
DRAFT VERSION JUNE 28, 2023
Typeset using LATEX preprint2 style in AASTeX63

Mirror acceleration of cosmic rays in a high-β medium

A. LAZARIAN1, 2 AND SIYAO XUa3

1Department of Astronomy, University of Wisconsin, 475 North Charter Street, Madison, WI 53706, USA
2Centro de Investigación en Astronomı́a, Universidad Bernardo O’Higgins, Santiago, General Gana 1760, 8370993, Chile

3Institute for Advanced Study, 1 Einstein Drive, Princeton, NJ 08540, USA

ABSTRACT
In a weakly compressible high-β medium, pitch-angle scattering and the associated scattering acceleration

of cosmic rays (CRs) by anisotropic Alfvén and slow modes of magnetohydrodynamic (MHD) turbulence is
inefficient. To tap the energy from magnetic compressions for efficient particle acceleration, a diffusion mech-
anism that can effectively confine particles in space without causing their trapping or pitch-angle isotropization
is needed. We find that the mirror diffusion in MHD turbulence recently identified in Lazarian & Xu (2021)
satisfies all the above conditions and serves as a promising diffusion mechanism for efficient acceleration of
CRs via their stochastic non-resonant interactions with magnetic compressions/expansions. The resulting mir-
ror acceleration is dominated by the slow-mode eddies with their lifetime comparable to the mirror diffusion
time of CRs. Consequently, we find that the acceleration time of mirror acceleration is independent of the
spatial diffusion coefficient of CRs. The mirror acceleration brings new life for the particle acceleration in a
weakly compressible/incompressible medium and has important implications for studying CR re-acceleration
in the high-β intracluster medium.

1. INTRODUCTION

Cosmic rays (CRs) are the non-thermal energetic compo-
nent of galaxies and galaxy clusters. Studies on their diffu-
sion and acceleration have far-reaching astrophysical impli-
cations on understanding the strong correlation between non-
thermal emission and infrared luminosities of star-forming
galaxies (Yun et al. 2001; Ajello et al. 2020) and influence of
CRs on star formation, and galaxy and galaxy cluster evolu-
tion (e.g., Blasi 2000; Pfrommer 2008; Hopkins et al. 2012;
Evoli et al. 2012; Lazarian 2016; Brunetti & Lazarian 2016;
Wiener et al. 2017; Holguin et al. 2018; Krumholz et al.
2020; Semenov et al. 2021; Quataert et al. 2022; Liu et al.
2023.)

The interaction of CRs with the ubiquitous turbulent mag-
netic fields causes their diffusion and stochastic acceleration
(Schlickeiser 2002; Marcowith et al. 2020; Liu & Jokipii
2021). The advances achieved recently in theoretically un-
derstanding (Goldreich & Sridhar 1995; Lazarian & Vishniac
1999) , simulating (e.g., Maron & Goldreich 2001; Cho &
Lazarian 2002; Beresnyak 2014), and observationally mea-
suring (e.g., Lazarian et al. 2018; Hu et al. 2019, 2022a; Yuen
et al. 2022) magnetohydrodynamic (MHD) turbulence bring
significant changes to the standard paradigm of CR diffu-
sion and acceleration (e.g., Chandran 2000; Yan & Lazarian
2004; Xu & Yan 2013; Lazarian & Yan 2014; Xu & Lazarian
2018; Comisso & Sironi 2018; Sioulas et al. 2020; Hu et al.
2022b; Kempski & Quataert 2022; Beattie et al. 2022; Lazar-
ian & Xu 2021; Fornieri et al. 2021; Zhdankin 2021; Nättilä
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& Beloborodov 2021; Lemoine 2022; Sampson et al. 2023;
Lemoine 2023; Kempski et al. 2023).

In a weakly compressible high-β medium, where β is
the ratio of the gas pressure to the magnetic pressure, both
Alfvén and slow modes of MHD turbulence have scale-
dependent anisotropy (Cho & Vishniac 2000; Cho & Lazar-
ian 2002) and are thus inefficient in scattering the CRs with
the Larmor radii much smaller than the energy injection scale
of turbulence (Chandran 2000; Yan & Lazarian 2002; Beres-
nyak et al. 2011; Xu & Lazarian 2020). Consequently, the
spatial confinement and stochastic acceleration via gyrores-
onant scattering is inefficient. In a high-β medium, the
resonance-broadened Transit Time Damping (TTD) by slow
modes is found to dominate over that by fast mode in scatter-
ing and accelerating CRs (Xu & Lazarian 2018). However, as
the “pitch-angle scattering” by TTD is in fact caused by the
stochastic acceleration in the direction parallel to the mag-
netic field, TTD alone cannot spatially confine CRs. It would
lead to a highly anisotropic pitch angle distribution and can-
not be self-sustained.

Non-resonant interactions of CRs with MHD turbulence
have also been investigated for studying CR diffusion and
stochastic acceleration (Noerdlinger 1968; Cesarsky & Kul-
srud 1973; Ptuskin 1988; Klepach & Ptuskin 1995; Cho
& Lazarian 2006; Brunetti & Lazarian 2007; Medvedev &
Medvedev 2015; Brunetti & Lazarian 2016; Xu & Zhang
2017; Bresci et al. 2022; Lazarian & Xu 2021). The acceler-
ation of CRs by magnetic compressions on scales larger than
their Larmor radii was studied by Cho & Lazarian (2006),
where as the diffusion due to pitch-angle scattering was in-
voked, significant compression of gas is required for a net en-
ergy gain in average (see also Drury 2012). Therefore, their
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model cannot lead to efficient acceleration in a weakly com-
pressible medium.

Based on the modern understanding of MHD turbulence,
Lazarian & Xu (2021) recently identified the mirror diffu-
sion of CRs parallel to the magnetic field. Unlike the mirror
trapping with particles trapped between two magnetic mir-
ror points, the mirror diffusion happens due to the perpen-
dicular superdiffusion of turbulent magnetic fields (Lazar-
ian et al. 2004; Xu & Yan 2013; Beresnyak 2013; Eyink
et al. 2013; Lazarian & Yan 2014; Hu et al. 2022b). CRs
interact with magnetic compressions, i.e., magnetic mirrors,
along the magnetic field lines while experiencing superdiffu-
sion in the direction perpendicular to the magnetic field. In
a high-β medium, as the pitch-angle scattering is inefficient,
the mirror diffusion is expected to be the dominant mecha-
nism for parallel diffusion (Lazarian & Xu 2021). 1 Unlike
pitch-angle scattering, mirroring can spatially confine parti-
cles without causing stochastic change in their pitch angles.
Therefore, it provides a promising diffusion mechanism for
the non-resonant acceleration by large-scale2 magnetic com-
pressions to be efficient in a weakly compressible medium.

In this work, by taking into account the mirror diffusion,
we will reexamine the non-resonant acceleration of CRs by
magnetic compressions in a high-β medium, which we will
term “mirror acceleration”. In Section 2, we will review the
mirror diffusion in a high-β medium. In Section 3, we will
focus on the mirror acceleration in a high-β medium. Con-
clusions are presented in Section 4.

2. MIRROR DIFFUSION IN A HIGH-β MEDIUM

2.1. Interaction of particles with magnetic mirrors

For a particle with the total momentum p moving along
the magnetic field of strength B, the first adiabatic invariant
is conserved during the mirroring process,

J1 ∝ p2
1− µ2

B
, (1)

where the cosine of the pitch angle µ changes in accordance
with the change of B, and pitch angle is the angle between
the directions of p and B.

As the first condition for the mirroring to happen, the Lar-
mor radius rg of the particle should be smaller than the size
of the mirror, i.e., the variation scale of the magnetic field. As
a particle gyrates moving along a magnetic field of increas-
ing strength, its perpendicular momentum p⊥ = p

√
1− µ2

increases (see Eq. (1)). With a constant particle energy, it
follows that the parallel momentum p∥ = pµ of the parti-
cle decreases. When the magnetic fluctuation is sufficiently
large, the mirroring force is so strong that p∥ can decrease to

1 We note that other mechanisms in a high-β medium can also contribute
to confining CRs, e.g., field line wandering in super-Alfvén turbulence
(Brunetti & Lazarian 2007), strong scattering by small-scale sharp mag-
netic field bends (Lemoine 2023; Kempski et al. 2023).

2 By “large scale”, we mean the scales larger than the particle Larmor radius.

zero. Then the particle is reflected by the mirror. The condi-
tion for the mirror reflection is

p2⊥
B0

=
p2

B0 + δb
, (2)

where B0 and B0 + δb are the magnetic field strengths in
the weak and strong magnetic field regions. The maximum µ
corresponding to the smallest pitch angle for mirror reflection
is

µ2
max =

δb

B0 + δb
. (3)

The particles with µ < µmax are subject to mirroring.
As the third condition for mirroring, the pitch-angle scat-

tering rate cannot exceed the mirroring rate for J1 to be con-
served. In a low-β medium, with efficient scattering by fast
modes, mirroring happens over a range of µ with the mir-
roring rate larger than the scattering rate (Cesarsky & Kul-
srud 1973; Xu & Lazarian 2020; Lazarian & Xu 2021). For
the weakly compressible high-β medium considered in this
work, fast modes are sound waves moving with an infinite
velocity and their effect on particle dynamics is negligible.
The scattering by Alfvén and slow modes is inefficient at
all µ’s, and thus the mirroring occurs within the entire range
0 < µ < µmax.

2.2. Mirror diffusion of energetic particles

2.2.1. Mirror trapping and mirror diffusion

By following Cesarsky & Kulsrud (1973), in Xu & Lazar-
ian (2020), the interaction of particles with MHD turbulence
was separated into two regimes, the classical diffusion caused
by pitch-angle scattering at µ > µc and mirror trapping of
particles at µ < µc. At the critical µc, there is a balance
between mirroring rate and scattering rate (Xu & Lazarian
2020; Lazarian & Xu 2021). Within a limited range of pitch
angles for scattering to dominate over mirroring, the corre-
sponding scattering mean free path is reduced, and the prob-
lem of vanishing scattering close to 90◦, i.e., 90◦ problem
(Jokipii 1966), is naturally resolved by mirroring.

In Lazarian & Xu (2021) (hereafter, LX21), the dynam-
ics of mirroring particles at µ < µc was reexamined. There
it was found that due to the perpendicular superdiffusion of
magnetic field lines in Alfvénic turbulence (Lazarian & Vish-
niac 1999; Eyink et al. 2013; Lazarian et al. 2020), the mir-
roring particles can not be trapped between two mirroring
points as they can not trace the same magnetic field line back
and forth. Instead, they are stochastically reflected by differ-
ent magnetic mirrors while moving along the diverging tur-
bulent magnetic field lines. Thus a new diffusion process
termed “mirror diffusion” was identified. It is found to be
much slower than the scattering diffusion (Lazarian & Xu
2021; Xu 2021).

Figure 1 illustrates the process of mirror diffusion. The
mirroring particles do not retrace their way back but follow
new routes led by stochastic magnetic field lines. In a high-β
medium, the perpendicular superdiffusion induced by Alfvén
modes and the mirroring induced by slow modes together
result in the mirror diffusion of CRs.
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Figure 1. Illustration for mirror diffusion. The perpendicular su-
perdiffusion of turbulent magnetic field lines originally identified in
Lazarian & Vishniac (1999), induces the parallel diffusion of par-
ticles that stochastically interact with different magnetic mirrors.
Black lines are magnetic field lines. Blue and red lines are trajecto-
ries of two particles with a small initial separation. From LX21.

2.3. Scattering diffusion and mirror diffusion

Scattering diffusion is accompanied by the stochastic
change of µ. When a particle interacts with an eddy, if
the scattering is so efficient that the timescale for pitch-
angle isotropization is shorter than both the particle diffu-
sion timescale and the lifetime of the eddy, the particle can
simultaneously sample the compression (expansion) in the
direction perpendicular to the magnetic field and the expan-
sion (compression) in the direction parallel to the magnetic
field, which accompany each other in a weakly compress-
ible medium. After averaging over an isotropic distribution,
energy gain and loss cancel out, and there is no net en-
ergy change. If the scattering is inefficient, particles freely
move through the turbulent medium without being affected
by magnetic compression/expansion, leading to inefficient
acceleration.

By contrast, mirror diffusion does not cause stochastic
pitch angle change. A particle at a given µ can preferentially
sample the compression/expansion in either perpendicular or
parallel direction with respect to the magnetic field. Without
averaging over an isotropic distribution, a net energy change
after interacting with an eddy is expected. Mirroring can
also significantly suppresses the parallel diffusion of parti-
cles, which entails their sufficient interactions with magnetic
compression/expansion. Therefore, mirror diffusion serves
as a promising diffusion mechanism for efficient acceleration
by large-scale magnetic compressions in a weakly compress-
ible medium.

2.3.1. Mirror diffusion induced by slow modes

In a high-β medium, slow modes of MHD turbulence
create magnetic compressions that serve as magnetic mir-
rors. For simplicity, we assume that the slow mode fluctu-
ations corresponding to the parallel wavenumber k∥,sl, i.e.

δb = bsk, are small compared to the mean magnetic field
strength B0. Thus Eq. (3) is approximately

µ2
max ≈ bsk

B0
. (4)

A particle with µ is most effectively reflected by the mirror
with the magnetic fluctuation bsk corresponding to (Cesarsky
& Kulsrud 1973)

µ2 ≈ bsk
B0

. (5)

The scaling of slow modes is (Cho & Lazarian 2003)

bsk ≈ δBs(k∥,slL)
− 1

2 , (6)

where δBs is the amplitude of slow mode fluctuations at the
injection scale L. Therefore, combining Eqs. (5) and (6)
leads to

k∥,sl ≈
1

L

(
δBs

B0µ2

)2

=
1

Lµ4
ℵ2
s, (7)

where
ℵs =

δBs

B0
. (8)

For weakly compressible MHD turbulence, the equivalent
expression for ℵs is

ℵs ≈
VL,slow

VA
, (9)

where VL,slow is the turbulent velocity of slow modes at L.
With this notation, the critical cosine of pitch angle for mir-
roring is

µc ≈ ℵ1/2
s , (10)

which is the maximum µ determined by the largest magnetic
fluctuation of slow modes. Particles with µ > µc cannot be
reflected through mirroring.

The length corresponding to Eq. (7)

lµ ∼ 1/k∥,sl, (11)

which acts as a proxy of the parallel mean free path of mirror
diffusion at a given µ (LX21). Its minimum value is deter-
mined by

lµ,min = max[rg, l∥,d], (12)

where l∥,d is the parallel dissipation scale of slow modes. The
particles with µ less than (Eq. (7))

µmin ≈ ℵ1/2
s

(
lµ,min

L

)1/4

(13)

have the parallel mean free path equal to lµ,min. Therefore,
the parallel diffusion coefficient corresponding to mirror dif-
fusion is

D∥(µ) ≈ vpµlµ ≈ vpLℵ−2
s µ5 (14)

for µ > µmin, where vp is the particle speed, and

D∥(µ) ≈ vpµlµ,min (15)

for µ < µmin.
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3. MIRROR ACCELERATION BY SLOW MODES IN A
HIGH-β MEDIUM

In this section, we disregard scattering of particles by
slow and Alfvén modes for simplicity, which are ineffi-
cient in scattering particles with rg ≪ L due to the tur-
bulence anisotropy (Chandran 2000; Yan & Lazarian 2002;
Xu & Lazarian 2020). We consider only the second-order
Fermi/stochastic acceleration of mirroing particles with µ <
µc. The stochastic acceleration of scattering particles was
analysed in Cho & Lazarian (2006).

3.1. Electric field of slow modes

In addition to gyroresonant scattering, stochastic accelera-
tion is frequently associated with non-resonant interaction of
particles with large-scale magnetic compressions (see Cho
& Lazarian 2006). The latter can occur in both compress-
ible and incompressible media. In what follows, we will dis-
cuss the non-resonant mirror acceleration by slow modes in
a weakly compressible medium.

In a weakly compressible media, the compression in one
direction entails the expansion in another direction to pre-
serve the constant volume. Accordingly, we will separately
treat the perpendicular and parallel components of CR mo-
mentum.

Here we follow the approach in Cho & Lazarian (2006).
Figure 2 illustrates the compression/expansion of the mag-
netic field and the acceleration/deceleration of a particle in a
slow mode eddy. The change of the magnetic field strength
induces the electric field that is perpendicular to the magnetic
field following the Faraday’s law,

E = − 1

2πrgc

∫
(B0 · ▽vl)ds, (16)

where ds is the infinitesimal area element vector, and c is
the light speed. For longitudinal slow modes, the velocity
perturbation along the magnetic field induces magnetic com-
pression/expansion perpendicular to the magnetic field. So
the spatial derivative of velocity in Eq. (16) can be approxi-
mated by vl,∥/l∥, where vl,∥ is the parallel turbulent velocity
at the parallel length scale l∥. It represents the rate of com-
pression or expansion of the magnetic field. As a result, tak-
ing the integral over the particle orbit area πr2g , it is easy to
obtain

E ≈ −
B0rgvl,∥

2l∥c
(17)

By substituting the expression of rg = p⊥c/(qB0), where q
is the electric charge, we can rewrite the above equation as

E ≈ −
vl,∥p⊥

2ql∥
. (18)

The electric field that a particle experiences results in the
change of its p⊥:

dp⊥
dt

= qE ≈ −
p⊥vl,∥

2l∥
, (19)

Figure 2. The slow mode eddy is elongated along the local mag-
netic field direction, with a CR particle spiraling about the magnetic
field and the electric field induced by the compression/expansion of
the magnetic field. Modified from Cho & Lazarian (2006).

where we adopt a negative sign for vl,∥/l∥ corresponding to
magnetic compression and a positive sign corresponding to
magnetic expansion.. Naturally, strengthening of the mag-
netic field causes increase of p⊥ based on the conservation
of the first adiabatic invariant.

3.2. Gain and loss of energy

When the magnetic field is compressed in the perpendicu-
lar direction, according to Eq. (19), we have

˙p2⊥
p2⊥

=
2 ˙p⊥
p⊥

= −
vl,∥

l∥
, (20)

where ˙... denotes the time derivative. Compression of the
magnetic field entails increase of the squared perpendicular
momentum, which corresponds to energy gain. In an incom-
pressible medium, compression in the perpendicular direc-
tion with respect to the magnetic field is inevitably accompa-
nied by the expansion in the parallel direction. In the parallel
direction, the longitudinal invariant of a mirroring particle is

J2 =

∫ b

a

p∥dl∥, (21)

where a and b are the two turning points. Therefore, the ex-
pansion in the parallel direction results in the loss of energy,
with

ṗ2∥

p2∥
=

2ṗ∥

p∥
= 2

vl,∥

l∥
. (22)

By contrast, when the magnetic field is expanded in the per-
pendicular direction, energy loss occurs in the perpendicular
direction, while energy gain occurs in the parallel direction.
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Given Eq. (20) and Eq.(22), the change of the squared
total momentum of a particle, i.e., p2 = p2∥ + p2⊥, under the
compression and expansion in different directions is

ṗ2 = −(p2⊥ − 2p2∥)
vl,∥

l∥
. (23)

As p∥ = pµ and p⊥ = p
√
1− µ2, Eq. (23) can be rewritten

as
dp2

dt
= −p2(1− 3µ2)

(
vl,∥

l∥

)
. (24)

It shows that when encountering an eddy, the total energy
gain or loss of a particle depends not only on the perpendicu-
lar compression/expansion of the magnetic field, but also on
the sign of (1− 3µ2).

We rewrite Eq. (24) to have the evolution of the total CR
momentum,

dp

dt
= −p

1− 3µ2

2

(
vl,∥

l∥

)
. (25)

Formally, the above equation is similar to Eq. (19) for p⊥
apart from the additional term (1− 3µ2). With µ < 1/

√
3 ≈

0.58, the acceleration is dominated by that in the perpendic-
ular direction. The stochastic interaction of a particle with
eddies with magnetic compression or expansion induces the
stochastic increase of p. The acceleration tends to cause the
decrease of µ and thus can be self-sustained with the mir-
roring condition always satisfied. With µ > 1/

√
3, the ac-

celeration is attributed to the stochastic increase of p∥. With
the increase of µ, when µ > µc, particles are not subject to
mirroring, and the inefficient scattering alone cannot confine
particles for them to be efficiently accelerated. Therefore,
to ensure the mirror diffusion and mirror acceleration, in the
following analysis, we consider the upper limit of µ as

µca = min
[
µc,

1√
3

]
, (26)

where µc is given by Eq. (10).
We note that Eq. (25) would lead to

dp

dt
= 0, (27)

when it is averaged over an isotropic distribution with ⟨µ2⟩ =
1/3. As expected, efficient scattering cannot lead to accelera-
tion (see Section 2.3). As scattering diffusion was adopted in
Cho & Lazarian (2006), in their model significant gas com-
pression is needed for acceleration to happen.

3.3. Fast and slow parallel diffusion

3.3.1. Relevant timescales

Next we will use Eq. (25) to evaluate the stochastic accel-
eration induced by mirror diffusion.

For a CR to cross an eddy of parallel size l∥, the required
time is

∆td(µ) ≈
l2∥

D∥(µ)
, (28)

where D∥(µ) is µ-dependent parallel diffusion coefficient of
mirror diffusion given by Eqs. (14) and (15). To define differ-
ent regimes of particle acceleration, ∆td(µ) should be com-
pared with the lifetime of the slow mode eddy:

∆te ≈
l∥

VA
. (29)

Therefore, we can define the regime of slow diffusion with
∆td(µ) > ∆te and fast diffusion with ∆td(µ) < ∆te. Ap-
parently, both ∆te and ∆td(µ) depend on the scale of tur-
bulent eddies. Thus whether the diffusion is slow or fast de-
pends on the range of length scales of interest.

The momentum diffusion results from the stochastic in-
teraction of particles with eddies with magnetic compres-
sion/expansion. To find the momentum diffusion coefficient

Dp =
(∆p)2

∆t
, (30)

one needs to know the change of particle momentum ∆p after
interaction with an eddy of parallel size l∥,

∆p ≈ dp

dt
∆t. (31)

By substituting Eq. (25), it is easy to obtain

∆p ≈ −
peffvl,∥

l∥
∆t (32)

where

peff = p
1− 3µ2

2
> 0. (33)

We next derive Dp in different diffusion regimes.

3.3.2. Fast parallel diffusion

The fast parallel diffusion (FPD) of particles over a scale
l∥ corresponds to the requirement:

∆td(µ) < ∆te, (34)

which is equivalent to (Eqs. (28) and (29))

D∥(µ) > l∥VA. (35)

As the time over which particles sample the magnetic com-
pression/expansion within the eddy, ∆td(µ) enters Eq. (30),
yielding

DFPD
p (µ) ≈

(
dp

dt

)2

∆td(µ). (36)

By further using Eqs. (28) and (32), we have

DFPD
p (µ) ≈

v2l,∥p
2
eff

l2∥

l2∥

D∥(µ)
=

v2l,∥p
2
eff

D∥(µ)
, (37)

where D∥(µ) is given by Eqs. (14) and (15).



6

3.3.3. Slow parallel diffusion

The case of slow parallel diffusion (SPD) is different. For
particles with

∆td > ∆te, (38)

i.e.,
D∥(µ) < l∥VA, (39)

∆td(µ) still enters Dp in Eq. (30), but ∆te enters ∆p in Eq.
(31). Thus we have

DSPD
p (µ) ≈

(
dp

dt

)2
(∆te)

2

∆td(µ)

=

[(
dp

dt

)2

∆td(µ)

](
∆te

∆td(µ)

)2

= DFPD
p (µ)

(
∆te

∆td(µ)

)2

.

(40)

As the ratio ∆te/∆td(µ) < 1, there is

DSPD
p (µ) < DFPD

p (µ). (41)

By using Eqs. (28), (29), and (37), we have

DSPD
p (µ) ≈

[
v2l,∥p

2
eff

D∥(µ)

](
D2

∥(µ)

V 2
Al

2
∥

)
. (42)

According to Eq. (14), D∥(µ) strongly depends on µ. Thus
we expect that the scales over which the parallel diffusion is
fast or slow depend on µ.

3.4. Acceleration for fast parallel diffusion

For a given µ, the FPD is applicable for scales smaller than
a critical parallel scale l∥,c(µ) corresponding to ∆td(µ) =
∆te, which can be obtained by using Eqs. (14), (15), (28),
and (29),

l∥,c(µ) =
D∥(µ)

VA
≈ Lℵ−2

s

(
vp
VA

)
µ5 (43)

at µmin < µ < µca, and

l∥,c(µ) ≈ lµ,min

(
vp
VA

)
µ (44)

at µ < µmin. For l∥,c(µ) to be larger than l∥,d, the above
equations constrain

µ > µmin,FPD,1 =

(
l∥,d

L

VA

vp
ℵ2
s

) 1
5

(45)

at µmin < µ < µca, and

µ > µmin,FPD,2 =
l∥,d

lµ,min

VA

vp
(46)

at µ < µmin. We see that when

vp >
( l∥,d

lµ,min

) 5
4
( l∥,d

L

)− 1
4ℵ− 1

2
s VA, (47)

there is µmin,FPD,1 > µmin,FPD,2 and vice versa. The min-
imum µ for the acceleration in the FPD regime is

µmin,FPD = max[µmin,FPD,1, µmin,FPD,2]. (48)

For l∥,d < l∥ < l∥,c(µ), the momentum diffusion coeffi-
cient at a given µ is (Eqs. (9) and (37))

DFPD
p (µ) ≈

V 2
Ap

2
eff l∥

D∥(µ)L
ℵ2
s, (49)

where the scaling of the slow modes (see Eq.(6))

vl,∥ ≈ VL,slow

(
l∥

L

)1/2

(50)

is used. The resulting averaged momentum diffusion coeffi-
cient is

D̄FPD
p (µ) =

∫ l∥,c(µ)

l∥,d

DFPD
p (µ)

dl∥

l∥

≈
V 2
Ap

2
eff

D∥(µ)L
ℵ2
s

[
l∥,c(µ)− l∥,d

]
.

(51)

In the case with µ ≫ µmin,FPD and the scale l∥,c(µ) ≫ l∥,d,
we approximately have

D̄FPD
p (µ) ≈

VAp
2
eff

L
ℵ2
s, (52)

where l∥,c(µ) = D∥(µ)/VA is used. Its dependence on µ
only comes from the dependence of peff on µ. We see that
among the eddies of different parallel sizes, the ones with the
lifetime comparable to the particle diffusion time dominate
the acceleration.

3.5. Acceleration for slow parallel diffusion with
µ ∈ (µmin,FPD, µca)

Within the range µ ∈ (µmin,FPD, µca), the parallel diffu-
sion over scales l∥ > l∥,c(µ) falls in the SPD regime. The
averaged momentum diffusion coefficient in the SPD regime
is

D̄SPD
p (µ) ≈

∫ L

l∥,c(µ)

DSPD
p (µ)

dl∥

l∥
. (53)

By using Eqs. (42) and (50), we have

D̄SPD
p (µ) ≈

D∥(µ)p
2
eff

L
ℵ2
s

[
1

l∥,c
− 1

L

]
. (54)

In the case with l∥c ≪ L, by using l∥,c(µ) = D∥(µ)/VA, one
can further write

D̄SPD
p (µ) ≈

VAp
2
eff

L
ℵ2
s, (55)

which is the same as D̄FPD
p (µ) in Eq. (52). It shows that in

our approximate treatment, despite the opposite dependence
of DFPD

p (µ) (Eq. (37)) and DSPD
p (µ) (Eq. (42)) on D∥(µ),

both D̄FPD
p (µ) and D̄SPD

p (µ) are dominated by the stochas-
tic acceleration at l∥,c(µ) and do not depend on D∥(µ). The
fast and slow parallel diffusion equally contribute to the mo-
mentum diffusion and acceleration.
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3.6. Acceleration for slow parallel diffusion with
µ ∈ (0, µmin,FPD)

For µ ∈ (0, µmin,FPD), the diffusion over all length scales
[l∥,d, L] is always in the SPD regime, with

D∥(µ) < l∥,dVA = D∥(µmin,FPD). (56)

Given l∥,d ≪ L, we have

D̄SPD
p (µ) =

∫ L

l∥,d

DSPD
p (µ)

dl∥

l∥

≈
D∥(µ)p

2
eff

Ll∥,d
ℵ2
s

=
VAp

2
eff

L
ℵ2
s

D∥(µ)

D∥(µmin,FPD)
,

(57)

which depends on D∥(µ). As D∥(µ) < D∥(µmin,FPD),
D̄SPD

p (µ) with µ < µmin,FPD is smaller than that at a
larger µ (Eq. (55)). It indicates that the acceleration of par-
ticles with µ < µmin,FPD is less efficient than that with
µ > µmin,FPD.

3.7. Total momentum diffusion coefficient

The averaged total momentum diffusion coefficient
D̄total

p (µ) is given by D̄SPD
p (µ) in Eq. (57) at µ <

µmin,FPD. For µ ∈ (µmin,FPD, µca), the SPD and FPD
processes should be both taken into account, leading to

D̄total
p (µ) ≈ DFPD

p (µ) +DSPD
p (µ) ≈

2VAp
2
eff

L
ℵ2
s, (58)

where we sum up the results in Eq. (52) and Eq. (55).
Furthermore, by averaging over pitch angles, we have

D̄total
p =

1∫ π/2

0
fdθ

∫ π/2

θca

D̄total
p (µ(θ))f(µ(θ))dθ

=
1∫ π/2

0
fdθ

∫ µca

0

D̄total
p (µ)f(µ)

dµ√
1− µ2

.

(59)

For simplicity, in the case with a uniform pitch angle distri-
bution, i.e., f = 1, 3 there is (Eqs. (33) and (58))

D̄total
p ≈ 1

π

VAp
2

L
ℵ2
s

∫ µca

µmin,FPD

(1− 3µ2)2
dµ√
1− µ2

≈ 1

π

VAp
2

L
ℵ2
s

∫ µca

µmin,FPD

(1− 3µ2)2dµ

≈ 1

π

VAp
2

L
ℵ2
s

(
9µ5

ca

5
− 2µ3

ca + µca

)
≈ 1

π

VAp
2

L
ℵ2
sµca,

(60)

3 Note that the uniform pitch angle distribution considered here is different
from the fast pitch-angle isotropization achieved by efficient pitch-angle
scattering during the interaction of a particle with an eddy discussed in
Section 2.3.

where we assume that µmin,FPD is close to 0 and consider
µca ≤ 1/

√
3. The corresponding acceleration timescale can

be estimated as

τacc ≈
p2

D̄total
p

≈ π
L

VA
ℵ−2
s

(
9µ5

ca

5
− 2µ3

ca + µca

)−1

≈ π
L

VA
ℵ−2
s µ−1

ca .

(61)

We see that both D̄total
p in Eq. (60) and τacc in Eq. (61)

are independent of D∥(µ). This is due to the fact that irre-
spective of D∥(µ), it is the eddies with their lifetime equal to
the diffusion time corresponding to D∥(µ) that dominate the
acceleration.

3.8. Pitch angle diffusion due to mirror acceleration

The mirror acceleration results in change of p and thus
change of µ. Similar to the transit time damping (TTD),
the change of µ is associated with acceleration. But unlike
the resonant TTD that causes the stochastic increase of µ,
the non-resonant mirror acceleration causes the stochastic de-
crease of µ.

The evolution of µ can be determined by using Eq. (19),

d

dt
(p
√

1− µ2) ≈ −1

2
p
√

1− µ2
vl,∥

l∥
, (62)

which provides√
1− µ2

dp

dt
− p

µ√
1− µ2

dµ

dt
≈ −1

2
p
√

1− µ2
vl,∥

l∥
. (63)

The substitution of Eq. (25) in Eq. (63) provides

dµ2

dt
= 3µ2(1− µ2)

vl,∥

l∥
. (64)

Then the time derivative dµ/dt is

dµ

dt
=

3

2
µ(1− µ2)

vl,∥

l∥
. (65)

Similar to the derivation of momentum diffusion coeffi-
cient, the derivation of pitch angle diffusion coefficient also
depends on the diffusion regime. In the FPD regime, the
time interval relevant in determining ∆µ is ∆td(µ), i.e.,
∆µ ≈ (dµ/dt)∆td(µ). The time step for the diffusion is
also ∆td(µ). Thus the pitch angle diffusion coefficient in the
FPD regime is (Eqs. (9), (50), (28), and (65))

DFPD
µµ (µ) ≈ (∆µ)2

∆t

≈
(
dµ

dt

)2

∆td(µ)

=
9µ2(1− µ2)2V 2

Al∥

4D∥(µ)L
ℵ2
s.

(66)
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Its dependence on µ is explicitly shown. At µmin,FPD <
µ < µca, the averaged pitch angle diffusion coefficient is

D̄FPD
µµ (µ) =

∫ l∥,c(µ)

l∥,d

DFPD
µµ (µ)

dl∥

l∥

≈ 9µ2(1− µ2)2V 2
A

4D∥(µ)L
ℵ2
s[l∥,c(µ)− l∥,d].

(67)

Provided l∥,c(µ) ≫ l∥,d and using D∥(µ) = VAl∥,c(µ), we
approximately have

D̄FPD
µµ (µ) ≈ 9µ2(1− µ2)2VA

4L
ℵ2
s. (68)

It does not depend on D∥(µ).
In the SPD regime, we have ∆µ ≈ (dµ/dt)∆te. As a

result, there is

DSPD
µµ (µ) ≈

(
dµ

dt

)2
(∆te)

2

∆td(µ)

=

[(
dµ

dt

)2

∆td(µ)

](
∆te

∆td(µ)

)2

≈ DFPD
µµ (µ)

(
∆te

∆td(µ)

)2

≈
9µ2(1− µ2)2V 2

Al∥

4D∥(µ)L
ℵ2
s

(
D2

∥(µ)

V 2
Al

2
∥

)
,

(69)

where Eqs. (28), (29), and (66) are used. With D∥(µ) <
VAl∥, we naturally have

DSPD
µµ (µ) < DFPD

µµ (µ). (70)

At µmin,FPD < µ < µca, the averaged pitch angle diffusion
coefficient in the SPD regime is

D̄SPD
µµ (µ) =

∫ L

l∥,c(µ)

DSPD
µµ (µ)

dl∥

l∥

≈
9µ2(1− µ2)2D∥(µ)

4L
ℵ2
s

(
1

l∥,c(µ)
− 1

L

)
.

(71)
Given l∥,c(µ) ≪ L and using the relation D∥(µ) =
VAl∥,c(µ), the above expression is approximately

D̄SPD
µµ (µ) ≈ 9µ2(1− µ2)2VA

4L
ℵ2
s, (72)

which is the same as D̄FPD
µµ (µ) in Eq. (68).

At µ < µmin,FPD, the averaged pitch angle diffusion co-
efficient is

D̄SPD
µµ (µ) =

∫ L

l∥,d

DSPD
µµ (µ)

dl∥

l∥

≈
9µ2(1− µ2)2D∥(µ)

4L
ℵ2
s

(
1

l∥,d
− 1

L

)
.

(73)

Given l∥,d ≪ L, it approximately becomes

D̄SPD
µµ (µ) ≈ 9µ2(1− µ2)2VA

4L
ℵ2
s

D∥(µ)

D∥(µmin,FPD)
, (74)

where Eq. (56) is used. It depends on D∥(µ). With D∥(µ) <

D∥(µmin,FPD), D̄SPD
µµ (µ) at µ < µmin,FPD is smaller than

that at a larger µ (Eq. (72)). The more efficient pitch angle
diffusion at µ > µmin,FPD is caused by the more efficient
acceleration.

4. CONCLUSIONS

In a weakly compressible medium, both mirror trapping
and pitch-angle scattering cannot lead to acceleration of CRs
by magnetic compressions. In the former case with a particle
trapped within a single magnetic bottle with oscillating mag-
netic compression and expansion and conserved adiabatic in-
variants, the stochastic acceleration does not happen. In the
latter case with efficient scattering, in each eddy a particle un-
dergoes fast pitch-angle isotropization and samples both fluid
compression and expansion that happen simultaneously in
different directions, and thus its energy gain and loss cancel
out. Moreover, in realistic MHD turbulence, mirror trapping
does not happen, and the scattering by anisotropic Alfvén and
slow modes are inefficient.

As a new diffusion mechanism, the mirror diffusion in
MHD turbulence identified by LX21 does not cause trapping
of particles or pitch-angle isotropization. It takes place due to
the perpendicular superdiffusion of turbulent magnetic fields
regulated by Alfvén modes and mirroring by slow modes.
It can effectively confine CRs via stochastic mirror reflec-
tion in the direction parallel to the magnetic field. Under the
consideration of mirror diffusion, the stochastic non-resonant
interaction with slow-mode eddies with magnetic compres-
sion/expansion results in the mirror acceleration. The mirror
acceleration takes place irrespective of the compressibility of
gas.

Among the slow-mode eddies with different parallel sizes
along the turbulent energy cascade, we find that the ones with
their lifetime comparable to the mirror diffusion timescale
dominate the mirror acceleration. It follows that the result-
ing momentum diffusion coefficient does not depend on the
mirror diffusion coefficient. The acceleration time only de-
pends on the Alfvén crossing time and relative magnetic fluc-
tuation of slow modes at the driving scale of turbulence. In
comparison with the inefficient scattering acceleration asso-
ciated with inefficient scattering diffusion (Cho & Lazarian
2006), the mirror acceleration serves as an efficient accelera-
tion mechanism in a high-β medium.

The mirror acceleration causes stochastic increase of CR
perpendicular momentum and pitch angle, and thus the ac-
celeration can be self-sustained with the condition for mir-
roring satisfied. The mirror acceleration in a weakly com-
pressible high-β medium can be applied to studying CR re-
acceleration in the high-β intracluster medium. This applica-
tion will be investigated in our future study.
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