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The polytropic index of electrons in a magnetized plasma is experimentally investigated in the
presence of external heating and anisotropic work done on the system by the magnetic field, incorpo-
rating the effective dimensionality in an anisotropic plasma. The measurements clearly demonstrate
localized regions of superadiabatic electrons due to particle acceleration and energization through
non-resonant betatron and Fermi heating processes. In regions where wave-induced heating through
electron cyclotron resonance dominates, the plasma electrons behave adiabatically. The realization
of superadiabaticity is universal where heating dominates the work done and has broader implica-
tions for energy exchange processes in astrophysically-relevant plasmas.

Thermodynamics has been largely explored in local
thermodynamic equilibrium systems to understand the
exchange of heat, energy, and work [1, 2]. The poly-
tropic index (γ) is an important parameter that char-
acterizes compression or expansion in a thermodynamic
system and, equivalently, heat transfer processes [3]. The
polytropic behavior of plasmas, both in laboratory ex-
periments and in space, has been the subject of exten-
sive investigation [4–7]. However, energy conversion in
weakly collisional or collisionless plasmas, which is far
from local thermodynamic equilibrium, is a forefront re-
search area [8–10]. γ is equal to unity for an isothermal
case, equal to infinity for an isometric case, and to the
ratio of the specific heat, γa (= 1 + 2/f , with f kinetic
degrees of freedom) for an adiabatic case. Therefore, in-
stead of a fixed polytropic index, the theory of polytropic
thermodynamic processes is extended to a superposition
of polytropic indices in space and astrophysical plasmas
[11].

Mostly, astrophysical plasmas have polytropic index
close to the adiabatic process (γ → γa), such as in solar
wind [12, 13] and solar flares [14] and rarely with γ < 1
as in Saturnian magnetosphere [15] and inner heliosheath
[16]. In several cases, space plasmas are also character-
ized by subadiabatic (1 < γ < γa) or superadiabatic
(γa < γ < ∞) values; for example, subadiabaticity has
been observed in coronal mass ejections [17, 18], solar
corona [19], Earth’s plasma sheet [20, 21], planetary at-
mospheres [15], galaxy clusters and superclusters [22, 23],

FIG. 1. Illustration of the polytropic index spectrum: dQ is
the heat applied and dw is the work done.

and superadiabaticity in planetary bow shocks [24, 25].
Recently, few space plasmas [26] such as Alfvenic solar
wind [4], turbulence compressed solar wind near the sun
[27] have reported superadiabatic polytropic index ob-
served during high plasma compression and high speed
stream interaction [29]. γ > 1 occurs when density com-
pressions are associated with plasma heating, whereas
γ < 1 means plasma heating with density rarefactions [5].
The pictorial illustration of the polytropic index spec-
trum as per current understanding is shown in Fig. 1.

In laboratory, the experiments conducted under adi-
abatic conditions (no heating source) have shown an
isothermal polytropic index [30], corroborating solar
wind expansion during propagation in interplanetary
space [31–33]. This approaching isothermal behavior has
been a subject of extensive investigation under differ-
ent conditions, such as plasmas with both Maxwellian
[6] and non-Maxwellian electron energy probability func-
tions (EEPF) [34], the latter portraying a strong depen-
dence on the shape of EEPF due to non-local effects in-
troduced by current-free double layers [35] and sheath
electric fields [36]. Further, the electrons with energies
higher than the space potential exhibit adiabatic behav-
ior [7, 37], which indicates that the magnetic field can
behave as an adiabatic wall with no physical boundary
[7, 37, 38]. In all the aforementioned works, the poly-
tropic index is calculated using kinetic degrees of free-
dom (f) lies in the subadiabatic region, yielding either
isothermal or adiabatic indices [7, 37–40]. However, an
accurate description of the attainment of superadiabatic-
ity remains a challenge due to the complex heating mech-
anisms and rapidly evolving plasma dynamics, and to the
best of our knowledge has neither been observed in the
laboratory nor investigated in detail in space.

In this Letter, we report for the first time the ex-
perimental observation of superadiabatic electrons in a
magnetized laboratory plasma in the presence of exter-
nal heating and anisotropic work done on the system by
the magnetic field along various directions, incorporat-
ing effective dimensionality (̸= f) [28]. Unique to the
present study is the local obtainment of superadiabatic
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FIG. 2. (a) Schematic of the experimental set-up consisting
of the experimental chamber and microwave system. Plasma
is confined by a dipole magnet inside the experimental cham-
ber, which is the thermodynamic system for the present study.
(b) Measured magnetic field strength with radial distance in
the polar (closed symbol) and equatorial (open symbol) re-
gions of NdFeB cylindrical magnets of grade N40 (length 4.1
cm) and N45 (length 1.8 cm), both having a diameter of 2.3
cm, using a Lakeshore 421 gaussmeter. Solid lines corresponds
to the radial location and magnetic field, where plasma fre-
quency is equal to the electron cyclotron frequency.

polytropic indices, driven by non-resonant betatron and
Fermi heating processes resulting from particle accelera-
tion in a guiding center of a non-uniform field.

For the present study, the experiment was performed
in a compact dipole plasma apparatus, as illustrated in
Fig. 2(a). The plasma confined by a dipole magnetic
field has been chosen for the present study due to the
structural resemblance with the space plasma [41] hav-
ing a distinct pattern of alternate bright and less bright
regions similar to the radiation belts [42] with evidence
of the phenomenon of inward diffusion [43]. The exper-
imental set-up comprises of a spherical vacuum cham-
ber, evacuated to a base pressure of 1 µTorr through
the combined action of a turbo molecular pump and a
dry scroll pump. Argon and hydrogen plasma are used
as test mediums, and the results for argon are presented.
Plasma generation is achieved through electron cyclotron
resonance (ECR) heating using waves of 2.45 GHz gen-
erated by a magnetron-based microwave generator. De-
tails of the polar profile of magnetic field intensity and
ECR location can be found in Ref. [44, 45]. The ex-
periments have been performed in two sets using two
different magnets: (i) N40 (length = 4.1 cm), and (ii)
N45 (length = 1.8 cm) grade cylindrical magnets, both

having diameter of 2.3 cm. Their magnetic field pro-
files are shown in Fig. 2(b), which is non-uniform along
r and at two different polar angles θ. The plasma is
magnetically confined until ∼ 20 cm from the center of
the chamber. The confinement is notably stronger until
a point (r ∼ 8 cm), beyond which the space potential
starts to decrease [43, 45]. The vertical and horizontal
solid lines correspond to the radial position (in cm) and
magnetic field (in T) where ωp = ωc, which is attained
at 5.5 cm (θ = 0◦, N40), 3.1 cm (θ = 90◦, N40) and
2.6 cm (θ = 90◦, N45); ωp and ωc being the plasma and
electron cyclotron frequency respectively. In table I, the
characteristic magnetic field scale length (|B/∇B|), elec-
tron Larmor radius (rL) and ωp/ωc are tabulated at fixed
radial distances selected from each region (separated by
vertical dashed lines in Fig. 2(b)) for θ = 90◦. The
diagnostics used in this work are Langmuir probe with
appropriate Bohm [45] and geometric correction [44] to
the probe collection area due to the magnetized plasma,
and the linear antenna for wave electric field measure-
ments using micro-coax microwave grade RG316 (DC—3
GHz) cables with desired calibration [46]. The operating
conditions are systematically controlled at the pressure of
0.4, 1.2 and 2.0 mTorr and input wave power of 300, 351
and 399 W. The construction of the diagnostics and op-
eration details of the experimental system can be found
in the works of Nanda et al [46, 47].

TABLE I. Magnetic field scale length, |B/∇B| (in cm), Lar-
mor radius, rL (in cm) and the ratio of plasma frequency (ωp)
to electron cyclotron frequency (ωc) at fixed radial distances
from four regions − I (r = 3 cm), II (r = 9 cm), III (r = 14
cm) and IV (r = 18 cm).

r
(in cm)

|B/∇B|
(in cm)

rL
(in cm)

ωp/ωc

N40 N45 N40 N45 N40 N45

3 1.26 0.87 0.02 0.03 0.86 2.00
9 3.57 2.78 0.20 0.39 20.21 39.06
14 8.73 4.62 0.38 1.07 37.04 107.78
18 19.85 7.43 0.49 1.59 43.37 179.96

The polytropic index in the presence of external heat
applied to the system can be obtained as [4, 28],

γ⊥or∥ = 1 + (γ∗
a − 1)

[
1−

(dQ
dw

)
⊥or∥

]
, (1)

where dQ is the heat supplied to the system, dw is the
work done by (or on) the system having positive (or nega-
tive) values signifying plasma expansion (or compression)
and γ∗

a (= 1 + (2/f∗)) is the modified adiabatic index in
an anisotropic plasma, f∗ being the effective dimension-
ality, which depends on kinetic degrees of freedom f and
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FIG. 3. Radial profiles of [(a)−(c)] γj (top panel) and [(d)−(f)] ηj and ξj (bottom panel) for j →⊥, ∥ in the equatorial
(θ = 90◦) [(a),(d)] and polar (θ = 0◦) plane [(b),(e)] with N40 grade magnet, and in the equatorial (θ = 90◦) plane [(c),(f)]
with N45 grade magnet. The error corresponding to the standard deviation in γj is within 5% and in ηj , ξj is within 8%. The
green band represents the adiabatic regions in (a) and (c).

anisotropicity α (= Te⊥/Te∥), given by [28],

f∗ =
1 + (f − 1)2α2

1 + (f − 1)α2
, (2)

and holds good for α < 2 [28]. In our experiments, α
lies between 0.7−1.7 [47]. Furthermore, in an anisotropic
fluid, the magnetic field-associated terms exchange paral-
lel and perpendicular energy, and they provide additional
work. The perpendicular and parallel work in the pres-
ence of magnetic field (B) are given by [49, 50],

dw⊥ = −p⊥V d(lnB) and dw∥ = −p∥V d
(
ln

Ne

B

)
,

(3)
respectively, with Ne and V being the electron density
and local plasma volume. The perpendicular and parallel
polytropic indices can be derived as,

γ⊥ = 1 + (γ∗
a − 1)

[
1 +

(
1

kBTe⊥

WM⊥

v⊥∇⊥(lnB)︸ ︷︷ ︸
η⊥

+
1

kBTe⊥

WB⊥

v⊥∇⊥(lnB)︸ ︷︷ ︸
ξ⊥

)]
, (4)

γ∥ = 1 + (γ∗
a − 1)

[
1 +

(
1

kBTe∥

WM∥

v∥∇∥ ln(Ne/B)︸ ︷︷ ︸
η∥

+
1

kBTe∥

WF∥

v∥∇∥ ln(Ne/B)︸ ︷︷ ︸
ξ∥

)]
. (5)

Here, kB is the Boltzmann constant, Te⊥ and Te∥ are the
electron temperatures, v⊥ and v∥ are the fluid velocities
obtained by solving the momentum equation [47], and
WM⊥ and WM∥ represents the direct wave-induced heat-
ing dependent on its local electric field intensity; from
henceforth referred to as wave-induced heating, given by
[51, 52],

WMj =
eE2

1j

me

νhj
ν2hj + (ω − ωcj)2

, (6)

where, E1j is the wave electric field, νhj is the electron-
neutral collision frequency, ωcj is the electron cyclotron
frequency for j →⊥, ∥, ω is the angular wave frequency, e
and me are the electronic charge and mass. The effective
plasma parameters used in the present work are calcu-
lated by integrating over the EEPFs [37, 39], obtained
by the Druyvesteyn technique [53]. The analysis holds
good for regions with rL > rp, rp (= 4 mm) being the
probe tip radius. For regions with rL < rp, Bohm cor-
rection is employed to correct the electron current mea-
sured by the Langmuir probe. This correction adapts the
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Langmuir probe theory for unmagnetized plasma to be
validated for magnetized plasmas [45]. Apart from the
wave-induced heating (cf. Eq. 6) along the perpendicular
and parallel directions, in a guiding center approxima-
tion, two acceleration processes contribute to the kinetic
energy density of electrons: Fermi acceleration due to
the particle motion along the curved field lines in high
B−curvature regions [54, 55] and betatron acceleration
associated with the conservation of magnetic moment
[56] in regions of strong B− gradients [57]. In our case,
rL < |B/∇B| (cf. Table I), and electrons gyrating will
experience curvatures in their trajectories as they tra-
verse through varying magnetic (∇⃗B) field through the
Lorentz force. Moreover, the electrons satisfy the guiding
centre approximation only when the curvature parame-
ter, κ =

√
Rc/rL > 3 [58], where Rc [=((B̂ · ∇⃗)B̂)−1]

is the curvature radius. Experimentally, κ lies between
5−120, implying its applicability. Betatron accelera-
tion increases the perpendicular energy of an electron,
whereas Fermi acceleration enhances electron energy in
the field-aligned direction [59], and the heating rates for
a plasma at steady-state are given by [54–57, 59],

WB⊥ =
Te⊥

B

(
v⃗E · ∇⃗B

)
, (7)

WF∥ =
(
Te∥ +

me

e
v2∥

)
v⃗E ·

(
B̂ · ∇⃗B̂

)
, (8)

where B̂ is the magnetic field unit vector and v⃗E is the
E⃗ × B⃗ drift velocity arising from the total electric field˜⃗
E(r⃗, t) = E⃗0(r⃗)+

˜⃗
E1(r⃗, t), where E⃗0(r⃗) is the electrostatic

field resulting from the gradient of the space potential

and
˜⃗
E1(r⃗, t) is the wave electric field [46]. In the present

experiment,
˜⃗
E ∼= ˜⃗

E1 since |E⃗0| << |˜⃗E1|, and the drift

velocity is primarily governed by
˜⃗
E1. However, situation

may arise where E⃗ ∼= E⃗0 when
˜⃗
E1 is either absent or

weak in comparison to E⃗0. Thus, WB⊥ and WF∥ arise
from the effect of particle drift velocities due to the local
electric and magnetic field.

Radial profiles of γj in the presence of external heat in
the equatorial (θ = 90◦) and polar (θ = 0◦) regions using
Eq. 4 and 5 are plotted in Fig. 3(a)−3(c). In Fig. 3(a)
the polytropic index is nearly adiabatic (γj → γ∗

a and
γ∗
a = 1 + (2(1 + 2α2)/(1 + 4α2)) for electrons with three

degrees of freedom (cf. Eq. 2)) in region I, approaches
adiabatic value in region III and superadiabatic (γj >
γ∗
a) values in region II and IV in the equatorial plane.

However, the adiabatic limit is maintained in the overall
polar region (cf. Fig. 3(b)), which appears to be at odds
with that obtained in the equatorial plane (θ = 90◦)
(cf. Fig. 3(a)) exhibiting superadiabaticity in distinct
localized regions. Furthermore, in the equatorial region,
with N45 grade magnet having slightly lower magnetic
field (characterized by relatively smaller rL and |B/∇⃗B|

(cf. Table I)), electrons behave superadiabatically for r >
6 cm.

To further understand the superadiabatic nature, ra-
dial profiles of the ratio of wave-induced heating to the
work done (η⊥or∥) and Betatron (or Fermi) heating to
the work done (ξ⊥or∥) (cf. Eq. 4 and 5), are plotted
in Fig. 3(d)−3(f) at the same locations and operating
conditions, as in Fig. 3(a)−3(c). The work done by the
electrons along perpendicular and parallel directions is
negative (cf. Eq. 3), and negative work implicates a
plasma compression due to trapping of electrons in the
magnetic field lines, forbidding plasma cooling by expan-
sion. The positive heat supplied to the system (cf. Eq.
6, 7 and 8) and negative work (cf. Eq. 3) indicates that
the system is simultaneously receiving energy from two
different sources − heat and work, resulting in increase in
the internal energy of the system. Moreover, it is clearly
observed that in the equatorial plane ηj < ξj (cf. Fig.
3(d) and 3(f)), whereas in the polar region ηj > ξj (cf.
Fig. 3(e)), and hence betatron and Fermi heating, and
wave-induced heating regulates the γj values at θ = 90◦

and θ = 0◦ respectively. In the equatorial region, near
the magnet (r < 6 cm) ξj << 1 and γj → γ∗

a, and in re-
gions at and beyond r = 6 cm ξj ≥ 1 resulting in γj > γ∗

a

(cf. Fig. 3(a), 3(c), 3(d) and 3(f)). However, at θ = 0◦,
ηj << 1 and γj → γ∗

a (cf. Fig. 3(b) and 3(e)).

Besides, the physics of the work done by the magnetic
field lines can be explained as follows. At θ = 90◦, near
the magnet (r < 6 cm), stronger magnetic field (low
ωp/ωc value as in Table I) acts as a pseudo wall doing
more work on the system in comparison to any heating
(betatron, Fermi, or wave-induced), but as it is not a
physical boundary, so no heat is transferred [7], resulting
in nearly adiabatic plasma. In other regions, the effi-
ciency of the work done by the magnetic field decreases
(ωp/ωc increases rapidly away from the magnet), and be-
tatron (along perpendicular direction) and Fermi (along
parallel direction) heating control the polytropic nature
of plasma.

To assess the relevance of various types of heating with
the superadiabatic behavior of electrons, radial profiles
of the rate of betatron (WB⊥), Fermi (WF∥) and wave-
induced (WMj) heating are shown in Fig. 4 for θ = 0◦

and 90◦. Heating rates due to betatron and Fermi ac-
celeration peak at the regions where the polytropic index
exhibits deviation from the adiabatic index with hot elec-
tron populations, indicating local efficient heating con-
tributing to the total energy of the system. WB⊥ and
WF∥ in the polar region increases towards the weaker
field region and peaks at r ∼ 15− 18 cm (cf. Fig. 4(a)),
whereas WB⊥ and WF∥ in the equatorial region peaks in
unison between 6−12 cm and 16−18 cm (cf. Fig. 4(c))
using N40 grade magnet and with two consecutive peaks
beyond r > 6 cm (cf. Fig. 4(e)) using N45 grade magnet
(having weaker magnetic field strength than N40 grade
magnet (cf. Fig. 2(b))). In the polar region (cf. Fig.
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FIG. 4. Radial profiles of heating rates for θ = 0◦ [(a)−(b)], θ = 90◦ [(c)−(d)] with N40 grade magnet and θ = 90◦ [(e)−(f)]
with N45 grade magnet. Top panel: betatron, WB⊥ (left y-axis) and Fermi, WF∥ (right y-axis) heating rates, bottom panel:
perpendicular (left y-axis) and parallel (right y-axis) wave-induced heating rates, at 1.2 mTorr pressure and 300 W wave power.

4(a) and 4(b)), WM⊥ exceeds WB⊥ by ∼ 102 − 104 (left
y-axis), and WM∥ exceeds WF∥ by ∼ 103 − 106 (right
y-axis). This means that the polar region is dominated
by wave-induced heating and is found to have polytropic
index close to the adiabatic process (γj → γ∗

a). Further-
more, in the equatorial plane, WB⊥/WM⊥ ∼ 102 in P1
and P2, and WF∥/WM∥ ∼ 10 in P1 and P2 for N40 grade
magnet, and for N45 grade magnet both WB⊥/WM⊥ and
WF∥/WM∥ are ∼ 10 in P1 and ∼ 102 in P2. This in-
dicates in the equatorial plane WB⊥ and WF∥ regulate
superadiabaticity along the perpendicular and parallel
directions respectively, and calls for the existence of a
threshold heating for the attainment of superadiabatic-
ity. From the observations, it can be concluded that the
superadiabaticity is an outcome of the governance of be-
tatron and Fermi heating with peaks at same radial lo-
cations (cf. Fig. 4(c) and Fig. 3(a), and Fig. 4(e) and
Fig. 3(c)). It has been verified that a similar correlation
between the superadiabatic nature of plasma associated
with various heating processes and the anisotropic work
done is also observed in hydrogen plasma, but at differ-
ent radial locations (r > 9 cm) and is not shown here.
In regions where wave-induced heating through electron
cyclotron resonance dominates, the plasma electrons be-
have adiabatically (γj → γ∗

a).

In conclusion, this Letter investigates the effect of heat-
ing on the thermodynamics of electrons in the presence of
an electric field and the work done by the magnetic field,
considering the effective dimensionality in an anisotropic
plasma. The experiment demonstrates local regions in

weaker field regime with superadiabatic electrons for the
first time in a laboratory magnetized plasma. Results in-
dicate that the local superadiabatic electrons are due to
heating through betatron and Fermi acceleration along
perpendicular and parallel directions, respectively. The
macroscopic study of the polytropic behavior enables us
to enhance our understanding of the heating mechanisms
in the energy exchange processes. The specific behav-
ior of energy exchange in a superadiabatic system can
vary widely based on the nature of the energy sources,
associated particle drift velocities, the thermodynamical
processes involved, and the system’s characteristics (the
magnetic field confinement, independent of the chamber
shape and size). Therefore, the investigation of power
balance along with the interactions within the system is
necessary for gaining insight into the intricate dynamics
of heat and work in superadiabatic regions, and will be
taken up in the future.
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