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Solar partially ionized plasma is frequently modeled
using single-fluid (1F) or two-fluid (2F) approaches.
In the 1F case, charge-neutral interactions are often
described through ambipolar diffusion, while the 2F
model fully considers charge-neutral drifts. Here,
we expand the definition of the ambipolar diffusion
coefficient to include inelastic collisions (ion/rec)
in two cases: a VAL3C 1D model and a 2F
simulations of the Rayleigh-Taylor instability (RTI)
in a solar prominence thread based on (1; 2). On
one side, we evaluate the relative importance of the
inelastic contribution, compared to elastic and charge-
exchange collisions. On the other side, we compare the
contributions of ion/rec, thermal pressure, viscosity,
and magnetic forces to the charge-neutral drift
velocity of the turbulent flow of the RTI. Our analysis
reveals that the contribution of inelastic collisions to
the ambipolar diffusion coefficient is negligible across
the chromosphere, allowing the classical definition
of this coefficient to be safely used in 1F modeling.
However, in the transition region, the contribution of
inelastic collisions can become as significant as that of
elastic collisions. Furthermore, we ascertain that the
thermal pressure force predominantly influences the
charge-neutral drifts in the RTI model, surpassing the
impact of the magnetic force.
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1. Introduction
Solar atmospheric plasma is mainly composed of hydrogen (∼ 73.5%) and helium (∼ 25%), with
small traces of heavier elements such as oxygen, carbon, iron, and neon (3). Roughly estimating
the ionization fraction from Saha’s equation in solar conditions, it follows that hydrogen is almost
fully ionized for temperatures above 104 K (4). The solar corona, with temperatures of the order
of 106 K, is expected to be fully ionized, while the solar chromosphere and photosphere, with
temperatures in the range between 103 and 104 K, are expected to be partially ionized.

Although a plasma can be composed of many species with very distinct physical properties
such as ions, electrons, or neutrals of different chemical elements, for phenomena with
characteristic temporal scales longer than collision time scales between all its components, the
plasma behaves as a single fluid (see e.g., 5; 6; 7). The most extended model for the description
of the fully collisionally coupled solar plasma is the ideal magnetohydrodynamics (ideal MHD).
It succeeds in explaining large-scale phenomena such as magneto-convection, waves, sunspot
structure, and dynamics, among others, (8; 9). Despite its achievements, additional physics needs
to be taken into account to understand phenomena at smaller temporal and spatial scales.

The most popular extensions of the ideal MHD for partially ionized plasmas are the so-called
single-fluid (1F), two-fluid (2F), or multi-fluid (MF) approaches. The 1F approach considers all
the plasma components moving together with a single center of mass velocity, but allowing for
small drifts among the components. In this case, the generalized Ohm’s law relates the electric
and magnetic field through the center of mass velocity of the whole plasma, which deviates
from the velocities of charges, leading to non-ideal effects (7; 10; 11; 12). In the 2F approach,
frequently, but not exclusively, the charged particles (ions and electrons) are grouped in a single
fluid, and all neutral components form another fluid. Now, the generalized Ohm’s law naturally
uses the center of mass velocity of charges as a reference. From this one, the expression for the
1F case can be derived by changing the system of reference for velocity (5; 6; 7; 13; 14). A direct
evaluation of the conditions of the solar upper photosphere and chromosphere, suggests that
the leading term in the 1F Ohm’s law is the ambipolar diffusion, followed by the modified Hall
effect and Biermann battery effect (6; 10; 11; 15; 16). The 1F drift velocity, obtained by combining
the 2F momentum equations for charges and neutrals exhibits contributions from the magnetic
force, thermal pressure gradient force, and a smaller contribution from the ion-electron drift,
proportional to the electron mass (5; 6; 17). The latter is frequently neglected together with the
force derived from ionization/recombination.

Many authors include non-ideal effects derived from the presence of neutrals into their
analysis to account for heating or multi-scale physics in the multi-fluid approximation (see e.g.,
1; 6; 7; 14; 18; 19; 20; 21; 22; 23, to name a few). Several of those works additionally consider
other non-ideal effects such as neutral viscosity, heat flux, or thin radiative losses. In an ongoing
debate, (24) and (25) questioned the MHD approach for describing magnetic field-related wave
modes (fast magneto-acoustic modes or Alfvén modes) in the photosphere of the quiet Sun due
to extremely low ionization fraction. In (25) the authors concluded that a three-fluid model (for
electrons, ions, and neutrals) has to be applied in the photosphere, and that the medium would
only support acoustic modes in each fluid. Contrary to that, (26) showed that in a strongly
collisionally-coupled photosphere the propagation of Alfvén waves is supported by both, neutral
and charged fluids.

In this work, we focus on the interaction between neutrals and charges (ions + electrons),
by both elastic and inelastic collisions. In the first group, neutrals and charges are modeled to
collide as hard spheres. Resonant charge exchange (CX) processes are included as elastic collisions
as well. In the second group, radiative and collisional ionization/recombination processes
are accounted for. The expression for the ambipolar diffusion coefficient frequently omits the
contribution from inelastic collisions. Hence, one of the motivations of the present work is to
provide more general expressions for both the ambipolar coefficient and the 1F drift velocity,
including the inelastic contributions and to evaluate their importance in the typical conditions
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of the solar chromosphere and prominence plasma. Inelastic collisions, alongside the elastic ones
can exchange momentum between neutrals and charges. Therefore, they should be able to modify
the relative velocity of the species. In many solar applications, CX collisions are also omitted,
considering only the hard sphere collisions. However, omitting CX interaction in hydrogen
plasmas is not well justified since it is the dominant collisional momentum transfer mechanism
(27; 28). For example, (29) in their study of neutral support against gravity in solar prominences,
found that CX collisions were three times more efficient than the hard sphere collisions in keeping
the neutrals from falling.

Previous studies have incorporated inelastic collisions to examine various dynamical processes
within partially ionized solar plasmas, encompassing phenomena like waves, shocks, instabilities,
and reconnection. The authors of (30) were the first to include ionization/recombination processes
into the modeling of propagation of magneto-acoustic waves through the gravitationally stratified
solar atmosphere. Their main conclusion was that ionization/recombination imbalance affects
the initial thermodynamic structure of the atmosphere, resulting in a slight modification of the
wave periods with height. Similarly, in line with (30), (31) observed that the initial equilibrium
undergoes modification when chemical equilibrium is considered. This alteration leads to
a more pronounced decoupling between charges and neutrals. Conversely, when the initial
equilibrium is fixed, (32) demonstrated that ionization imbalance tends to increase the collisional
coupling between charges and neutrals for slow magneto-acoustic and Alfvén waves. Moreover,
(33) discovered that due to effectively enhanced coupling, ionization-recombination processes
stabilize current sheets and dampen their dynamics, subsequently reducing reconnection rates
during the coalescence instability. Accounting for inelastic processes was shown to non-trivially
change the substructure of shocks, and post-shock regions, therefore affecting the charge-
neutral decoupling over the shock fronts (34). Ionization imbalance was also included in the
simulations of Rayleigh-Taylor instability (RTI) in (1; 2), revealing the creation of an over-ionized
layer surrounding falling drops. However, aside from this effect, no significant influence on
charge-neutral decoupling was observed.

Apart from the influence of the inelastic processes into the decoupling, we are also interested
in evaluating the relevance of the thermal pressure function, which accounts for the differences
in the pressure gradients of the charged and neutral fluids. Although this term has already been
formally included in previous derivations of 1F models for partially ionized plasmas (5; 6; 17; 35),
it has been usually neglected in applications to solar plasmas. Nonetheless, some works such
as (36; 37) have retained it in studies of oscillations in prominences. As mentioned by (5) and
(38), the thermal pressure function can be safely neglected in both the limits of weakly and
strongly ionized plasmas and in cold plasmas, with its effect being larger for the intermediate
range of ionization fraction. More specifically, the direct calculation of (6), using a simulated
realistic model of solar magneto-convection, and a semi-empirical model of a sunspot, showed
that the contribution of the thermal pressure term to the generalized Ohm’s law is negligible
in comparison to other processes such as ambipolar diffusion and Hall’s effect. Unlike that, (2)
studied the force balance in the 2F simulations of the Rayleigh-Taylor instability (RTI) at a smooth
transition between solar prominence thread and corona, and noticed the large importance of the
pressure gradients in balancing the charge-neutral friction force. Here, we are going to investigate
the same scenario as (1; 2) but we are going to focus on the impact of the thermal pressure function
on the drift velocities from the perspective of a single-fluid model.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce the motion equations and all
the elastic and inelastic collisions considered. In Section 3, the expression for the charge-neutral
drift velocity, including both elastic and inelastic collisions, is obtained. The importance of each
contribution to the drift velocity is evaluated under two different conditions: in Section 4, we
explore a model of the quiet Sun in statistical equilibrium (SE), and in Section 5 we analyse two 2F
simulations of the RTI in a prominence thread which include ionization/recombination imbalance
(this will be generically referred to non-equilibrium, or NEQ, through the paper). Finally, the
conclusions are presented in Section 6.



4

royalsocietypublishing.org/journal/rsta
P

hil.
Trans.

R
.S

oc.
A

0000000
..........................................................................

2. 2F hydrogen plasma model
We start our discussion by presenting the reference model for our plasma description. For
simplicity, we restrict ourselves to a pure hydrogen plasma, although it can be straightforward
to extend it to a more general case. The discussion follows from the set of equations of mass
balance (6; 39)

∂ρn
∂t

+∇ · (ρnu⃗n) = Sn, (2.1a)

∂ρc
∂t

+∇ · (ρcu⃗c) = Sc, (2.1b)

and momentum balance
∂

∂t
(ρnu⃗n) +∇ · (ρnu⃗n ⊗ u⃗n + p̂n) = ρng⃗ + R⃗n, (2.2a)

∂

∂t
(ρcu⃗c) +∇ · (ρcu⃗c ⊗ u⃗c + p̂c + p̂m) = ρcg⃗ + R⃗c, (2.2b)

for the neutrals and charges, respectively 1. Here, ρn,c is density, u⃗n,c the center of mass velocity
and p̂n,c the stress tensor. Two external forces are included: gravity through the term proportional
to the gravitational acceleration g⃗ and the electromagnetic force through the divergence of the
magnetic stress tensor p̂m. Energy balance equations and induction equation are not provided as
they are not needed for the current discussion, but they can be found e.g., in (40).

The coupling between the fluids is set by the collisional terms Sn,c and R⃗n,c in mass and
momentum equations, respectively. The R⃗n,c terms account for the sum of the contributions of
hard sphere collisions, resonant CX, and ionization/recombination, while the Sn,c terms account
only for ionization/recombination.

The particular expressions of the collisional terms for each kind of interaction are given later in
Sections 2(a), (b), and (c), respectively. The coupling terms R⃗n,c, describe the momentum transfer
due to the interaction between neutrals and charges. If the components are highly coupled by
collisions, the plasma moves as a whole. On another extreme, if the exchange of momentum or
energy over the characteristic scales (either temporal or spatial) becomes inefficient due to the
lack of coupling, then differences in the motion of the components arise. The R⃗n,c terms can be
split into elastic (if mass, momentum, and energy are conserved) or inelastic (if at least one of the
former quantities is not conserved).

The components of the stress tensor for each fluid α∈ {n, c} are defined as

p̂αij = pαδ̂ij −
pα
ναα

(
∂uαi
∂xj

+
∂uαj
∂xi

)
, (2.3)

pα =
ρα

µ̃αmH
kBTα, (2.3a)

ναβ = nβ
mβ

mα +mβ
σ̃αβ

√
v2Tα + v2Tβ , (2.3b)

where δ̂ij is Kronecker’s delta, kB is Boltzmann’s constant, mH is hydrogen mass, µ̃n = 1 and
µ̃c = 0.5 are the average mean molecular weights of neutrals and charges, Tα is the temperature,
ναβ is the collisional frequency, nβ and mβ are the number density and mass of species β, mα is
the mass of species α, and σ̃αβ is the collisional cross-section. Only self-collisions are considered
in the definition of the stress tensor, so β = α. The thermal speed is introduced as

vTα =

√
8kBTα
πmα

. (2.4)

The first term on the right-hand side of Eq. (2.3) is the pressure tensor, which is isotropic for an
ideal gas. The second term is the viscous tensor. For coherency, similar to (5) and other authors,
we consider the plasma to be weakly compressible, so the term proportional to the velocity
1We denote the outer product as ‘⊗’.
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divergence is neglected. Note that neglecting compressibility in the definition of the viscous
tensor makes it inappropriate for studies of acoustic waves and shocks. The viscous coefficients
ηα = pα/ναα are taken from (41) and (39), assuming that frequencies of self-collision are much
larger than those of collisions with other species and the gyrofrequencies. Following (39; 41) we do
not consider electron viscosity contribution into the charges viscosity. The cross-sections related
to self-collisions are taken as σ̃nn = 7.73× 10−19 m2 and σ̃cc =

4
3 lnΛπ e4

(4πϵ0kBTc)2
(41), where e

is the elementary charge and ϵ0 is the vacuum permittivity2. The Coulomb logarithm, lnΛ, for
temperatures Tc < 50 eV is given by

lnΛ= 23.4− 1.15 logne + 3.45 log Tc, (2.5)

with the electron number density ne = nc/2 given in cm−3 and Tc in eV (5). Further details about
the cross-sections are presented in Appendix A.

Regarding the description of magnetic forces, we introduce the magnetic tensor as

p̂m =
B2

2µ0
Î − 1

µ0
B⃗ ⊗ B⃗, (2.6)

where B⃗ is the magnetic field vector, µ0 is the vacuum magnetic permeability and Î is the (3× 3)
identity matrix.

As shown by Eqs. (2.2a) and (2.2b), both fluids are not affected by the same forces. For instance,
the charged fluid directly feels the action of the magnetic field whilst the neutral fluid does not,
which leads to differences in the evolution of each fluid. This kinetic decoupling can be described
in terms of the difference in the charges and neutral velocities, that is, drift velocity, given by
w⃗= u⃗c − u⃗n. The following sections discuss the 1F approximation to the drift velocity, comparing
different contributors into its mathematical expression.

(a) Hard sphere collisions
Elastic collisions between plasma components (e.g., neutral-neutral, neutral-ion, neutral-electron,
electron-ion, ...) are one of the dominant coupling mechanisms in the lower solar atmosphere
(see, e.g., Figure 1a in 6). They can be modeled as hard sphere collisions, so the cross-section is a
constant that only depends on the size of the particles (13). For a hydrogen plasma the momentum
transfer terms due to elastic collisions are given by (5; 18; 39; 42),

R⃗elastic
n = αρcρn(u⃗c − u⃗n) =−R⃗elastic

c , (2.7)

with the collisional parameter

α(T )≈ 1

2mH

√
v2Tc + v2Tnσ̃pn, (2.8)

defined in such a way that

νcn = αρn, (2.9a)

νnc = αρc, (2.9b)

with σ̃pn = 1.0× 10−18 m2 being the proton-neutral cross-section taken from (24). The correctness
of taking this value is discussed in Section 2(c) below. The definition of the collisional parameter
given by Eq. (2.8) assumes that drift velocities are smaller than thermal speeds (43). It also
neglects the contribution of collisions with electrons, since it is a factor of

√
me smaller than the

contribution of collisions with protons (where me denotes the electron mass). The last equality in
Eq. (2.7) is the consequence of the momentum conservation.

2Note that a different value is stated in (39), σ̃nn = 2.1 × 10−18 m2, which is a typo. The same cross section as in (41) is used
in the actual computations presented here.
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(b) Ionization and recombination
In this section, we focus on the ionization/recombination processes for the case of pure hydrogen
plasma. Following (6), and neglecting the momentum carried by photons, the momentum transfer
terms are given by

R⃗inelastic
l =mH

N∑
k̸=l

(nku⃗kPkl − nlu⃗lPlk), (2.10)

where the sub-indices l,k go from 1 to the number of energy levels N, ordered from the ground
level up to the most energetic one; Plk is the rate of the processes that populate the level k from
level l, accounting for both collisional, Clk, and radiative ones, Rlk (Plk =Clk +Rlk). For the case
of the hydrogen atom considered here, protons have the highest energy level, l = N, and neutrals
have levels l = {1, ...N− 1}. By assuming that all the neutrals move at the same velocity u⃗l =

u⃗n, ∀l ∈ {1,N− 1}, and neglecting the drift velocity between electrons and protons (u⃗c = u⃗p = u⃗e
= u⃗N), the inelastic momentum exchange for the neutrals becomes,

R⃗inelastic
n =

N−1∑
l

R⃗inelastic
l = ρcu⃗cP

rec − ρnu⃗nP
ion, (2.11)

where ρn =
∑N−1

l ρl. Formally, the recombination term must be proportional to the proton mass
density, however, since protons are more massive than electrons, and there are the same number
of them, ρN =mHnN ≈ ρc. The rates in Eq. (2.11) are given by

P rec =

N−1∑
l

PNl, (2.12a)

P ion =
1

ρn

N−1∑
l

ρlPlN. (2.12b)

Based on the previous assumptions, the bound-bound (b-b) transitions, which take place
between different excitation states within the same ionization state, are not going to lead to
net momentum exchange (6). Therefore, the recombination and ionization processes are the only
contributions. All of those simplifications allow us to compact the notation in (2.11). Furthermore,
as exchanging momentum between hydrogen charges and neutrals is the only possibility, it
follows that,

R⃗inelastic
n =−R⃗inelastic

c , (2.13)

which means that the momentum is conserved in the ionization and recombination processes.
Moreover, the source terms in the mass balance equations (Eqs. (2.1a), (2.1b)) are

Sn = ρcP
rec − ρnP

ion =−Sc. (2.14)

In the case Sn = 0, the ionization and recombination processes are in balance, leading to SE
conditions. In a general situation, ionization and recombination processes are out of balance,
Sn ̸= 0, leading to NEQ. The role of NEQ for the charge-neutral drift velocity is going to be
discussed later.

(c) Resonant CX collisions
Charge exchange is a process in which at least one electron is transferred from one of the
colliding particles to the other. Here, we focus on the case of CX collisions between atoms
of different ionization state but the same chemical species, although they can occur between
different chemical species. If the relative microscopic velocity gα,β = |v⃗α − v⃗β | between the two
colliding particles can be considered much smaller than their typical velocities (gα,β ≪ u⃗α, u⃗β),
the transitions between the excited states of close energy, say ∆E, are the most probable (44).
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Moreover, if the particles obtained as a result of a CX collision are the same as before, as it is in
the case of a pure hydrogen plasma,

H+ +H→H+H+, (2.15)

the gap of energy is ∆E = 0. This kind of process is referred to as ‘resonant’. In general, charge
exchange processes are inelastic, but in the particular case of the resonant ones, they fulfil all the
conditions of the elastic collisions.

As it is shown in Figure 1(b) of (27) and Figure A3.5 of (28), resonant CX collisions dominate
over hard sphere collisions in the charge-neutral momentum transfer of hydrogen plasmas (45).
Whilst the hard sphere collisions occur more frequently, resonant CX ones are more efficient in
transferring momentum (46). Most of the expressions for modelling the resonant CX contribution
in solar literature come from the studies of interaction of solar wind with interplanetary gas (47),
where collisions take place at very high energies (T ≫ 1eV). This can be the case of the solar
corona or the transition region, but for the chromosphere and photosphere, where the collisional
energies are lower, these expressions should be applied with caution (24; 27).

At low energies, the rigorous treatment of CX collisions becomes specially tricky for resonant
events. In this situation, it is not possible to distinguish if the outcoming particles come from
a hard sphere or a resonant CX collision due to a significative interference between these
mechanisms. This way, it cannot be said, e.g., if the outcoming neutral was the incoming one
or the incoming ion so, in this sense, particles become indistinguishable. Although both processes
cannot be distinguished by the scattering angle or projectile energy, colliding particles can be
labelled by their spin (27). In the works (24; 27), the authors computed the cross-section of the
elastic collisions as the coherent sum of both processes (resonant CX and hard sphere collisions),
by applying the spin statistics. They found that in the case of low energies (T ≪ 1eV), the total
cross-section shows oscillations due to the quantum interference and that the magnitude of the
cross-section is larger than for high energies. In the case of high energies, the classical limit
is recovered, and particles coming from the hard sphere and resonant CX collisions become
distinguishable. This means that the total cross-section can be computed as the incoherent sum of
both the processes, i.e., the sum of the cross-sections. Regarding the momentum exchange rates
presented in Section 2.(a), this classical limit leads to the inclusion of an additional term in the
collisional parameter α, Eq. (2.8), which we show later.

The approach based on the distinguishable particles has been widely used in the solar 2F
literature (e.g., 14; 18; 19; 39). It has the advantage that both hard spheres and CX processes can be
simply added by separate. However, it should be noted that its validity is restricted to the regions
with higher collisional energies, as e.g., transition region and the corona. For lower layers, this
approach leads to underestimation of the coupling between neutral and ionized hydrogen by a
factor somewhat below 10 (24).

It has to be noted that in some works (e.g., 1; 45) the value of the cross-section from (24)
(corrected for CX) was used as if it was the one for solely hard sphere collisions, i.e. σ̃pn =

1× 10−18 m2 (see Section (a)). However, this value contains the coherent sum of both hard
sphere and CX collisional cross sections. Therefore, works (1; 45) counted the CX collisions twice,
overestimating the coupling. While this is not consistent, this error is within a typical range of
precision of determination of collisional cross sections. To be consistent with the simulations
shown in section 5, we keep using σ̃pn = 1× 10−18 m2 for the hard sphere collisions, keeping
in mind that a more consistent option would be to use the value of σ̃pn = 5× 10−19 m2 (11; 48),
where the contribution of the CX is removed from the elastic momentum transfer cross-section,
and then adding the CX terms separately.

To the best of our knowledge, collisional integrals consistent with (24) cross-sections are still
a matter of discussion. There exist recent efforts in the context of solar physics for more rigorous
calculations of the cross-sections. For example, in (49) the authors took the quadratic sum of the
momentum transfer cross-sections of the hard sphere and CX collisions, but they point out that it
is not fully consistent with (24) calculations.
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For the purposes of this work, we are going to consider the distinguishable approach, so the
hard sphere and the resonant CX collisions are going to be added as separate terms to the full
elastic collisional term. Thus, instead of α, we use αeff = α+ αCX in Eq. (2.7), with the expression
for αCX given below. In addition, we are going to use the assumption of small drifts, w/vTα ≪ 1,
(which has already been applied in the definition of the hard sphere collisional parameter), so the
CX collisional parameter (39) can be reduced to

αCX =
1

mn
(V CX

0 + V CX
1n + V CX

1p )σ̃CX. (2.16)

As result, the terms V CX
0 , V CX

1n , and V CX
1p are functions of the thermal speeds only, given by

V CX
0 ≈

√
v2Tn + v2Tp, (2.16a)

V CX
1n ≈ v2Tn

(
64

π2
v2Tp + 9v2Tn

)−0.5

, (2.16b)

V CX
1p ≈ v2Tp

(
64

π2
v2Tn + 9v2Tp

)−0.5

, (2.16c)

and σ̃CX is the charge exchange cross-section, computed as

σ̃CX ≈ 1.12× 10−18 − 1

2
× 7.15× 10−20 ln(v2Tn + v2Tp), [m2]. (2.16d)

The fact that the parameter αCX presented here is independent of w is going to be useful for
the discussion in the next Section, in which we are going to obtain an expression for the 1F drift
velocity.

3. Drift velocity and ambipolar diffusion coefficient
In the single-fluid (1F) formalism, the interaction between charges and neutrals is described
by a series of non-ideal terms in the generalized Ohm’s law. The derivation of the Ohm’s law
requires an expression for the drift velocity. In the 1F approach, this expression is necessarily an
approximation since the individual charges and neutral velocities are not evolved. In order to
derive the generalized Ohm’s law here, we follow the steps of (6).

We first introduce the density fraction of charges, ξc, and neutrals, ξn, as:

ξc + ξn =
ρc
ρ

+
ρn
ρ

= 1, (3.1)

where ρ= ρc + ρn. Then we multiply (2.2b) by ξn and (2.2a) by ξc and compute the difference
between both equations, obtaining

ξn

[
∂

∂t
(ρcu⃗c) +∇ · (ρcu⃗c ⊗ u⃗c)

]
− ξc

[
∂

∂t
(ρnu⃗n) +∇ · (ρnu⃗n ⊗ u⃗n)

]
=

−ξn∇ · p̂m − G⃗− αeffρnρcw⃗ − ρcu⃗cP
rec + ρnu⃗nP

ion,

(3.2)

where αeff = α+ αCX accounts for the hard sphere and resonant CX collisions and

G⃗= ξn∇ · p̂c − ξc∇ · p̂n, (3.3)

is the thermal pressure gradient function (5).
The 1F velocity of the center of mass of neutrals and charges is introduced as,

u⃗=
ρnu⃗n + ρcu⃗c

ρn + ρc
. (3.4)
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Given this definition, we can introduce the drift velocity of the neutral and charged species with
respect to the center of mass velocity of the whole fluid,

u⃗n − u⃗= u⃗n − ρnu⃗n + ρcu⃗c
ρn + ρc

=−ξcw⃗, (3.5a)

u⃗c − u⃗= u⃗c −
ρnu⃗n + ρcu⃗c

ρn + ρc
= ξnw⃗, (3.5b)

and use them to substitute individual velocities, u⃗n and u⃗c, in favor of w⃗ and u⃗ in Eq. (3.2).
By neglecting the left hand side terms in Eq. (3.2), which is reasonable for processes slower than
the collisional time scales, see (6; 50), we obtain an approximate expression for the drift velocity

w⃗1F = η̃A[−ξn∇ · p̂m − G⃗− Snu⃗], (3.6)

where a small term proportional to the current density, J⃗ , multiplied by electron mass, me, has
not been included, compared to the equation (133) in (6). To simplify the discussion below, we
labeled this approximate drift velocity as w⃗1F. The coefficient in front of the square brackets in
Eq. (3.6), η̃A, is proportional to the ambipolar diffusion coefficient, ηA = η̃Aξ

2
nB

2, and is equal to,

η̃A =
1

αeffρnρc + ρcξnPrec + ρnξcPion
, (3.7)

There are two modifications in comparison with the usual expressions for the drift velocity and
ambipolar diffusion coefficient, namely

• The coefficient η̃A depends on the elastic collisions as well as on the inelastic ones.
• Apart from the usual magnetic drift (mainly referred to as the ambipolar one) and the

thermal pressure gradient function drift (6; 7), there is a new drift component due to the
inelastic collisions if the plasma is out of statistical equilibrium (i.e. if Sn ̸= 0).

In order to evaluate the importance of the inelastic component into the ambipolar coefficient, it is
useful to introduce the ratio

ε=
ρcξnP

rec + ρnξcP
ion

αeffρnρc
. (3.8)

The drift velocity w⃗1F defined in Eq. (3.6), depends on the vector G⃗, which is a function
of the stress tensors (Eq. 2.3) and, therefore, of the derivatives of the individual charges and
neutral velocities, if viscosity is considered. Thus, further approximations are needed in order
to consistently use Eq. (3.6) in the 1F case. A reasonable assumption is to consider that w≪ un,c,
so ∂uαi

∂xj
≈ ∂ui

∂xj
. This way, the drift velocity can be computed from Eq. (3.6) if viscosity is taken into

account.
In the sections below, we compare the contribution of elastic and inelastic effects, and of the

pressure gradient function onto the drift velocity under different conditions.

4. Comparison under SE conditions
In this section, we consider the VAL3C 1D model atmosphere of the quiet Sun (3). It spans
from the photosphere to the base of the corona. From the model we adopt the height profiles
of temperature, T , the total number density of hydrogen, nH, and the electron number density
ne.

Figure 1 shows the temperature and the hydrogen ionization fraction (ξc = ni/(nn + ni)) of
the model atmosphere as functions of the logarithm of the continuum optical depth at 500 nm,
τ5. The ionization fraction is computed using the MULTI code (51), which solves the radiative
transfer equation (RTE) together with the rate equations (Eq. 2.1a and 2.1b, but in terms of nα)
assuming statistical equilibrium (SE), for a given model atom. Only hydrogen populations are
computed to be consistent with the radiation field, whereas the other chemical species are just
contributing to the opacity. The code provides populations for each atomic level, in addition to
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the corresponding radiative and collisional transition rates (52). For the present work, we consider
a hydrogen model atom of 5 + 1 levels, with 5 bound levels and one ionized state, i.e., protons.
We then computed hydrogen populations using either the solution from MULTI (i.e. SE for the
rate equations and NLTE conditions for the radiation field), or the populations from the first
iteration step, corresponding to the LTE conditions for the radiation field. We will refer to the
first computation as SE, and to the second one as LTE. As expected, under given conditions, Fig.
1 shows that hydrogen is almost fully ionized in the region of log τ5 <−6 and temperatures of
T ≳ 6× 103 K; then, the ionization fraction drastically decreases in the intermediate region of
log τ5 and low temperatures, and finally starts to increase again for larger values of the optical
depth. SE case (dashed-dotted line in Fig. 1) gives larger hydrogen ionization fractions around
the temperature minimum, and lower ones higher in the chromosphere, compared to the LTE
case (dashed line).

In SE conditions, the collisional terms of the continuity equations, Eqs. (2.1a) and (2.1b), are
Sn = Sc = 0. Consequently, the term of the drift velocity related to the inelastic collisions, that
is, the last term of Eq. (3.6), is set to zero. However, the contribution of inelastic collisions to
η̃A, Eq. 3.7, remains. In order to estimate the magnitude of the correction with respect to the
usual ambipolar coefficient, we compare in Figure 2 the momentum transfer frequencies of the
different processes (elastic and CX collisions, ionization and recombination) as functions of log τ5.
Alongside, Figure 3 shows the ratio of the inelastic to the elastic terms defined by Eq. (3.8).

According to Fig. 2, the charge-neutral collision frequencies, νcn and νCX
cn , and the

recombination rate, P rec, decrease as the optical depth decreases, which can be related to the
drop of total plasma density as we move up in the atmosphere. In the case of elastic collisions, the
frequencies are proportional both to the densities and to the square root of the temperatures, as
shown by Eq. (2.3b). Since the temperature increases with height at the upper layers of this model
atmosphere, the observed behaviour of the collision frequencies is explained by the exponential
decrease of density. In the case of the recombination rate, it is not straightforward to talk about the
role of the temperature as the radiation is not in equilibrium with the plasma. Nevertheless, in this
case, the rates are also proportional to the density. The neutral-charge collision frequencies, νcn
and νCX

cn , follow a similar behaviour, although they exhibit respective minima around log τ5 ∼
−3.5, caused by the extremely low ionization fraction that is present around the minimum of
temperature (as shown in Fig. 1). The ionization rate has its highest values at the top of the
atmosphere, where the temperature is higher, and at the bottom, for large densities. In contrast, it
becomes negligible in comparison with the other frequencies as the temperature drops. Moreover,
although the profiles for hard sphere and charge exchange collisions seem to overlap, a closer
inspection reveals that for the former processes, the frequency is larger. Apparently, this is not
in agreement with the discussion in Section 2(c), where it was stated that resonant CX collisions
dominate over hard sphere interactions in hydrogen plasmas. The reason for this discrepancy
is that we computed the hard spheres and resonant CX collisions following (1; 2) which, as we
discussed, is not the most appropriate approximation. Also, it should be noted that while hard
sphere cross-section is constant, the one for resonant CX decreases with temperature. Regarding
the ionization and recombination processes, it can be seen that the recombination rate is larger for
most of the range of log τ5, but it is orders of magnitude smaller than the ionization rate in the
upper layers of the atmosphere. Finally, the comparison of the frequencies of elastic (including
CX) and inelastic collisions shows that, except for the upper transition region, elastic collisions
dominate the coupling between the species.

In Figure 3 we show the inelastic to elastic ratio ε computed assuming either the LTE or SE
populations of hydrogen. The two functions are nearly identical up to the chromosphere where
they split as the LTE one is governed by the local temperature rise. Nevertheless, in both cases
ε≪ 1 for almost the entire range of optical depths studied here. Only for values of log τ5 smaller
than −6.5 in the LTE case or −7.2 in the SE case, the contribution of inelastic collisions produces
a ratio ε > 0.1. This leads to the conclusion that the role of the inelastic collisions in modifying
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the ambipolar diffusion coefficient is rather small. Consequently, the classical definition of the
ambipolar coefficient can be safely used over the photosphere and the chromosphere of the Sun.

5. Comparison under coronal NEQ conditions
The analysis above gives an estimation of the impact of the inelastic collisions onto the ambipolar
diffusion coefficient. However, it does not allow us to evaluate the component of the drift velocity
that appears under NEQ conditions, given by the last term of Eq. (3.6), since the analysis was
performed assuming SE, when Sn = 0. In order to assess its influence on the drift velocity, we
used 2.5D two-fluid simulations of Rayleigh-Taylor Instability (RTI) computed by (1; 2; 53). We
analyzed two simulations with the parameters identical to those listed in Table 1 of (1; 2) with
the labels P and L2 (these labels are related to the configuration of magnetic field, as explained
below), but with 4 times more spatial resolution, as in (23; 53).

A solar prominence thread was simulated in a 2.5D configuration with a magnetic field
either perpendicular to the perturbation plane (for the P case) or sheared with respect to this
plane by 1 degree over a distance of Ls =L0/2, where L0 = 1 Mm (1). In the first case, the
development of the instability is essentially unaffected by the magnetic forces, whilst in the
second case, there is a component of the magnetic field in the perturbation plane affecting the
RTI cutoff, the development of the structures and the force balance. The initial configuration,
adopted from (54), assumes a smooth transition between a partially ionized prominence thread,
with temperature about 104 K and ionization fraction ξc ≈ 0.09, and almost fully ionized corona,
with temperature about 2× 105 K. The simulations took into account hard sphere, resonant
CX and ionization/recombination collisions between hydrogen neutrals and charges, viscosity,
and neutral thermal conduction. Only collisions and viscosity are discussed here because they
play a role in the 1F momentum equation given by Eq. (3.2). It is important to mention for the
following discussions that the model for viscosity applied by (1; 2; 53) taken from (5) has been
derived assuming strongly collisionally coupled plasma and the viscosity coefficient (given by
Eq. (A9) in (39)) diverges in corona due to its low density (55). In order to avoid unrealistic large
values, the maximum value of the dynamic viscosity coefficient of the neutral fluid was limited
to max(ηn/ρn) = 6.25× 107 m2 s−1. The ionization/recombination rates are computed in the
coronal approximation, following (56), assuming that ionization is produced by electron impact
and recombination is spontaneous. Initial conditions are set to be close to the magnetohydrostatic
equilibrium and SE is not satisfied (Sn ̸= 0), so NEQ effects will be present from the beginning.
With the development of the instability, (23) noted that the ionization imbalance in the course of
RTI leads to the creation of a layer of an overionized plasma surrounding the drops and spikes.

In the non-linear phase, when bubbles and spikes appear (1), the RTI leads to the development
of a turbulent flow with abundant complex small-scale structures. For the present study, we have
selected a snapshot corresponding to a stationary stage in the non-linear regime of the instability.
Using this snapshot we computed, on the one hand, the drift velocity by directly subtracting the
charge and neutral velocities from the simulations, and, on the other hand, the contributions to
the drift velocity by the different forces according to Eq. (3.6). Horizontal and vertical components
of the drift velocity turned out to show a similar range of values. Here we focus our analysis on
the vertical component, which allows us to assess the role of gravitational stratification.

Figure 4 shows colour maps of the “true” vertical drift velocity from the simulations together
with its contributions: w⃗amb is the drift associated with the magnetic field, i.e., the drift due to the
ambipolar diffusion, w⃗ideal

G is the drift due to the ideal part of the thermal pressure function, w⃗visc
G

is the drift due to the viscous part, and w⃗NEQ is the one due to the ionization/recombination in
NEQ conditions. Panels a) and f) of Fig. 4 show that the largest drifts are located at the contours
of the structures, with values reaching ±3 km s−1 in the P case, and ±2 km s−2 in the L2 case
(note that, for visualization purposes, the colour map is saturated at lower values, ±1 and ±0.5

km s−1, respectively). Typical velocities of both fluids are of the order of 101 km s−1 in both cases
(2) so, the drifts are of the order of ∼ 5− 10% of the flow velocities. Therefore, the coupling is not
so strong in those regions.
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The comparison of the panels of Fig. 4 shows that in both simulations the drift velocity is
dominated by the thermal pressure contribution. In particular, the ideal part of w⃗ideal

G (that is, the
part related to the scalar pressure), shown at at panels c) and h), is practically indistinguishable
from the “true” drift velocity map. Depending on the locations, contributions by magnetic
pressure or viscous forces gain importance in the L2 case, while their relative contribution remains
small in the P case. The histograms in Fig. 5 point in the same direction. They show that for
small drift values, both ambipolar and thermal pressure gradient term contributions are similar.
However, the thermal pressure term, and not the ambipolar term, is responsible for producing
the largest values of the drifts manifested as tails of the histogram.

Perhaps surprisingly, we found the ambipolar contribution to play a secondary role in the
creation of the drifts. In many cases in the literature, the drift velocity is approximated by the
ambipolar term, i.e., magnetic forces produce the difference in motion between charges and
neutrals, accounting successfully for heating and decoupling effects (see, e.g. 7; 10; 11; 12).
This approach has been justified for the case of magneto-convection simulations, or for a semi-
empirical sunspot model atmosphere till chromospheric heights in (6), by a direct evaluation of
the thermal pressure function, see their Figures 8, 9. Here we show that in the conditions of the
RTI, such an approach has to be taken with caution. Noting that the RTI is mainly a hydrodynamic
process, it could be expected that the contributions related to the hydrodynamic pressures are
going to dominate the drifts. Due to the particular conditions in the current experiment, the out-
of-plane magnetic field configuration removes (in the P case) or decreases (in the L2 case) the
influence of the magnetic forces compared to the hydrodynamic ones. While this situation is
rather peculiar, it nevertheless could be representative for flows perpendicular to the magnetic
field caused either by RTI or other processes in a 3D volume.

Whilst ambipolar and thermal pressure contributions exhibit faint substructures inside the
falling drops, the viscous and NEQ contributions are significantly more spatially localized in the
transition layer surrounding the drops, where the velocity shear reaches its largest values. Mostly,
they play a secondary role in the drifts, but in the case of L2, Figure 4 shows a region around
X = [−1,−0.6] Mm and Z = [0, 1] Mm (see panels f) and i)) where the viscosity term dominates.
This behaviour is also evident from Fig. 5, where we observe that the viscous term histogram is
rather narrow and centered around zero. Despite the wings showing larger values, their overall
contribution is small, and the decoupling due to viscosity is almost negligible over the domain.

We obtain that the contribution of the NEQ term to the total drift velocity is the least relevant,
see panels e) and j) of Fig. 4. Similar to the viscous term, it only acts over a narrow distance
at the transitions between the drops and the coronal material, but in this case, the values only
reach ∼ 10% of the maximum drift velocity. Our analysis shows that RTI does not lead to a large
momentum exchange due to inelastic collisions, possibly because the flows are subsonic, with
no abrupt temporal variations as it would be in shocks. This conclusion could be sensitive to the
initial configuration, for example regarding how far it is from the SE, or if the evolution brings
it closer or further from the SE. It is also sensitive to the model adopted for accounting for the
inelastic collisions. For example, radiation and the internal structure of the hydrogen atom cannot
be ignored in the solar atmosphere, therefore using a complete hydrogen atom (as in Section 4),
or a simplified model as in (56), would lead to different results. Nevertheless, without performing
proper modeling, it is difficult to estimate the impact. Recently, some efforts were made in this
sense, as the work of (19), where they used a 5 + 1 level hydrogen model presented by (57) to study
the propagation of shock waves in chromospheric conditions by use of a 2F model. Even though
they assume a black body radiation background and LTE conditions, it represents a necessary
step to move further with more realistic physical conditions.

Figure 6 shows the ratio of the inelastic to elastic contribution to the ambipolar coefficient,
Eq. (3.7). This figure reveals two different regimes: inside the cooler prominence plasma elastic
collisions are the main contribution; outside it, for the hotter plasma, the contribution from
inelastic collisions reaches some 10%. Overall, elastic collisions seem to be sufficient to provide a
precise enough value of the ambipolar diffusion coefficient in this RTI experiment.
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To deepen on the role of the NEQ, we represent in Figure 7 the ionization and recombination
contributions to the mass source term Sn (see Eq. (2.14)). We find that there is an excess of
ionization over recombination in most of the areas of the prominence, in both simulations.
One can evaluate the importance of the ionization/recombination terms in the dynamics by
taking some reference values of the densities from the simulations. In coronal regions, the lowest
values of density are of the order of 10−13 kg m−3, while in the prominence regions, the
densities are approximately 1-2 orders of magnitude larger (1). By taking the reference values
for ionization/recombination to be of the order of 10−15 kg m−3s−1 in coronal regions and
10−14 kg m−3s−1 inside the prominence, one can roughly estimate that we need about 100 s for
producing a number of neutrals and charges similar to those in the regions of the lowest density.
This estimate can explain the low contribution of inelastic collisions to the kinetic decoupling,
as only a few particles are produced through these mechanisms. Therefore, large velocities are
needed to bring or remove enough momentum from the ionizing or recombining fluid to have a
significant drift velocity. It is interesting to note the fact that while ionization rates are of the same
order of magnitude for P and L2 cases, the recombination rates in the P case are smaller than in the
L2 case. This behaviour is a response to the different thermodynamic conditions (temperatures,
densities) created in the plasma mixture in these simulations, as a consequence of their different
magnetic configurations.

(a) Role of thermal pressure function in magneto-hydrostatic equilibrium
The results above show the importance of the thermal pressure function in creating the kinetic
decoupling in the turbulent flow developed by the RTI. It is also interesting to verify the
importance of this function for the initial equilibrium.

If the initial velocities of both the neutral and charged fluids are set to u⃗n,0 = u⃗c,0 = 0⃗, the
momentum equations of the 2F model, Eqs. (2.2a) and (2.2b), lead to the following relations:

∇ · p̂n,0 = ρn,0g⃗, (5.1a)

∇ · (p̂c,0 + p̂m,0) = ρc,0g⃗. (5.1b)

These expressions, where the subscript ’0’ refers to the initial state of the respective variables,
establish an independent equilibrium for each fluid: in the case of the neutral fluid, the force of
gravity is balanced by the pressure gradients alone, while in the case of the charged fluid the
magnetic pressure gradients also contribute to this balance.

In the 1F approach, the equilibrium cannot be established independently for each component
of the plasma and all the forces affecting the charged and the neutral species have to be taken
into account in a single equilibrium expression. The equivalent condition in 1F model requires
u⃗= w⃗1F,0 = 0⃗. By setting this condition in Eq. (3.2) one obtains

[−ξn,0∇ · p̂m,0 − G⃗0] = 0. (5.2)

The same can be also verified, if Eqs. (5.1a) and (5.1b) are directly subtracted. Given the definition
of w⃗1F in Eq. (3.6), the above relation is equivalent to defining an “equilibrium” drift velocity,
which is zero by definition,

w⃗1F,0 = η̃A,0[−ξn,0∇ · p̂m,0 − G⃗0] = 0. (5.3)

Then it follows,

w⃗amb,0 =−w⃗ideal
G,0 , (5.4)

which shows that in this kind of equilibrium the magnetic force is balanced by the thermal
pressure function. The latter statement is in agreement with (5), where it is mentioned that the
ambipolar and G⃗ terms are expected to balance each other for slow phenomena. Equation (5.4)
shows that the inclusion of the G⃗ term in the 1F model is fundamental to describe an initial
state consistent with the 2F equilibrium conditions given by Eqs. (5.1a) and (5.1b). If the thermal
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pressure function is not taken into account, Eq. (3.6) produces a drift velocity w⃗1F,0 ̸= 0⃗ that would
lead to the evolution of the equilibrium.

The inspection of the second and third columns of Fig. 4 reveals some areas (specially those
close to the top and bottom boundaries of the domain) that have not been yet strongly affected
by the turbulent phase of the RTI and where the terms wamb,z and wideal

G,z clearly have opposite
signs but the same order of magnitude. This behaviour might be related to the evolution of the
initial equilibrium. The first available snapshot from the RTI simulation series already presents
weak non-zero velocities in regions not affected by the RTI (not shown here).

Therefore, it is interesting to verify to which extent Eq. (5.4) is fulfilled for the initial
equilibrium state of the RTI model. Note that the equilibrium used in those simulations, defined
in (1; 54), was derived as a 1F equilibrium. We have computed w⃗amb,0 and w⃗ideal

G,0 , in a vertical cut
x= 0 through the simulation snapshot at the initial available time (which is about 3 second after
the start of the evolution), see Fig. 8. Although for most of the range of heights wamb,z and wideal

G,z

have opposite signs (in agreement with the discussion above), in the region z ∈ [−0.5, 0.5] Mm

they are both positive. In addition, the summation of the two contributions does not result
in a zero net drift velocity. Therefore, this background model does not strictly fulfill Eq. (5.4).
Nonetheless, the magnitude of the drift velocity is |wz| ≤ 50 m s−1, much smaller than the values
found in the nonlinear stage of the RTI (of the order of 1 km s−1, as shown in Fig. 4) or the
flow velocities of each fluid (which are of the order of 101 km s−1 according to (2)). Hence, it
is reasonable to say that Eq. (5.4) approximately holds for this initial configuration, that is, the
thermal pressure function approximately balances the magnetic force. Such a small deviation
from an equilibrium would not have a strong impact on the evolution of the instability and on
the results and conclusions previously presented.

6. Conclusions
Throughout this work, the contributions of both the elastic and inelastic collisions into kinetic
decoupling of charges and neutrals in partially ionized solar plasmas were discussed under SE
and NEQ conditions. We started from a 2F description of a pure hydrogen plasma composed
by a neutral and a charged fluid that are able to exchange momentum through hard sphere,
CX and ionization/recombination collisions. In weakly decoupling conditions, the drift velocity
between the fluids can be modeled in terms of the forces that act over each fluid. Among the
terms contributing to the drift velocity is the ambipolar term. If inelastic collisions are taken
into account, we obtain two corrections to the standard expression of ambipolar diffusion (see
e.g. (6) or (7)): ionization/recombination rates modify the ambipolar diffusion coefficient and
an additional contribution to the drift velocity appears if SE is not fulfilled, see Eq. (3.6). In
order to estimate the magnitude of the corrections, we analyzed two physical scenarios: 1) the
VAL3C quiet Sun model with hydrogen populations computed in SE by MULTI for a (5 + 1
levels) hydrogen model, and 2) 2F simulations of the RTI in a solar prominence thread, where
populations are out of SE. From these experiments, we conclude that:

• For typical conditions of the quiet Sun and under the assumption of SE, inelastic collisions
play a secondary role in comparison with the elastic ones in the expression for the
ambipolar coefficient, so the usual expression can be safely used.

• The RTI simulations show that the charge-neutral coupling of the plasma inside the
prominence thread is dominated by elastic collisions, but in the hotter coronal region
surrounding the thread the correction to the ambipolar coefficient gains importance and
reaches some 10%.

• The contribution of the NEQ drift is negligible in the RTI simulations studied here.
• The drift velocity in the RTI simulations is dominated by the ideal part of the thermal

pressure function, both in P and L2 cases. To the best of our knowledge, it is the first
time that it is noted. Also, L2 simulation shows a small region dominated by the viscous
drift. In the L2 simulation, where the magnetic forces gain importance, the ambipolar
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contribution to the drift velocity becomes comparable to the thermal pressure function
one, and it is larger than in the P case where the evolution is purely hydrodynamical.

• In the 2F equilibrium, when each of the fluids maintain its own force balance (see
Eqs. (5.1a) and (5.1b)), the ambipolar and the thermal pressure function exactly balance
each other, leading to drifts with the same magnitude but the opposite sign. In such a
situation, thermal pressure function cannot be neglected compared to the ambipolar term.
Conditions close to the self-balance are observed at the initial state and in the coronal
environment of the snapshot analysed in this work, where deviations are mainly due to
the ionisation/recombination imbalance.

For the sake of simplicity, many multi-fluid studies, such as (5), only consider elastic collisions.
For example, (24), (6) and (7) have done very accurate discussions about the effects of elastic
collisions in kinetic coupling and viscosity coefficients, but the inelastic ones were left out of the
picture. In the work (14) the authors proposed a 2F model that includes ionization/recombination
rates that are independent of the radiation field, leading to the earlier efforts of (18) to introduce
them in a solar context. Although this description is a good approximation for coronal studies,
where plasma is optically thin, it should be applied with caution to study the chromosphere,
where radiation plays the major role. Even so, the description by (14; 18) allows for a good
approximation to understanding the role that ionization and recombination play in plasma
dynamics, allowing to directly explore NEQ effects.

Regarding the above, in this paper we found new insights into the mathematical description
for the collisional coupling. If inelastic collisions are taken into consideration, the ambipolar
diffusion coefficient is smaller than the classical one, which is in agreement with the conclusions
of (32). Similarly, (33) found the coupling to increase in magnetic reconnection events. However,
(31) concluded that inelastic collisions favours decoupling. A possible explanation is that
ionization/recombination processes enhance the cooling after the shock pass or reduce the
density, reducing the coupling as consequence. We can be certain that the correction we propose
to the ambipolar coefficient and the drift velocity acts towards increasing the coupling. However,
since ionization/recombination influences thermodynamic conditions of the atmosphere, as well
as the energy balance (not considered in this work), its overall effect is not straightforward to
predict in realistic conditions, when all the factors are taken into account. We can speculate
that shock waves and reconnection process seem to be the dynamical events where the inelastic
corrections found in this work can certainly play a role.

The purpose of our work was not to encourage the use of either 1F or 2F models for a particular
application. Rather, it is interesting to note that the comparison between the models allows to
disentangle the role of different processes in the decoupling of the plasma components. In the 2F
model, collisional terms are explicit, but the nature of the forces decoupling plasma components is
not obvious. Unlike that, the equation for drift velocity, needed in the 1F modelling, shows more
straightforwardly if magnetic, thermal, or other forces decouple the plasma. For example, such
kind of analysis helped reveal the role of the thermal pressure function in the decoupling in the
RTI simulations. While 1F model is much easier to apply for a global and realistic modeling and
it is implemented in several well-known codes, a 2F model better describes some of the regimes
studied in our paper, as, e.g., the environment surrounding cool structures in the solar corona
(prominences, coronal rain).

To systematically and consistently take into account radiation effects on MF plasma is
extremely challenging not only technically, but also conceptually as the radiation effectively
couples the individual fluids in a non-local, non-linear, and non-equilibrium manner. The state-of-
the-art 1F codes include the effects of radiation in the rate equations (58). Recently, (19) included
the background radiation in the computation of the radiative rates in the MF approach. In future
works, both kinds of collisions must be discussed together and a more realistic radiative transport
must be included to deepen our understanding of the interaction between matter and radiation.
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Figure 1. Temperature profiles of the VAL3C model (dotted line), and hydrogen ionization fractions in LTE (dashed line)

and in SE (dashed-dotted line) considering a (5 + 1 levels) hydrogen model as functions of logarithm of the optical depth

τ5 at 500 nm. The filled regions, from left to right, represent approximately the extension in optical depth of the different

layers of the Sun: transition region and coronal base, chromosphere, and photosphere.
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7. Figures & Tables

A. Comments on cross-sections
In this appendix, we briefly discuss the concept of cross section. The differential cross-section
dσ/dΩ accounts for the fraction of particles coming from the differential area dσ of the collisional
plane scattered into a solid angle dΩ (13). In a practical sense, considering a flux of particles Γ in
their way to collide with the target particle, the number of particles scattered into a solid angle
dΩ is

dNα =
dσ

dΩ
(gαβ , θ)dΩΓ, (A 1)

being gαβ = |v⃗α − v⃗β | the relative microscopic velocity of the colliding particles and θ the
scattering angle.
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Figure 2. Elastic and inelastic collisional frequencies for the solar atmospheric model from Fig. 1 as functions of τ5. Blue

and yellow lines, respectively, represent the ionization and recombination rates (Eq. (2.12b) and (2.12a)). Green and

black lines, respectively, are for the elastic neutral-charge and charge-neutral collisional frequencies. Dashed lines are for

the hard sphere collisions, while dashed-dotted lines are for the CX collisions.
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Figure 3. Ratio of inelastic to elastic processes, ε from Eq. (3.8), as a function of τ5, for the solar atmospheric model

from Fig. 1. Dashed line: ionization and recombination rates are computed in LTE; solid line: rates are computed in SE.

A useful quantities are the moments of the differential cross-section. The most used ones in
fluid dynamics are defined as follows (27):

σ0 = 2π

∫π
0
dθ sin θ

dσ

dΩ
, (A 2a)

σ1 = 2π

∫π
0
dθ sin θ(1− cos θ)

dσ

dΩ
, (A 2b)

σ2 = 2π

∫π
0
dθ sin3 θ

dσ

dΩ
. (A 2c)
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Figure 4. Colour maps of the vertical drift velocity and its components according to Eq. (3.6) for the RTI simulation P

(top row) and L2 (bottom row). From left to right: the total vertical drift velocity (computed as wz = uc,z − un,z), and the

components related to ambipolar diffusion (wamb,z), pressure gradients (wideal
G,z ), viscosity (wvisc

G,z ), and NEQ (wNEQ,z),

respectively.

They are called scattering, momentum transfer and viscosity cross-sections, respectively, and
account for the amount of particles scattered or momentum and energy exchanged during the
collision. The one of our concern is σ1, which is usually referred in literature simply as σ. In the
fluid approach, it is usually necessary to evaluate the average value of this cross-section, e.g.,
the quantity ⟨σgαβ⟩ for the motion equation. For example, for hard sphere collisions, σ∝ g−1

αβ
and an analytic expression can be found (5; 42). As in most of the cases the integrals above are
hard to solve, it is common to take the average of σ(gαβ) with a Maxwelian distribution as an
approximation to the cross-section, so σ(gαβ)≈ σ̃(T ) (e.g. see (13)).
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