynamics as that of a massive photon with effec-
tive mass (1), the actual situation is much more com-
plex, since Maxwell’s equation must be considered to-
gether with the momentum and continuity equation for
the plasma fluid. Recently, a linearized version of the
plasma-photon system (neglecting plasma backreaction)
in curved spacetime was studied in [36, 37], where it was
shown that the photon field can be naturally confined by
plasma in the vicinity of the BH via the effective mass,
forming quasibound states that turn unstable if the BH
spins. Nevertheless, a crucial issue was unveiled in [38],
where it was argued that, during the superradiant phase,
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nonlinear modifications to the plasma frequency turn an
initially opaque plasma into transparent, hence quench-
ing the confining mechanism and the instability itself. In
the nonlinear regime, a transverse, circularly polarized
electromagnetic (EM) wave with frequency ω and ampli-
tude E modifies the plasma frequency of a homogeneous
plasma as [39]

ωp =

√√√√ nee2

m
√
1 + e2E2

m2ω2

, (2)

where the extra term is the Lorentz factor of the elec-
trons. In other words, as the field grows, the elec-
trons turn relativistic and their relativistic mass growth
quenches the plasma frequency. As argued in Ref. [38],
the threshold of this modification lies in the very early
stages of the exponential growth, before the field can ex-
tract a significant amount of energy from the BH.

While in this specific configuration the quenching of
the instability is evident, this argument suffers for a
number of limitations. In particular, circularly polarized
plane waves in a homogeneous plasma are the only solu-

tions that are purely transverse, as the nonlinear v⃗ × B⃗
Lorentz force vanishes (here v⃗ is the velocity of the elec-

tron, while B⃗ is the magnetic field). In this case, the
plasma density is not modified by the travelling wave
and even a low-frequency wave with large amplitude can
simply propagate in the plasma, without inducing a non-
linear backreaction. In every other configuration instead
(including an inhomogeneous plasma, different polariza-
tion, or breaking of the planar symmetry, all expected for
setups around BHs), longitudinal and transverse modes
are coupled, and therefore the plasma density can be dra-
matically modified by the propagating field. This back-
reaction effect leads to a richer phenomenology as high-
amplitude waves can push away electrons from some re-
gions of the plasma, thus creating both a strong pile-
up of the electron density in some regions and a plasma
depletion in other regions. For example, in the case of
a circularly polarized wave scattered off an inhomoge-
neous plasma, the backreaction on the density increases
the threshold for relativistic transparency, as electrons
are piled up in a narrow region, thus increasing the local
density and making nonlinear transparency harder [40].
However, in the case of a coherent long-timescale phe-
nomenon such as superradiant instability, one might ex-
pect that, if the plasma is significantly pushed away by a
strong EM field, the instability is quenched a priori, re-
gardless of the transparency. Overall, the idealized con-
figuration of Ref. [39] never applies in the superradiant
system, and the nonlinear plasma-photon interaction is
much more involved.

The goal of this work is to introduce a more com-
plete description of the relevant plasma physics needed
to understand plasma-photon interactions in superradi-
ant instabilities. To this purpose, we shall perform 3+ 1
nonlinear numerical simulations of the full Maxwell’s
equations. Clearly, this is a classical topic in plasma

physics [41, 42]. Here we are interested in a regime that
is relevant for BH superradiance but is seldom studied
in standard plasma-physics applications, namely a low-
frequency, high-amplitude EM wave propagating in an
inhomogeneous overdense plasma.

II. FIELD EQUATIONS

For simplicity, and because the stress-energy tensor of
the plasma and EM field is negligible even during the
superradiant growth, we shall considered a fixed back-
ground and neglect the gravitational field. We consider
a system composed by the EM field and a plasma fluid,
described by the field equations (in rationalized Heavi-
side units with c = 1):

∇µF
µν = Jν , (3)

uν∇νu
µ =

e

m
Fµνuν , (4)

∇µ(neu
µ) = 0, (5)

where Fµν is the EM tensor, Jµ is the EM 4-current, uµ

is the 4-velocity field for the plasma fluid, and ne is the
rest number density of electrons inside the plasma.
Having in mind future extensions, below we perform a

3 + 1 decomposition1 of the field equations that is valid
for any curved background spacetime. However, in this
work we will perform our simulations in flat spacetime,
ds2 = ηµν dx

µ dxν .

A. 3 + 1 decomposition of the field equations

1. Generic spacetime

Let us introduce a foliation of the spacetime into space-
like hypersurfaces Σt, orthogonal to the 4-velocity of the
Eulerian observer nµ. We then express the line element
as

ds2 = −(α2 − βiβ
i) dt2 + 2βi dx

i dt+ γij dx
i dxj , (6)

where α is the lapse, βi is the shift vector, and γij is
the spatial 3-metric. We can define the electric and the
magnetic fields as [43]

Eµ = −nνF
νµ, Bµ = −nνF

∗νµ, (7)

where F ∗µν = − 1
2ϵ

µνλσFλσ is the dual of Fµν . The EM
tensor can be decomposed as

Fµν = nµEν − nνEµ + (3)ϵµνσBσ, (8)

1 We shall use Greek alphabet to denote spacetime indices µ, ν ∈
{0, 1, 2, 3}, and Latin alphabet to denote spatial indices i, j ∈
{1, 2, 3}.



3

where (3)ϵµνσ = nλϵ
λµνσ is the Levi-Civita tensor of the

spacelike hypersurface Σt. Note that Eµ and Bµ are or-
thogonal to nµ and are spacelike vectors on the 3-surfaces
Σt.

We can define the charge density as ρ = nµJ
µ, and the

3-current as (3)Jµ = hµ
νJ

ν , where hµ
ν is the projection

operator onto Σt. Finally, we can write the Maxwell
equations as [43]

DiE
i = ρ, (9)

DiB
i = 0, (10)

∂tE
i = LβE

i + αKEi + [D⃗ × (αB⃗)]i + α (3)J i, (11)

∂tB
i = LβB

i + αKBi − [D⃗ × (αE⃗)]i, (12)

where Di is the covariant derivative with respect to the
3-metric γij , and Kij is the extrinsic curvature. Here the
first equation is the Gauss’ law, the second equation is
equivalent to the absence of magnetic monopoles, and the
last two are the evolution equations for the electric and
magnetic fields, respectively. The EM 4-current is given
by ions and electrons Jµ = Jµ

(ions) + Jµ
(e). We assume

ions to be at rest, due to the fact that m ≪ m(ions), so
that Jµ

(ions) = −ρ(ions)n
µ. For electrons instead we have

Jµ
(e) = −eneu

µ. Let us decompose uµ into a component

along nµ, Γ = −nµuµ, and a component on the spatial

hypersurfaces, (3)uµ = hµ
νu

ν . The 4-velocity of the fluid
can be written as

uµ = Γnµ + (3)uµ = Γ(nµ + Uµ) , (13)

where we defined (3)uµ = ΓUµ. The above expression
allows us to write ρ = nµJ

µ = ρ(ions) + ρ(e) = ρ(ions) +
enEL, where nEL = Γne is the electron density as seen
by the Eulerian observer. The density of ions is constant
in time, and will be fixed when constructing the initial

data2. As Jµ
(ions) is orthogonal to Σt, the 3-current (3)Jµ

receives only contributions from electrons, and we have
(3)Jµ = −eneΓUµ = −enELUµ. Thus, the source terms
that appear in Eqs. (9)-(11) are

ρ = ρ(ions) + enEL,
(3)Jµ = −enELUµ. (14)

Let us now move to Eq. (4). Projecting it on nµ and Σt

we obtain respectively (see Appendix A for the explicit
computation):

∂tΓ = βi∂iΓ− αU i∂iΓ + αΓKijU iU j

− ΓU i∂iα+
e

m
αEiUi , (15)

∂tU i = βj∂jU i − U j∂jβ
i − αai − αU iKjlU jU l

+
α

Γ

e

m

(
−U iEjUj + Ei + (3)ϵijlBlUj

)
+ 2αKi

jU j + U iU j∂jα− αU jDjU i (16)

2 Note that with the conventions we used, electrons carry positive
charge, while ions carry negative charge.

Finally, we can write the continuity equation (5) as

∂tnEL = βi∂inEL + αKnEL − αU i∂inEL − αnEL∇µUµ.
(17)

While the above decomposition is valid for a generic back-
ground metric, from now on we will focus on a flat space-
time.

2. Flat spacetime

We use Cartesian coordinates, so that gµν = ηµν =
diag{−1, 1, 1, 1}. As a consequence, we have that for any

3-vector (3)V i = (3)V i, and

α = 1, βi = 0, Kij = 0. (18)

In these coordinates we can write the equations for the
EM field as

∂iE
i = ρ(ions) + enEL, (19)

∂iB
i = 0, (20)

∂tE
i = [∂⃗ × B⃗]i − enELU i, (21)

∂tB
i = −[∂⃗ × E⃗]i, (22)

the evolution equations for Γ and U i as

∂tΓ = −U i∂iΓ +
e

m
EiUi, (23)

∂tU i = −U j∂jU i +
1

Γ

e

m

[
−U iEjUj + Ei + (U⃗ × B⃗)i

]
,

(24)

and the continuity equation as

∂tnEL = −U i∂inEL − nEL∂iU i. (25)

Moreover, from the normalization condition that
uµuµ = −1 we can obtain a constraint for Γ and U i:

Γ2(1− U iUi) = 1. (26)

III. NUMERICAL SETUP

In this section we discuss our numerical setup, describ-
ing the integration scheme and the initialization proce-
dure.

A. Integration scheme

The system of evolution equations can be schematically
written in the form

∂tY = S[Y, ∂⃗Y ], (27)

where Y = (E⃗, B⃗,Γ, U⃗ , nEL) is the vector containing the
fields, while S comprises the right hand sides of Eqs. (21)-
(25), and depends on the fields and their spatial deriva-
tives. Note that ρ(ions) is not included in Y , since it is
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kept constant during the evolution, consistently with the
approximation that ions are at rest.

We perform the numerical integration of the system
(27) with the method of lines. We use the fourth-order
accurate Runge-Kutta method for time evolution, com-
puting the spatial derivatives of the fields in S with the
fourth-order accurate centered finite differences scheme.
In order to monitor the accuracy and the reliability of
our integration algorithm, we evaluate the violation of
the constraints (19) and (26). Namely, we define the
quantities

CVGauss = ∂iE
i − enEL − ρ(ions), (28)

CVPlasma =
√
Γ2(1− UiU i)− 1, (29)

and we check that increasing the resolution they decrease
to zero as fourth order terms, consistently with the accu-
racy of our integration scheme. The results of our con-
vergence tests are shown in Appendix B.

For simplicity we shall simulate the propagation of
plane EM wave packets along the z direction, and there-
fore we will obtain field configurations that are homoge-
neous along the x and y directions. This feature allows
us to impose periodic boundary conditions in the x and
y directions, as they preserve the homogeneity of the so-
lution without introducing numerical instabilities. We
impose periodic boundary conditions also on the z axis
and, in order to avoid the spurious interference of the EM
wave packet with itself, we choose grids with extension
along z large enough to avoid interaction with spurious
reflected waves during the simulations.

B. Initialization procedure

When constructing the initial data for the simulations
we first set the profile of the plasma. We start by setting

Γ(t = 0, x⃗) = 1 and U⃗(t = 0, x⃗) = 0, so that the plasma
is initially at rest. Then, we initialize the profile of nEL

with barrier-like shape of the following form:

nEL(t = 0, x⃗) = 2nbkg − nmax

+ (nmax − nbkg)

×
[
σ(z;W1, z1) + σ(z;−W2, z2)

]
, (30)

Where σ(z;W, z0) = (1+e−W (z−z0))−1 is a sigmoid func-
tion. The qualitative behavior of Eq. (30) is shown in
Fig. 1, where we can see that nbkg is the background
value of the plasma density and nmax is the plasma den-
sity at the top of the barrier. The parameters z1,2 de-
termine the location and width of the barrier, while the
parametersW1,2 control its steepness. Note that this pro-
file was chosen to reproduce a very crude toy model of a
matter-density profile around a BH [44], where the accre-
tion flow peaks near the innermost stable circular orbit
and is depleted between the latter and the BH horizon.
In our context this configuration is particularly relevant

z1 z2
z

nbkg

nmax

n E
L(t

=
0)

FIG. 1. Qualitative behavior of the barrier-shaped initial pro-
file for the plasma, Eq. (30). nmax and nbkg are the values of
the plasma density inside the barrier and on the background,
while the parameters z1,2 and W1,2 determine the position
and the steepness of the boundaries of the barrier, respec-
tively.

because EM waves can be superradiantly amplified near
the BH and plasma confinement can trigger an instabil-
ity [34, 36, 37, 45–48]. Finally, the constant profile of
ρ(ions) is determined by imposing that the plasma is ini-
tially neutral, so that ρ(ions)(t = 0, x⃗) = −enEL(t = 0, x⃗).
Once the profile of the plasma has been assigned we pro-
ceed to initialize the EM field. We consider a circularly
polarized wave packet moving forward in the z-direction:

E⃗ = AE

cos[kz(z − z0)]

sin[kz(z − z0)]

0

 e−
(z−z0)2

2σ2 , (31)

B⃗ = AE
kz
ω

− sin[kz(z − z0)]

cos[kz(z − z0)]

0

 e−
(z−z0)2

2σ2 , (32)

where AE is the amplitude of the wave packet, σ is its
width, z0 its central position, ω is the frequency, and

kz =
√

ω2 − ω2
p, where ωp =

√
e2 nbkg

m is the plasma

frequency computed using nbkg, as the wave packet is
initially located outside the barrier (i.e., σ ≪ z1 − z0).

IV. RESULTS

Here we present the results of our numerical simula-
tions of nonlinear plasma-photon interactions in differ-
ent configurations. We shall consider a low-frequency,
circularly polarized wave packet propagating along the z
direction and scattering off the plasma barrier with the
initial density profile given by Eq. (30).
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A. Linear regime

As a consistency check of our code, we tested that
for sufficiently low amplitude waves our simulations are
in agreement with the predictions of linear theory. We
set units such that e = m = 1 and consider an initial
wave packet of the electric field centered at z0 = 0, with
a characteristic width σ = 5. We also set ω = 0.5
and AE = 10−6, so that the evolution can be de-
scribed by the linear theory. The plasma barrier was
situated between z1 = 40 and z2 = 100, and we set
W1 = W2 = 1. The background density of the plasma

was nbkg = 0.01 so that ω
(bkg)
p = 0.1 and all the fre-

quency content of the EM wave is above the plasma
frequency of the background. We run 6 simulations
with nmax = {nbkg, 0.25, 0.5, 0.75, 1, 1.25}, that corre-
spond to plasma frequencies at the top of the barrier

ω
(max)
p = {0.1, 0.5, 0.707, 0.866, 1, 1.12}, respectively, and

fall in different parts of the frequency spectrum of the
EM wave packet. In the linear regime, we expect that

the frequency components above ω
(max)
p will propagate

through the plasma barrier, while the others will be re-
flected, and this setup allows us to clearly appreciate how
this mechanism takes place. In all these simulations we
used a grid that extends in [−1, 1]× [−1, 1]× [−450, 450],
with a grid step ∆x = ∆y = ∆z = 0.2 and a time step
∆t = 0.1, so that the Courant-Friedrichs-Lewy factor
is CFL = 0.5 The final time of integration was set to
T = 400. Figure 2 shows some snapshots of the numeri-

cal results at different times for different values of ω
(max)
p .

It is evident that the analytical predictions of linear the-
ory are confirmed: as the plasma frequency of the barrier
increases, less and less components are able to propagate
through it and reach the other side. In particular, when

ω
(max)
p ≳ 0.9 the wave is almost entirely reflected, and the

transmitted component becomes negligible. As a matter
of fact in this case, given the value of σ that we set,
on analytical grounds only a mere ≈ 2.5% of the initial
wave packet spectrum lies above the plasma frequency
and should penetrate through the barrier. Furthermore,
in the linear regime the backreaction on the density is ef-
fectively negligible, as the barrier remains constant over
the entire simulation (in fact, we observed a maximum
variation of nEL of the order of 10−11, which is clearly
not appreciable on the scale of Fig. 2).

To better quantify the frequency components that are
propagated and the agreement between the simulations
and the analytic expectation in the linear regime, we
computed the (discrete) Fourier transform of the time
evolution of Ex in two points along the z axis: z = −50
and z = 150, which are located before and after the
plasma barrier, respectively. Figure 3 shows the abso-
lute value of the Fourier transform for the different values
of the plasma frequency in the barrier, which are repre-
sented as vertical dotted lines. As we can see from the
Fourier transform at z = 150, the transmitted waves have

only components with frequency ω > ω
(max)
p , in agree-

ment with the fact that only modes above this thresh-
old can propagate. Hence, the barrier perfectly acts as
a high-pass filter, with a critical threshold given by the
plasma frequency.

B. Nonlinear regime

We can now proceed to increase the amplitude of the
field until linear theory breaks down and the interaction
becomes fully nonlinear. As anticipated, we shall show
that the evolution is more involved than in the idealized
model described in [39]. Indeed, even from a first quali-
tative analysis, it is evident from the z-component of the
momentum equation (24) that in the nonlinear regime
electrons will experience an acceleration along the z axis

due to the nonlinear Lorentz term (U⃗ × B⃗)z. The forma-
tion of a current along the z directions implies a mod-
ification of the density profile because of the continuity
equation, and also the formation of a longitudinal electric
field that tries to balance and preserve charge neutrality.
In the following, we will support this qualitative analysis
with the results of the numerical simulations and show
that nonlinear effects can have a dramatic impact on the
system dynamics.

In this set of simulations, we set units3 such that e = 1
and m = 1000, and we consider an initial wave packet of
the electric field centered at z0 = −150, with a width4

σ = 100 and ω = 0.001. We vary the amplitude of the
EM in a range 0.1 ≤ AE ≤ 1000. As for the plasma
profile, we adopt a similar geometric model to the linear
case, with the barrier placed between z1 = 100 and z2 =
650, with W1 = W2 = 0.1. We consider a background
density nbkg = 5×10−6, and a maximum barrier density
nmax = 0.5, that corresponds to a plasma frequency of

ω
(max)
p = 0.022. We use a numerical grid that extends in

[−2, 2]× [−2, 2]× [−750, 850], with a grid spacing ∆x =
∆y = ∆z = 0.2, and a time step ∆t = 0.1, so that
CFL = 0.5. The final time of integration was set to
T = 500.
The parameters are chosen such that the frequency

of the wave packet is always much larger than ω
(bkg)
p ,

but a significant component of the spectrum, namely
≈ 97.5%, is below the plasma frequency of the barrier,
and should therefore be reflected if one assumes linear
theory. First of all, we quantify the value of the elec-

3 Note that, in rationalized Heaviside units, changing m (and
hence the classical electron radius) simply accounts for rescal-
ing lengths, times, and masses in the simulations. Lengths and
times are rescaled by [m]−1, while the electric field amplitude
scales as [m]2. Hence, the results of this section can be obtained
in the case m = 1 by rescaling the other quantities accordingly.

4 While formally the initial profile of the EM field, Eq. (32), rep-
resents a circularly polarized wave packet, the chosen value of
the parameter σ reduces the y component of the electric field,
making the polarization effectively elliptic.
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FIG. 2. Propagation of an EM wave packet on a barrier of plasma in the linear regime. Here we show some snapshots of the
evolution of Ex for different values of the plasma density in the barrier, nmax, and we represent the initial profile of nEL with a

gray dashed line. When the plasma frequency in the barrier ω
(max)
p becomes larger than ω, the wave packet is mostly reflected

by the barrier, while the transmitted component is suppressed. The corresponding animations are available online [49].
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FIG. 3. Absolute value of the discrete Fourier transform of
Ex extracted before (upper panel) and after (lower panel)
the plasma barrier. The different colors refer to the differ-
ent values of the plasma density inside the barrier, and hence

to different values of the plasma frequency ω
(max)
p , indicated

with vertical dotted lines. We can clearly see that the barrier

reflects the frequency components below ω
(max)
p , and trans-

mits the components above it.

tric field which gives rise to nonlinearities. A crucial
parameter that characterizes the threshold of nonlineari-
ties in laser-plasma interactions is the peak amplitude of
the normalized vector potential, defined as a0 = eA/m
(see e.g. [41, 42]). Specifically, when a0 ≳ 1, electrons
acquire a relativistic transverse velocity, and therefore
the interactions become nonlinear. Given our units, and
estimating A ≈ E/ω, we obtain a critical electric field
Ecrit ≳ mω/e ≈ 1.

We performed a set of simulations choosing different
values of the initial amplitude of the EM wave packet in
the range 0.1 ≤ AE ≤ 1000. Figure 4 shows snapshots
of the numerical simulations for some selected choices of
AE . It is possible to observe that in the case AE = 1
(top panel) the density profile of plasma is not altered
throghout all the simulation, as in the linear case dis-
cussed in the previous section. Moreover, at sufficiently
long times, the wavepacket is reflected by the barrier, in
agreement with linear theory predictions. From the sec-
ond panel on (i.e. as AE ≳ 10), instead, the wavepacket
induces a nonnegligible backreaction on the plasma den-
sity. This effect increases significantly for higher ampli-
tudes, and it is due to the nonlinear couplings between
transverse and longitudinal polarizations: the nonlinear

Lorentz term (U⃗ × B⃗)z in the longitudinal component of
the momentum equation (24) induces a radiation pres-

sure on the plasma, and hence a longitudinal velocity U⃗z;
as electrons travel along the z direction and ions remain

at rest, a large longitudinal field due to charge separa-
tion is created, which tries to balance the effect of the
Lorentz force and restore charge neutrality. This phe-
nomenology resembles the one of plasma-based accelera-
tors, where super-intense laser pulses are used to create
large longitudinal fields that can be used to accelerate
electrons [50].
To quantify the collective motion induced by nonlin-

earities we computed the velocity dispersion of electrons
as

√
⟨U2⟩ =

√∫
V
d3xnEL UiU i∫
V

d3xnEL

. (33)

Since the field are constant along the transverse direc-
tions5, then nEL(x, y, z) = nEL(z) and U i(x, y, z) =
U i(z). This allows us to evaluate the above integral as

√
⟨U2⟩ =

√√√√∫ z+∞
z−∞

dz nEL(z)Ui(z)U i(z)∫ z+∞
z−∞

dz nEL(z)
, (34)

where z±∞ are the boundaries of the z domain and we
compute the integral using the trapezoidal rule. In the
upper panel of Fig. 5 we plot the behavior of the velocity
dispersion with respect to the initial amplitude AE for
different times. As we can see the nonlinearities start
becoming relevant in the range 1 ≲ AE ≲ 10, where
electrons start to acquire a collective motion. This is
also confirmed by the middle panel, where the solid and

dashed lines denote the maximum of |U⃗ | and Uz, respec-
tively. While these quantities do not represent the col-
lective behavior of the system, they have the advantage
of not containing the contribution given by the portion
of the plasma barrier that has not been reached yet by
the EM wave. From this plot we can observe that in the
range 1 ≲ AE ≲ 10, the electrons start acquiring a rela-
tivistic velocity with a large component on the transverse
plane.
As already mentioned, the longitudinal motion of elec-

trons generate a longitudinal field. Nevertheless, plas-
mas can sustain longitudinal fields only up to a cer-
tain threshold, usually called wave-breaking (WB) limit,
above which plasma is not able to shield and sustain
anymore electric fields, and the fluid description breaks
down. This phenomenon was pioneered in [51] for the
case of nonlinear, nonrelativistic cold plasmas, where
the critical longitudinal field for WB was found to be
Ez

WB = mωp/e, and later generalized for pulses with rel-
ativistic phase velocities [52]. This threshold field rep-
resents the limit after which the plasma response loses
coherence as neighbouring electrons start crossing each
other within one plasma frequency period. Therefore,

5 In Appendix C we show how the homogeneity of the fields along
the transverse plane is preserved during the evolution.
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FIG. 5. Collective behavior of plasma in the nonlinear
regime as a function of the initial amplitude AE of the EM
wavepacket. The upper panel shows the velocity dispersion√

⟨U2⟩, the middle panel shows the maximum value of |U⃗ |
(solid lines) and of the longitudinal velocity Uz (dashed lines),
while the lower panel shows the collective longitudinal velocity
⟨Uz⟩. The nonlinearities start becoming relevant in the range
1 ≲ AE ≲ 10, where the velocity dispersion increases and the
motion of electrons has a large component on the transverse
plane. For AE ≳ 10 the plasma enters in the blowout regime,
where electrons are “transported” by the EM field, and ac-
quire a positive collective longitudinal velocity.

above this critical electric field the plasma is not any-
more able to coherently act as a system of coupled os-
cillators, and the fluid model based on collective effects
breaks down. This leads to the formation of a spike in
nEL, which eventually diverges, and to a steepening of
the longitudinal component of the electric field. Full
particle-in-cell numerical simulations are required after
the breakdown (see, e.g., [53, 54]). In our simulations,
we observe the WB phenomenon at late time for large
values of the electric field, in which cases we can only
extract information before the breakdown of the model.

In order to better appreciate how the WB takes place,
we repeated the simulation with AE = 1 for a longer in-
tegration time and a larger grid. In the upper panel of
Fig. 6 we show the evolution of Ex (solid lines) through-

out all the simulation, where we can clearly see that the
incoming wave packet is reflected by the plasma barrier.

However, for t ≈ 700, the longitudinal component of U⃗
leads to an evolution of the plasma density. In this stage
the plasma loses coherence and nEL develops local spikes
that increase in height and becomes sharper with time.
When one of these spikes becomes excessively narrow, the
fluid description of the system breaks down and the sim-
ulation crashes. This can be observed from the bottom
panel of Fig. 6, where we show the longitudinal compo-

nent of E⃗ together with the plasma density profile. Note
that WB occurs as soon as the nonlinearities come into
play (we observed it already for AE = 1), and the fluid
description in the nonlinear regime cannot be used for
long-term numerical simulations. However the good con-
vergence of the code even slightly before WB takes place
(see Appendix B) ensures the reliability of the results up
to this point. Finally, notice that one can obtain an an-
alytical estimate of the critical WB field and achieve a
good agreement with the numerical simulation. In par-
ticular, from Fig. 6 we estimated the local plasma density
at which WB takes place to be nEL ≈ 0.01, so that the
critical longitudinal field is Ez

WB = mωp/e ≈ 3, which is
comparable with AE = 1 used in Fig. 6.

Overall, Figs. 4 and 6 show that for AE ∼ 1 the sys-
tem becomes weakly nonlinear, in agreement with the
previously mentioned analytical estimates.

Going back to the snapshots of the evolutions in Fig. 4,
we now wish to analyze the behavior of the system for
larger electric fields, where the backreaction is macro-
scopic. We can see that in this case, i.e. for AE ≳ 50,
all the electrons in the plasma barrier are “transported”
in the z direction and piled up within a plasma wake
whose density grows over time. This corresponds to a
blowout regime induced by radiation pressure. In order
to better describe how the system reaches this phase, we
can compute the longitudinal component of the collective
electron velocity as

⟨Uz⟩ =
∫
V
d3xnEL Uz∫
V
d3xnEL

=

∫ z+∞
z−∞

dz nEL(z)Uz(z)∫ z+∞
z−∞

dz nEL(z)
, (35)

where, again, we took advantage of the homogeneity of
the system along the transverse direction to reduce the
dimensionality of the domain of integration. The results
are shown in the lower panel of Fig. 5, where we can see
that for AE ≲ 10, the longitudinal momentum remains
low and is not influenced by the wavepacket. For AE ≳
10 instead, ⟨Uz⟩ starts to increase in time, indicating
that the system is in the blowout regime, as electrons are
collectively moving forward in the z direction.

Overall, the above analysis shows that when the ideal-
ized situation studied in [39] cannot be applied and the
nonlinear Lorentz term does not vanish, the general phys-
ical picture is drastically different and that penetration
occurs in this setup due to radiation-pressure accelera-
tion rather than transparency.
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FIG. 6. Evolution of the electric field and plasma density in
the case of AE = 1. Upper panel: snapshots of Ex (solid lines)
and nEL (dotted lines) of the full evolution, where we can see
that the wave packet is mostly reflected by the plasma barrier.
Lower panel: snapshots of the longitudinal component Ez

(solid lines) and nEL (dotted lines) focusing on the last stages
of evolution. Here we can clearly see the WB phenomenon
taking place, with the plasma density developing spikes in
regions where the longitudinal component of the electric field
increases steeply.

V. DISCUSSION: IMPLICATIONS FOR
PLASMA-DRIVEN SUPERRADIANT

INSTABILITIES

Motivated by exploring the plasma-driven superradi-
ant instability of accreting BHs at the full nonlinear level,
we have performed 3+1 numerical simulations of a plane
wave of very large amplitude but small frequency scat-
tered off an inhomogeneous plasma barrier. Although
nonlinear plasma-photon interactions are well studied in
plasma-physics applications, to the best of our knowledge
this is the first analysis aimed at exploring numerically
this interesting setup in generic settings.

One of our main findings is the absence of the rel-
ativistic transparency effect in our simulations. As al-

ready mentioned, the analysis performed in [39] showed
that, above a critical electric field, plasma turns from
opaque to transparent, thus enabling the propagation of
EM waves with frequency below the plasma one. From
Eq. (2), such critical electric field for transparency is

Etransp
crit = m

e

√
ω4

p

ω2 − ω2. In our simulations, we con-

sidered electric fields well above this threshold, yet we
were not able to observe this effect. On the contrary, in
the nonlinear regime the plasma strongly interacts with
the EM field in a complex way. The role of relativistic
transparency in more realistic situations than the one de-
scribed in [39] was rarely considered in the literature and
is still an open problem [55]. Nevertheless, some sub-
sequent analysis found a number of interesting features,
and revealed that its phenomenology in realistic setups
is more complex.

In Ref. [40] an analytical investigation of a similar
setup was performed by considering the scattering be-
tween a laser wavepacket and a sharp boundary plasma.
The conclusion of the analysis is that, when plasma is
inhomogeneous, nonlinearities tend to create a strong
peaking of the plasma electron density (and hence of the
effective plasma frequency), suppressing the laser pene-
tration and enhancing the critical threshold needed for
transparency. Subsequently, Refs. [56, 57] confirmed this
prediction numerically, and showed that in a more realis-
tic scenario transparency can occur but the phenomenol-
ogy is drastically different from the one predicted in [39].
For nearly-critical plasmas, transparency arises due to
the propagation of solitons, while for higher densities the
penetration effect holds only for finite length scales. Nev-
ertheless, these simulations were performed by consider-
ing a simplified momentum equation due to the assump-
tion of a null-vorticity plasma, which is typically suitable
for unidimensional problems, but likely fails to describe
complex-geometry problems as the one of superradiant
fields. Using particle-in-cell simulations, it was then re-
alized that radiation-pressure can push and accelerate
the fluid to relativistic regimes, similarly to our results,
and produce interesting effects such as hole-boring, ion
acceleration, and light-sail [58, 59].

While the complicated interplay between relativistic
transparency and radiation-pressure acceleration is still
an open problem [55, 60], we argue that the latter, which
arises in generic situations with very overdense plasmas
and high amplitude electric fields, is sufficient to dra-
matically quench the plasma-driven superradiant insta-
bility. Indeed, in order to have an efficient instability akin
to the BH bomb, the plasma should be able to reflect
EM radiation as a perfect mirror. While our simulations
feature this behavior in the linear regime, in the non-
linear case the large EM field exerts a pressure on the
plasma profile, pushing it away and possibly rendering
the confinement ineffective. A pictorial representation of
this phenomenology is shown in Fig. 7. To enforce this
conclusion, we provide a rough estimate of the total en-
ergy extracted from the BH before nonlinear effects take
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FIG. 7. Pictorial representation of the photon-plasma inter-
action in the context of BH superradiance. While in the linear
regime the plasma profile does not evolve and is able to ef-
ficiently act as a mirror, when the EM field grows and the
system enters in the nonlinear regime, the radiation pressure
pushes the plasma away and jeopardizes the instability.

place [38]. In order for the instability to be efficient on
astrophysical timescales, ω ≲ ωp ≈ O(1/(GM)), where G
is Newton’s constant and M is the BH mass [36, 37, 46].
This gives a critical electric field

Ecrit =
mω

e
≈ 4× 105

V

cm

(M⊙

M

)
(36)

The associated total energy can be estimated as U =
E2

critL
3, where L is the size of the condensate formed

by the superradiant instability, and corresponds to the
location of the plasma barrier. This gives

U ≈ 107J
( M

M⊙

)( L

6M

)3

(37)

where we assumed that the peak of the plasma barrier
roughly corresponds to the location of the peak density
of an accretion disk, L ≈ 6M . On the other hand, the to-
tal rotational energy of the BH is given by K = MR2Ω2,
where R and Ω are the radius and the angular veloc-
ity of the horizon, respectively. To efficiently satisfy the
superradiant condition, Ω ≳ ωp ≈ O(1/(GM)), so that

K ≈ 1043J
( M

M⊙

)
. (38)

Therefore, when the electric field reaches the threshold
for nonlinearities, the total energy extracted from the BH
is tiny, U/K ≈ 10−36.

Another argument supporting this conclusion is that,
for the superradiant instability to be sustainable, the
maximum energy leakage of the confining mechanism
cannot exceed the superradiant amplification factor of
the BH. For EM waves, the maximum amplification fac-
tor (for nearly extremal BHs and fine-tuned frequency)
does not exceed ≈ 4% and is typically much smaller [4].
Therefore, the instability is not quenched only if the
plasma is able to confine more than 96% of the EM
field energy. Our simulations shows that in the nonlin-
ear regime the situation is quite the opposite: almost the
entirety of the EM field is not confined by the plasma,
thus destroying its capability to ignite the instability. We
expect this argument to be valid also when ωp ≫ ω, in
which case plasma depletion through blowout is negligi-
ble, but the EM field can still transfer energy into longi-
tudinal plasma motion.

Note that the arguments above are extremely conser-
vative, since are based on a number of optimistic assump-
tions that would maximize the instability. First of all, re-
alistic accretion flows around BHs are not spherical nor
stationary, especially around spinning BHs. This would
generically introduce mode-mixing and decoherence, ren-
dering the instability less efficient. More importantly,
even in the linear regime a disk-shape accretion geometry
can (partially) confine modes that are mostly distributed
along the equatorial plane, but would naturally provide
energy leakage along off-equatorial directions [47, 48]. Fi-
nally, a sufficiently high plasma density in the corona
could quench photon propagation in the first place [46],
at least at the linear level during the early stages of the
instability.

Although our results strongly suggest that nonlineari-
ties completely quench the ordinary plasma-triggered BH
superradiant instability, our framework can be directly
used to explore more promising problems in other con-
texts, especially in beyond-Standard-Model scenarios. It
would be interesting to study how nonlinear plasma in-
teractions affects BH superradiant instabilities triggered
by ultralight bosons, for example in the context of ax-
ion electrodynamics or in the case of superradiant dark
photons kinetically mixed with ordinary photons. In the
latter case, if the plasma frequency is much greater than
the dark photon bare mass, the two vector fields decou-
ple due to in-medium suppressions. In Refs. [61, 62], it
was assumed that as the dark photon field grows and ac-
celerates the plasma, the effect of the plasma frequency
vanishes as it is unable to impede the propagation of
high amplitude EM waves. While our results confirm
these statements, they also prove that in generic settings
the propagation will dramatically alter the plasma pro-
file, and therefore suggest that even in these systems (as
well as for axion-photon induced blasts [63–66]) a more
careful analysis at the plasma frequency scale must be
performed.
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Appendix A: Derivation of the 3 + 1 form of the field
equations

Here we perform the explicit computation to obtain
the field equations in the 3 + 1 form. For the EM field
we avoid to rewrite the procedure and we refer directly
to [43]. We will thus consider only Eqs. (4), (5).

1. Decomposition of Eq. (4)

Let us rewrite Eq. (4) for clarity:

uν∇νu
µ =

e

m
Fµνuν . (A1)

we have to project it separately on nµ and on Σt.

Projection on nµ

Contracting Eq. (4) with nµ we obtain

nµu
ν∇νu

µ =
e

m
Fµνuνnµ. (A2)

In the right hand side we have

e

m
Fµνuνnµ = − e

m
Eνuν = − e

m
Eν (3)uν , (A3)

where in the last step we used the fact that Eµ lies on
Σt. The left hand side requires more manipulation. In

particular we have that

nµu
ν∇νu

µ = uν∇ν(nµu
µ)− uµuν∇νnµ

= −uν∇νΓ− uµuν∇νnµ. (A4)

Let us now consider only the second term:

uµuν∇νnµ = uµuνδλν∇λnµ = uµuν(hλ
ν − nλnν)∇λnµ

= uνuµhλ
ν∇λnµ − uνnνu

µaµ

= uνuµhλ
νδ

σ
µ∇λnσ + Γuµaµ

= uνuµhλ
νh

σ
µ∇λnσ − uνuµhλ

νn
σnµ∇λnσ

+ Γuµaµ. (A5)

Here we used the definition of the projection operator
hµ

ν = δµν +nµnν , the definition of Γ, and defined the 4-
acceleration of the Eulerian observer, aµ = nν∇νnµ =
Dµ lnα. Given that nµnµ = −1 the second term in
the last line vanishes. Furthermore, by recognizing that
Kµν = −hλ

νh
σ
µ∇λnσ, we can write the first term as

−Kµνu
µuν . Substituting all these terms in Eq. (A2) we

obtain

−uµ∇µΓ+Kµνu
µuν−ΓuµDµ lnα = − e

m
Eµ (3)uµ. (A6)

Using now the decomposed form of uµ (Eq. (13)) we can
write

∂tΓ = βi∂iΓ− αU i∂iΓ + αΓKijU iU j

− ΓU i∂iα+
e

m
αEiUi. (A7)

Projection on Σt

Let us now project Eq. (4) with hµ
ν :

hµ
σu

ν∇νu
σ =

e

m
hµ

σF
σνuν . (A8)

In the right hand side we have

e

m
hµ

σF
σνuν =

e

m
hµ

σ(n
σEν − nνEσ + (3)ϵσνλBλ)uν

= − e

m
nνuνE

µ +
e

m
(3)ϵµνλBλuν

=
e

m
ΓEµ +

e

m
Γ (3)ϵµνλBλUν . (A9)

In the left hand side, instead, we start by substituting
the decomposition (13):

hµ
σu

ν∇νu
σ = hµ

σu
ν∇ν(Γn

σ + (3)uσ) = hµ
σu

νnσ∇νΓ + Γhµ
σu

ν∇νn
σ + hµ

σu
ν∇ν

(3)uσ

= Γhµ
σ(Γn

ν + (3)uν)∇νn
σ + hµ

σ(Γn
ν + (3)uν)∇ν

(3)uσ

= Γ2hµ
σa

σ − ΓKµ
ν

(3)uν + Γhµ
σn

ν∇ν
(3)uσ + hµ

σ
(3)uνDν

(3)uσ, (A10)
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where in the third step we used the orthogonality between
nµ and hµ

ν , while on the fourth step we used the defini-
tion of the 4-acceleration aµ and the extrinsic curvature
Kµν . The covariant derivative Dµ has been introduced

according to the definition Dν
(3)uµ = hσ

νh
µ
λ∇σ

(3)uλ.
Let us now rewrite this equation in terms of Uµ:

hµ
σu

ν∇νu
σ = Γ2aµ − Γ2Kµ

νUν + ΓUµnν∇νΓ

+ Γ2hµ
σn

ν∇νUσ + UνUµΓDνΓ

+ Γ2hµ
σUνDνUσ. (A11)

Now we wish to rewrite the spatial components of this
equation in the form of an evolution equation, and for
this purpose we use a procedure similar to the one in
Eqs. (A14) - (A20) of [43]. First we note that for any

3-vector (3)V µ, Ln
(3)V ν = nµ∇µ

(3)V ν − (3)V µ∇µn
ν , so

that

hν
σn

µ∇µ
(3)V σ = hν

σLn
(3)V σ + hν

σ
(3)V µ∇µn

σ

= hν
σLn

(3)V σ − (3)V µKν
µ . (A12)

Now, the Lie derivative can also be written in terms of
partial derivatives, and setting ν = i we obtain

hi
σn

µ∇µ
(3)V σ = hi

σLn
(3)V σ − (3)V jKi

j

=
1

α
∂t

(3)V i − βj

α
∂j

(3)V i +
(3)V j

α
∂jβ

i

− (3)V jKi
j , (A13)

where we made use of the explicit expressions of hµ
ν and

nµ.
If we now substitute Eq. (A13) in the i-th component

of Eq. (A11), we get

hi
σu

ν∇νu
σ = Γ2ai + ΓU inν∇νΓ + U iU jΓDjΓ

+
Γ2

α

(
∂tU i − βj∂jU i + U j∂jβ

i
)

+ Γ2U jDjU i − 2Γ2Ki
jU j . (A14)

Next, nν∇νΓ = 1
α [∂tΓ − βi∂iΓ], which is given by

Eq. (A7). Substituting in Eq. (A14) we obtain

hi
σu

ν∇νu
σ = Γ2ai + Γ2U iKjlU jU l − Γ2U iU j ∂jα

α

+
Γ2

α

(
∂tU i − βj∂jU i + U j∂jβ

i
)

+
e

m
ΓU iEjUj + Γ2U jDjU i − 2Γ2Ki

jU j .

(A15)

We are now ready to replace Eq. (A15) and the spatial
components of Eq. (A9) in the original equation (A8) and
isolate the evolution operator. The result is:

∂tU i = βj∂jU i − U j∂jβ
i − αai − αU iKjlU jU l

+
α

Γ

e

m

(
−U iEjUj + Ei + (3)ϵijlBlUj

)
+ 2αKi

jU j + U iU j∂jα− αU jDjU i . (A16)

2. Continuity equation in 3 + 1 variables

Let us now use the variables that we have introduced
to rewrite the continuity equation Eq. (5). Using the
decomposition uµ = Γ(nµ+Uµ) and the definition of the
electron density seen by the Eulerian observer, nEL =
Γne, we can rewrite Eq. (5) as

0 = ∇µ[neΓ(n
µ + Uµ)] = ∇µ[nEL(n

µ + Uµ)]

= nµ∇µnEL + Uµ∇µnEL + nEL∇µn
µ + nEL∇µUµ .

(A17)

Expressing nµ∇µnEL in terms of Lie derivatives,
Eq. (A17) can be written as an evolution equation for
nEL:

∂tnEL = βi∂inEL + αKnEL − αU i∂inEL − αnEL∇µUµ.
(A18)

Appendix B: Convergence tests

We have evaluated the accuracy and the convergence
properties of our code by checking how the constraint
violations (28) and (29) scale with the resolution in two
test setups taken from the simulations presented in the
main text.
In particular, we focus on the two most challeng-

ing nonlinear regimes: WB and blowout (although not
shown, the convergence of the linear regime is excel-
lent). Starting from the former, we repeated the sim-
ulation with AE = 1 whose characteristic are described
in Sec. IVB, using a lower resolution ∆x = ∆y = ∆z =
0.4, and increasing the grid size to [−4, 4] × [−4, 4] ×
[−1450, 1150] in order to maintain 21 grid points along
the x and y directions. We also doubled the time step to
∆t = 0.2, in order to keep the CFL factor constant.
Figure 8 shows the constraint violations CVGauss (left

panel) and CVPlasma (right panel) along the z axis at
t = 830, slightly before WB happens (cf. lower panel of
Fig. 6). In general, while for both the constraint viola-
tions there is a region where they are dominated by noise,
in the central region they show an excellent fourth order
scaling, and convergence is lost only for 65 ≲ z ≲ 75,
where the WB phenomenon is taking place.

We now move to consider the convergence in the
blowout regime. We repeated the simulation with AE =
1000 using grid steps ∆x = ∆y = ∆z = 0.4 while main-
taining the CFL factor constant. As in the previous case
we extended the grid to [−4, 4]× [−4, 4]× [−750, 850] in
order to have the same number of grid points along the
transverse directions x and y. We show the scaling of
CVGauss and CVPlasma on the z axis at t = 190 in the left
and right panel of Fig. 9, respectively. We can see that
the code converges extremely well, except in the region
just behind the peak of the plasma density (cf. lowest
panel of Fig. 4). However, we note that the extension of
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FIG. 8. Scaling of the violations of the Gauss Law (left panel) and the condition uµuµ = −1 along the z axis, for the simulation
in the nonlinear regime with AE = 1. CVGauss and CVPlasma are extracted at t = 830, when the WB phenomenon starts taking
place. Overall the code converges extremely well, except in the region around the spike of nEL, where the constraint violation
displays a peak. The insets show a magnification of the constraint violations around this region.

the region where convergence is lost decreases as the reso-
lution increases, and that fourth-order scaling is restored
in the plasma-depleted region.

Given the excellent convergence properties in the non-
linear regime, we conclude that the code is reliable and
produces accurate results at the resolutions used in this
work.

Appendix C: Homogeneity of the fields along the
transverse direction

Throughout all this work we used numerical grids
whose extension along the transverse directions x and
y is significantly smaller than in the z direction. This
has the advantage of reducing considerably the compu-
tational cost, and can be done by exploiting the planar
geometry of the system under consideration. In this ap-

pendix, we wish to show that homogeneity of the vari-
ables along the transverse directions is preserved also at
late times during the evolution, so that this grid structure
is compatible with the physical properties of the system
for the entire duration of the simulations.
For this purpose we consider the simulation in the non-

linear regime with AE = 1000, and we extract the profiles
of Ex, Ey, Ez, and nEL along the x and y axes at z = 240.
This operation is performed at t = 180 when the system
is already in a blowout state, and the value of the z co-
ordinate is chosen to be where plasma is concentrated at
this time.
We show the results in Fig. 10, where the left and right

panels represent the profiles along the x and y axes, re-
spectively. We see that all the profiles are constant along
the axes, and that the values are consistent between the
two plots, confirming that the system maintains homo-
geneity along the transverse direction.
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