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We study numerically and analytically how the Dyakonov-Shur instability for a two-dimensional
(2D) inviscid electronic fluid in a long channel can be affected by an external, out-of-plane static
magnetic field. By linear stability analysis for a model based on the shallow-water equations,
we describe the discrete spectrum of frequencies. When the fluid system is near the subsonic-
to-supersonic transition point, a magnetically controlled gap between the stability and instability
spectra of the complex eigen-frequencies is evident by our computations. This suggests that, within
this model, the passage from stability to instability (and vice versa) is no longer continuous in
the effective Mach parameter of the boundary conditions. We also demonstrate that the growth
exponents are enhanced by the magnetic field. In a regime of weak magnetic fields, we derive a
scaling law for the eigen-frequencies by perturbation theory. We discuss theoretical implications of
our results in efforts to generate terahertz electromagnetic radiation by 2D electronic transport.

I. INTRODUCTION

For the last two decades, the problem of efficiently gen-
erating electromagnetic radiation at terahertz (THz) fre-
quencies has received considerable attention [1–6]. Re-
search in this direction is motivated by a plethora of po-
tential applications, which include the identification of
distinct chemical processes, diagnostics for industrial and
environmental purposes, biomedical sensing and imaging,
and the monitoring of microscopic dynamics in semicon-
ductors and nanomaterials [2]. THz waves are techno-
logically appealing since they may attenuate slowly with
wavelengths suitable for nanoscale sensing [7–9]. Exper-
imental designs for the generation of THz waves aim to
capture motions of microscale dynamics, e.g., vibrations
of large molecules and electronic transitions [10–12].

At the same time, there are intensive efforts to har-
ness properties of two-dimensional (2D) materials such
as graphene and van der Waals heterostructures [13–
16]. When the size of the sample is large compared to
the mean free path for momentum-conserving electron-
electron scattering but small compared to the mean free
path of momentum-relaxing collisions, the electron sys-
tem may behave as a fluid [17, 18]. This behavior has
been observed experimentally; see e.g. [19–22]. Accord-
ingly, the electronic density and velocity fields can be
described by hydrodynamic approaches [18].

Three decades ago, in a seminal paper Dyakonov and
Shur (DS) formulated a one-dimensional (1D) model
based on the shallow-water equations in their proposal
for plasma wave generation in a field effect transistor [23].
A key ingredient of their model is its boundary conditions
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with fixed electronic surface density and normal flux at
the edges of a long channel. By linear stability analy-
sis, this model leads to the prediction of an instability in
the subsonic regime [23]; and has inspired the attractive
idea of generating THz waves via unstable 2D electronic
transport [18]. In the DS theory, the passage from fluid
stability to instability can occur by a continuously vary-
ing Mach number formed by the intrinsic sound speed
and a parameter from the boundary conditions.

To our knowledge, the realization of the DS instability
in the laboratory setting remains an alluring yet challeng-
ing and elusive goal to date [24, 25]. Research efforts to
achieve this goal have improved our understanding of how
THz charge density waves can be excited and sustained
in 2D channels [26–29]. Furthermore, various extensions
of the DS model have incorporated more realistic effects
such as nonlocality [30], imperfection of the boundaries
at the ballistic-to-hydrodynamic crossover [31], and non-
linear effects [24, 32]. In principle, the DS instability can
be significantly affected by details of the boundary condi-
tions at the crossover regime [31]. In the hydrodynamic
limit, the character of this instability is undistorted; the
related growth exponents, however, are expected to be
reduced by viscous dissipation [18].

In this paper, we study an extension of the DS model
by including an external, out-of-plane static magnetic
field, B, in the Lorentz force. The DS boundary condi-
tions for the density and normal flux are left unchanged.
We also investigate two distinct choices of the bound-
ary condition for the tangential flux, for comparison
purposes. The magnetic field breaks the time reversal
symmetry of the shallow-water equations formulated by
DS [23]. By linear stability analysis, we demonstrate
how the resulting spectrum differs from the one pre-
dicted by DS. Notably, the discrete eigen-frequencies of
the requisite non-Hermitian problem no longer lie along
a straight line in the complex plane. Near the subsonic-
to-supersonic transition point, the complex point spec-
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trum exhibits a gap between the imaginary parts of the
eigen-frequencies in the stability and instability regimes.
Such a gap exists for each of our choices of the bound-
ary condition involving the tangential flux. This finding
suggests that it would be theoretically impossible to con-
tinuously connect these two regimes by varying the Mach
number of the DS model, if the electronic system could
be driven in these regimes. A major underlying assump-
tion is the validity of the shallow-water equations of our
model. For a weak magnetic field, we describe how the
predicted gap scales with |B|. Our analysis yields the ex-
act 2D electronic steady state, which in principle depends
on the prescribed boundary conditions, via the solution
of a nonlinear equation. We discuss implications of our
results in efforts to produce THz radiation.

Our work focuses on exposing generic features of a par-
ticular model, based on the Euler equations, for the hy-
drodynamic regime of 2D electronic systems. We show
how a small perturbation of the DS model [23], by use
of an external static magnetic field, B, can cause qual-
itatively significant changes to related predictions. For
fixed nonzero B, the electronic steady state is charac-
terized by spatially varying density and flux profiles, in
contrast to the constant density and flux in [23]. This
steady state is locked into one of two different branches
depending on the kinetic regime, or Mach number, of the
unperturbed DS model. Fluctuations of the fluid vari-
ables around the steady state are bound to a particular
branch; and exhibit a stability or instability spectrum.
By our numerics, we identify a magnetically controlled,
complex-valued spectral gap, in the sense defined below
(Sec. V), near the transition point. This gap is related
to the multivalued function of the steady-state solution.

It is worthwhile to pose the following question: Can
our analysis be useful for future efforts to realize insta-
bilities of 2D electronic fluids, or is it merely an academic
exercise? We tend to adopt the former point of view here.
We believe that our results offer a cautionary paradigm
for modeling electron hydrodynamics, since they suggest
how a magnetic perturbation of the DS model [23] can
lead to modified predictions such as enhanced growth ex-
ponents and a gapped complex-valued spectrum, which
might challenge physical interpretation. We attribute
this difficulty to the nature of the underlying hydrody-
namic model and its boundary conditions. In particular,
we discuss how the boundary condition for the tangen-
tial flux affects the steady state and the fluid spectrum.
The issue of whether the DS instability is experimentally
feasible or not is left unresolved. We indicate ranges of
values of physical parameters that a 2D system may have
to be a plausible testbed for our predictions. However, we
are unable to propose a specific material for this purpose.

From a purely theoretical perspective, we investigate
a mechanism of time reversal symmetry breaking of the
unperturbed homogeneous system of equations used by
DS [23]. To our knowledge, this extension of the DS
model has not been previously explored, and paves the
way to the study of a broad family of effective hydrody-

namic theories lacking basic symmetries. From an ap-
plied perspective, we show that the nonzero magnetic
field, B, can plausibly enhance the growth exponents.

Our linear stability analysis largely relies on numerical
computations. Technically speaking, in our approach we
discretize the differential operator of the requisite non-
Hermitian eigenvalue problem for the frequencies by a
finite difference approximation scheme. This method en-
ables us to numerically solve the differential equations for
the electronic surface density and flux. We compute a
large number of the (discrete) complex eigen-frequencies
in the fluid stability and instability regimes, and observe
their behavior as a function of the B field and the Mach
number of the DS model. The B field induces curvature
to the continuous curves that interpolate the computed
eigen-frequencies. This situation should be contrasted to
the case with B = 0 of the DS model, when the respective
eigen-frequencies lie in straight lines. By our numerics,
we notice that as |B| increases, the instability spectrum
is shifted towards higher growth for fixed Mach number.

The remainder of this paper is summarized as follows.
Section II provides a review of the DS model. We de-
scribe the geometry, equations of motion and boundary
conditions (Sec. IIA); outline the result of the linear
stability analysis (Sec. II B); discuss the sense in which
the fluid stability and instability spectra are connected
(Sec. II C); and point out a scaling limit (Sec. IID). In
Sec. III, we describe the hydrodynamic model with an
out-of-plane static magnetic field, B: We rescale and
nondimensionalize the governing equations (Sec. III A);
and derive the electronic steady state via solving an al-
gebraic equation for two distinct choices of the boundary
condition for the tangential flux (Sec. III B). Section IV
focuses on: the corresponding motion laws for a linear
stability analysis with a nonzero B field (Sec. IV A); and
a scaling prediction for the perturbed eigen-frequencies
when the B field is weak (Sec. IV B). In Sec. V, we carry
out numerical simulations (Secs. V A and V B), and dis-
cuss their implications (Sec. V C). Section VI provides an
overlook and outline of open problems.
Notation and terminology. Throughout the paper, we
write f = O(g) for scalars f and g to mean that |f/g|
is bounded by a strictly positive constant in a prescribed
limit. We use the term fluid instability spectrum–and
fluid stability spectrum–to mean the discrete set of fre-
quencies coming from the linear stability analysis of the
governing equations.

II. REVIEW OF DS MODEL

In this section, we review the main ingredients of the
DS model [23]. In particular, we describe the problem ge-
ometry, equations of motion, and the associated bound-
ary conditions; see Sec. II A. In addition, we review the
main result of the linear stability analysis (Sec. II B); and
point out a scaling limit (Sec. IID).
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Figure 1: Geometry of the problem. The electronic fluid
lies in an infinite-in-y channel of width L, with edges at
x = 0 and x = L. The electronic density ρ is fixed at
the constant value ρ0 at the left boundary, x = 0; and

the normal flux Jx has the constant value J0 = vx0ρ0 at
the right boundary, x = L.

A. Geometry and governing equations

The problem geometry is shown in Fig. 1. The elec-
tronic fluid occupies an infinitely long channel. The
spatial coordinates are (x, y) with 0 < x < L and
−∞ < y < +∞. The fluid flows in the x-direction.
The electronic number density per unit area is ρ, and
the vector-valued fluid velocity is (vx, vy) with vy = 0.
The variables ρ and vx are y-independent, and satisfy
the system of equations [23](

∂

∂t
+ vx

∂

∂x

)
vx = −a

∂ρ

∂x
, (1a)

∂ρ

∂t
+

∂

∂x
(ρ vx) = 0, 0 < x < L, (1b)

where a = e2/(Cme) is a positive constant (a > 0); e is
the electron charge (e > 0) and C is a quantity express-
ing the effective capacitance per unit area; me = m̄eme0

is the effective electron mass, and me0 is the free electron
mass (m̄e = me/me0). This model comes from the Eu-
ler momentum equation and the mass conservation law,
where the Lorentz force is F = (Fx, Fy) with Fy = 0 and

Fx = −e
∂U

∂x
, U ≃ eρ

C
; (1c)

and U(t, x) is the electrostatic potential generated by the
electronic charge in the channel. The “gradual channel
approximation” is applied here, by which the potential
U(t, x) is locally proportional to the density ρ(t, x) [33].
We stress that, in this 1D model, vy = 0 everywhere.

In addition, the density ρ and x-directed flux Jx = ρvx
obey the boundary conditions (see Fig. 1)

ρ = ρ0 = const at x = 0,

Jx = vx0ρ0 = const at x = L,

}
(2)

where ρ0 and vx0 are given positive constants (ρ0, vx0 >
0). Thus, the fluid density is kept fixed to a constant at
the left boundary (x = 0), while the normal flux is fixed
to a constant at the right boundary (x = L). DS showed
that in this setting the sound waves either decay or grow
with time as they undergo multiple reflections at the two
boundaries [18, 23].

B. Linear stability analysis

Let us discuss the particulars of the DS instability.
Equations (1) and (2) trivially admit the uniform steady-
state solution (vx, ρ) = (vx0, ρ0). We perturb the fluid
system around this solution by setting [23]

ρ(t, x) = ρ0 + ρ1(x)e
−Λt, Jx(t, x) = ρ0vx0 + ȷ1(x)e

−Λt,

where the functions ρ1 and ȷ1 as well as the parameter
Λ should be determined consistently with the governing
equations. In the notation employed by DS [23], Λ = iω
where ω is the angular frequency (and i2 = −1). By
linearizing the ensuing equations of motion for (ȷ1, ρ1)
we find an eigenvalue problem for −iΛ = ω, which is
expressed in a matrix form as

−iA0
∂

∂x

(
ȷ1
ρ1

)
= ω

(
ȷ1
ρ1

)
, 0 < x < L, (3a)

under the homogeneous boundary conditions ρ1(0) = 0
and ȷ1(L) = 0. In the above, A0 is the 2× 2 matrix

A0 =

(
2vx0 s20 − v2x0
1 0

)
, (3b)

where s0 =
√
aρ0 is the sound speed (s0 > 0). We refer

to the ratio M = vx0/s0 as the Mach number (or Mach
parameter) of the DS model.

The differential operator for the above eigenvalue prob-
lem for the frequency ω is non-Hermitian. Thus, the
eigen-frequencies ω = −iΛ can be complex. Indeed, a
direct calculation furnishes [23]

ω = ωn = −i
v2x0 − s20
2Ls0

[
ln

(
vx0 + s0
vx0 − s0

)
+ i2nπ

]
. (4a)

Here, n is any integer (n ∈ Z) and the logarithmic func-
tion, ln(·), is allowed to take complex values.

By Eq. (4a) we see that in the supersonic regime, i.e.,
for vx0 > s0, we have ReΛ > 0 which implies a sta-
ble system [23]. In contrast, the fluid is unstable in the
subsonic regime (vx0 < s0). In particular, by analytic
continuation of the ln(·) function in Eq. (4a) we obtain

ωn = i
s20 − v2x0
2Ls0

[
ln

(
s0 + vx0
s0 − vx0

)
+ i(2n+ 1)π

]
; (4b)

thus, ReΛ < 0 if vx0 < s0. In each regime the eigen-
frequencies ωn, viewed as points in the complex ω-plane,
lie in a straight line parallel to the real axis. In the sub-
sonic case, this line is in the upper half ω-plane; whereas
in the supersonic case the line is in the lower half ω-plane.
We refer to the point set {ωn}n∈Z as the DS spectrum.
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C. Distance between DS spectra

It is worthwhile to define a measure of how far or close
the fluid instability and stability spectra are within the
DS model. This notion of a “spectral distance” can be
used to estimate the effect of kinetics, and can be ex-
tended to the case with a nonzero magnetic field.

In the supersonic regime, ω0 is the eigen-frequency that
is closest to the origin of the ω-plane. Let us introduce
the convenient dimensionless parameter

δ =
1

2

(
v2x0
s20

− 1

)
= 1

2 (M
2 − 1);

thus, δ > 0 for stability. Accordingly, we can write the
lowest eigenvalue of the stability spectrum, in the super-
sonic regime, as

ωDS
0 (δ) = −i

s0
L
δ ln

[
(1 +

√
1 + 2δ)2

2δ

]
, δ > 0. (5a)

In this context, the switch from the supersonic to the
subsonic regime can be presented via the replacement of
δ by −|δ|. By analytic continuation of the logarithm in
the above expression for ωDS

0 (δ), we obtain the lowest
eigen-frequencies of the fluid instability spectrum, viz.,

ωDS
0 (−|δ|) = i

s0
L
|δ|

{
ln

[
(1 +

√
1− 2|δ|)2

2|δ|

]
± iπ

}
,

(5b)
where the double-valuedness is due to the unspecified
branch for the logarithm. When δ becomes sufficiently
small in this expression, the imaginary part dominates
and the ambiguity tends to disappear. We can now de-
fine the distance, DDS

ω , between the fluid stability and
instability spectra as a function of the parameter δ by

DDS
ω (δ) = |ωDS

0 (|δ|)− ωDS
0 (−|δ|)|

≃ 2
s0
L
|δ| ln

[
(1 +

√
1 + 2|δ|)(1 +

√
1− 2|δ|)

2|δ|

]
.

(5c)

The first line is unambiguous since the result for DDS
ω (δ)

is the same regardless of the sign choice in Eq. (5b). In
the approximation of the second line of Eq. (5c), we ne-
glect the ±iπ contribution from Eq. (5b). Note that it
suffices to consider δ > 0 for the domain of DDS

ω (δ).
It is tempting to interpret formula (5c). In particu-

lar, we have DDS
ω (δ) → 0 as δ → 0. We conclude that

the passage from stability to instability in the DS model
is continuous in the Mach number M = vx0/s0, for any
system that can exist in both regimes within this hydro-
dynamic model. In other words, the transition from the
lowest eigenvalue of the fluid stability spectrum to its
counterpart of the instability spectrum happens contin-
uously with M .

D. Scaling limit

Next, we outline in passing a scaling limit that converts
the discrete DS spectrum to a continuous one near the
transition point, when |s0 − vx0|/s0 approaches zero. By
inspection of Eq. (4a), we define the wavenumber variable

kn =
(Reωn)

vx0 + s0
=

vx0 − s0
s

nπ

L
,

which has the dimension of inverse length. Note that the
plane wave eiknx describes the spatially slow variation of
the fluid density and flux [23]. Evidently, |kn+1−kn|L is
small if |vx0 − s0|/s0 ≪ 1. Thus, kn = k tends to form a
continuum of real values in the fluid channel (0 < x < L).

Consider the dimensionless complex frequencies

ω̃n =
Lωn

vx0 + s0
= knL

{
1− i

2nπ
ln

(
2nπ + knL

knL

)}
. (6)

In the asymptotic limit with n ≫ 1 and knL = O(1), we
can use the approximation ω̃n ≃ knL. This limit suggests
the continuous real valued frequency spectrum

ω(k) = (vx0 + s0)k = s0(M + 1)k, (7)

which is a linear dispersion relation for the sound waves
in this system.

III. FLUID MODEL WITH MAGNETIC FIELD

In this section, we describe the governing hydrody-
namic equations with a magnetic field, and determine
the corresponding steady state analytically. We investi-
gate two distinct cases of the boundary condition for the
tangential flux. We should emphasize that a major dif-
ference of this setting with the DS model [23] is that the
resulting steady state now becomes spatially dependent.

Consider the geometry of Fig. 1. The electronic fluid
is subjected to the out-of-plane, static magnetic field
B = Bez where B is a constant and ez is the z-directed
Cartesian unit vector. The equations of motions form an
extension of Eqs. (1a) and (1b) to the setting with the
full 2D velocity vector field v = (vx, vy) and the Lorentz
force F = e(−∇U + v × B) under the gradual channel
approximation [33]. The shallow-water equations become(

∂

∂t
+ vx

∂

∂x
+ vy

∂

∂y

)
vx = −a

∂ρ

∂x
+

e

me
vy B,(

∂

∂t
+ vx

∂

∂x
+ vy

∂

∂y

)
vy = −a

∂ρ

∂y
− e

me
vx B,

∂ρ

∂t
+

∂

∂x
(ρ vx) +

∂

∂y
(ρ vy) = 0.


(8)

This system of equations must be supplemented with
boundary conditions at the channel edges. By generaliza-
tion of the DS boundary conditions, Eq. (2), we impose
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ρ = ρ0 at x = 0,

Jx = vx ρ = vx0 ρ0 at x = L,

}
(9a)

where J = (Jx, Jy) is the flux vector. Here, we require
that the density ρ and normal flux Jx be held fixed at the
left and right boundary, respectively, similarly to the DS
setting [23]. Furthermore, we need a boundary condition
for the tangential (or, lateral) flux, Jy = vyρ.

We study the following two scenarios. In Case I, Jy
takes mutually opposite values at the boundaries, viz.,

Jy
∣∣
x=0

= −Jy
∣∣
x=L

. (9b)

Alternatively, in Case II, Jy vanishes at the right bound-
ary, viz.,

Jy = 0 at x = L. (9c)

The imposition of either Eq. (9b) or Eq. (9c) provides a
third (scalar) boundary condition in the model.

Condition (9b) is deemed as physically reasonable,
since it is consistent with the property that the B field
tends to generate a centripetal force on an electron along
a circle of diameter L centered at x = L/2. Indeed, Case I
yields a steady state with Jy = ±eBLρ0/(2me) at the
two ends of the channel (Sec. III B 1). By our linearized-
stability formulation around this steady state, the result-
ing perturbations of these boundary values come from the
related eigenfunctions (eigenmodes) and are not uniquely
defined. In an actual physical setting, these values should
be determined uniquely at times t > 0 via the prescrip-
tion of suitable initial data (at t = 0) for the time-
dependent hydrodynamic equations. This task is distinct
from our spectral problem. For a discussion, see Sec. V C.
On the other hand, condition (9c) of Case II is imposed
for comparison purposes. The model of Eqs. (8) and (9a)
with Eq. (9b) or (9c) can be complemented with initial
conditions for (ρ, Jx, Jy), which we omit here.

A few more remarks are in order. First, the govern-
ing differential equations are not invariant under time
reversal (by t 7→ −t) if B ̸= 0. Second, the particular
choice of Eq. (9c) yields a system of boundary condi-
tions that closely imitates the DS setting. In this case,
the flux vector J near the right boundary tends to lo-
cally reduce to the form (const, 0), which resembles the
1D flow of the DS model. This choice is mathematically
convenient. For example, with Eq. (9c) the fluid spec-
trum smoothly reduces to that of the DS model in the
limit B → 0. In contrast, this limit exhibits an anomaly
under condition (9b), as we discuss later on (Sec. VA).
Third, for each choice of the boundary condition for Jy,
the electronic steady state has a nontrivial dependence
on x if B ̸= 0. This feature contrasts the constant steady
state in [23], and dramatically affects the fluid spectrum.

Notice that we have applied the usual convention of
particles with a positive charge e (i. e., e > 0). The
case with a negative charge (if e 7→ −e) leads to dynam-
ics identical to those with fixed positive charge e and

flipped sign of B (B 7→ −B). In this latter setting, the
mirror symmetry of the governing equations entails that
(ρ, vx, vy) 7→ (ρ, vx,−vy) with y 7→ −y. In other words,
if (ρ, vx, vy) is a solution of the model for given B and
fixed e then (ρ, vx,−vy) must also be a solution if (y,B)
is replaced by −(y,B). Thus, it suffices to assume that
B > 0 throughout. To simplify the analysis, we addi-
tionally enforce translation invariance and restrict our
attention to y-independent solutions, setting

∂

∂y
(ρ, Jx, Jy) = 0 everywhere. (10)

Despite this restriction, the tangential velocity, vy, is
nonzero in the channel (0 < x < L) if B ̸= 0.

A. Rescaled variables

Next, we introduce rescaled variables and nondimen-
sionalize the governing equations, for later numerical and
algebraic convenience. Recall the quantities ρ0 and vx0,
which are the reference values for the electronic number
density and normal velocity from the boundary condi-
tions in Eq. (9a) [23].

First, we introduce a reference magnetic field, B0 > 0.
The respective dimensionless parameter β is defined by

β = B/B0 > 0.

Recall the sound speed, s0 =
√
aρ0 (Sec. II B).

We rescale the dependent variables by setting

v̆x =
vx
vx0

, v̆y =
vy
s0

, ρ̆ =
ρ

ρ0
.

The rescaled x coordinate and channel width are

x̆ =
x

ℓ
, l̆ =

L

ℓ
where ℓ =

s0me

eB0
;

thus, 0 ≤ x̆ ≤ l̆. Notably, the hydrodynamic quanti-
ties (v̆x, v̆y, ρ̆) are scaled by vx0, s0 and ρ0 which are
independent of the parameter β and thus of the mag-
netic field B. This ensures that the rescaling remains
well defined in the limit β → 0. We will fix the refer-
ence field B0 by setting l̆ = 1 for our numerics (Sec. V).
This value entails B0 = s0me

eL which yields a conversion
formula for the frequencies of the fluid spectrum, as dis-
cussed in Sec. VC. For the sake of generality, we use
an arbitrary yet β-independent l̆ (l̆ > 0) in the present
section and in Sec. IV.

The equations of motion in the scaled variables read(
∂

∂t̆
+ v̆x

∂

∂x̆

)
v̆x = M−2

(
−∂ρ̆

∂x̆
+ β v̆y

)
,(

∂

∂t̆
+ v̆x

∂

∂x̆

)
v̆y = −β v̆x,

∂ρ̆

∂t̆
+

∂

∂x̆
(ρ̆ v̆x) = 0,


(11)
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where (for M = vx0/s0)

t̆ =
vx0
ℓ

t = M
eB0

me
t.

In view of conditions (9b) and (9c), Eq. (11) is subject
to one of the following two sets of boundary conditions.
Case I corresponds to

ρ̆ = 1 at x̆ = 0,

J̆x = v̆x ρ̆ = 1 at x̆ = l̆,

J̆y
∣∣
x=0

+ J̆y
∣∣
x=l̆

= 0.

 (12)

Case II amounts to

ρ̆ = 1 at x̆ = 0,

J̆x = v̆x ρ̆ = 1, J̆y = v̆yρ̆ = 0 at x̆ = l̆.

}
(13)

B. Steady-state solution for B ̸= 0

The magnetically driven system of Eq. (11) together
with Eq. (12) or (13) admits a time-independent solution,
which we will describe in the rescaled variables (ρ̆, v̆x, v̆y)
for each choice of the boundary condition for J̆y. For
details on the analytical derivation, see Appendix A.

1. Exact steady state

Let (ρ̆s, v̆sx, v̆
s
y) denote the steady-state solution. We

distinguish two cases.
Case I: Mutually opposite boundary values of lateral

flux. Let us consider a time-independent solution to
Eqs. (11) and (12). After some algebra, this solution
is cast into the following algebraic form (for 0 ≤ x̆ ≤ l̆):

v̆sx(x̆) =
(
ρ̆s(x̆)

)−1
, v̆sy(x̆) = β

(
l̆
2 − x̆

)
,

ρ̆s(x̆) = b1/3 ϵ(x̆)−2/3
{

2
3 cos(

θ(x̆)
3 ) + 1

3

}
. (14)

Here, we set b = 1
2M

2 = 1
2
v2
x0

s20
> 0,

ϵ(x̆) =

√
b[

1 + b+ β2

2 x̆(l̆ − x̆)
]3/2 , (15)

and by using a suitable analytic continuation of the in-
verse cosine (Appendix A), we introduce the functions

θ(x̆) =

{
cos−1

(
1− 27

2 ϵ(x̆)2
)
, for b < 1

2 ,

2π − cos−1
(
1− 27

2 ϵ(x̆)2
)
, for b > 1

2 .
(16)

In the above, the function cos−1(·) takes (real) values
only in its principal branch (0 ≤ cos−1(·) < π). The
cases with b < 1/2 and b > 1/2 amount to vx0 < s0 and
vx0 > s0, respectively. We still refer to these cases as the

subsonic and supersonic regime, respectively. Evidently,
by Eqs. (14)–(16), the variables ρ̆s and v̆sx are symmetric
(i.e., even) with respect to the channel center, x̆ = l̆/2;
whereas v̆sy is anti-symmetric (odd). Notice that the sign
of v̆sy is reversed but v̆sx and ρ̆s remain invariant if the
sign of either B or e is switched, as expected by the
mirror symmetry of the governing equations. If B →
0, this solution continuously reduces to that of the DS
model [23]; for example, notice that v̆y → 0 as B → 0.

Case II: Zero lateral flux at the right boundary. We
seek a time-independent solution to Eqs. (11) and (13).
By analogy with Eqs. (14) and (15), we obtain

v̆sx(x̆) =
(
ρ̆s(x̆)

)−1
, v̆sy(x̆) = β

(
l̆ − x̆

)
,

ρ̆s(x̆) = b1/3 ϵ(x̆)−2/3
{

2
3 cos(

θ(x̆)
3 ) + 1

3

}
, (17)

and

ϵ(x̆) =

√
b[

1 + b+ β2

2 x̆(2 l̆ − x̆)
]3/2 , (18)

where θ(x̆) is defined by Eq. (16). Note that in this case
the tangential velocity, v̆sy, results from its counterpart
in Eq. (14) by a mere shift of x̆ by l̆/2, i.e., x̆ 7→ x̆− l̆/2.
On the other hand, the x̆-dependence of ϵ(x̆) comes from
the appropriate integration of v̆sy(x̆) (see Appendix A).
Again, as B → 0, this solution continuously reduces to
that of the DS model [23].

An interesting, yet not surprising, mathematical fea-
ture of the above steady states should be pointed out.
The distinct effect of each kinetic (subsonic or super-
sonic) regime can be connected to a particular branch of
an intrinsically multivalued function, namely, the gener-
alized inverse cosine cos−1 z, as is indicated by the defi-
nition of θ(x̆); see Appendix A. This branching is man-
ifested in the steady-state normal velocity and density;
in contrast, the lateral velocity does not distinguish be-
tween the two regimes. For fixed β and x̆ (x̆ ̸= 0, l̆),
we see that the steady-state density and normal flux as
a function of b exhibit a jump at the transition point,
b = 1/2. This structure of the steady state endows the
magnetic fluid system with linear stability and instabil-
ity spectra qualitatively different from those of the DS
case (B = 0), as discussed in Sec. V. We should mention
that, for Case I, in the limit β → 0 (B → 0) the fluid
spectrum exactly reduces to the union of the spectrum
of the DS model and a spectrum of geometric character
with a nonzero lateral flux in the channel. This limit is
discussed in Secs. V C and VI.

2. Asymptotics for weak magnetic field, |β|l̆ ≪ 1

Formulas (14) and (17) are simplified for a weak mag-
netic field (see Appendix A). By inspection of Eqs. (15)
and (18), we realize that the relevant parameter is

βl̆ =
eBL

s0me
,
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which expresses the strength of the magnetic Lorentz
force with magnitude es0|B| relative to the mechanical
(centripetal-like) intrinsic force of magnitude mes

2
0/L on

an electron. The assumption for a weak magnetic field
means that the latter force dominates, i.e., |βl̆| ≪ 1.
Consider β as real (positive or negative) in this section.

It turns out that the approximation for ρ̆s also depends
on the proximity of the kinetics to the transition point,
b = 1/2. In fact, for |β|l̆ ≪ 1 and arbitrary positive b,
we distinguish the cases with |β|l̆ ≪

√
|1− 2b| and βl̆ =

O
(√

|1− 2b|
)
. In the former case, we can simplify ρ̆s by

regular perturbations, ignoring the transition point. In
the latter case, ρ̆s is amenable to singular perturbations
since the kinetics of the transition point, if b is near 1/2,
significantly interfere with perturbations in β.

Consider βl̆ ≪
√

|1− 2b|, which signifies an extremely
weak magnetic field. Let us discuss the scenario of Case I.
By Eq. (14), we calculate (see Appendix A)

ρ̆s(x̆) ≃ 1 +
β2

2(1− 2b)
x̆(l̆ − x̆), 0 ≤ x̆ ≤ l̆, (19a)

which is recognized as a regular perturbation of the DS
steady state. Notice the absence of a linear-in-β term
in the above expansion, as expected because the sign re-
versal of B leaves ρ̆s invariant. Similarly, the rescaled
normal velocity, v̆sx = (ρ̆s)−1, exhibits an O(β2 l̆2) correc-
tion to its DS steady-state value, for β = 0. On the other
hand, we have v̆sy = β(l̆/2− x̆).

Next, consider βl̆ = O
(√

|1− 2b|
)
, which provides

a critical scaling for β near the transition point. By
Eq. (14), we obtain (see Appendix A)

ρ̆s(x̆) ≃ 1 +
|β|√
3
sgn(1− 2b)

√
x̆(l̆ − x̆), (19b)

for 0 ≤ x̆ ≤ l̆. In the above, sgn denotes the signum
function; sgn(x) = 1 if x > 0 and sgn(x) = −1 if x < 0.
Asymptotic formulas (19a) and (19b) are distinct and
non overlapping. These expressions are connected only
through the more complicated Eqs. (14) and (16).

The scenario of Case II, which leads to Eq. (17), can
be studied similarly. Formulas (19a) and (19b) are ap-
plicable with the factor x̆(l̆ − x̆) replaced by x̆(2l̆ − x̆).

IV. LINEAR STABILITY FORMULATION

In this section, by linear stability theory we formulate
an eigenvalue problem for the model based on Eqs. (11)
and (12), or Eqs. (11) and (13), with β ̸= 0. We derive
a system of linear equations for the hydrodynamic vari-
ables, and discuss its properties for a sufficiently weak
magnetic field. For more details, see Appendix B.

In the spirit of Sec. II B for the DS model, let us con-
sider the scaled (dimensionless) flux vector (J̆x, J̆y) =

(ρ̆v̆x, ρ̆v̆y) and density ρ̆, and perturb them around a
steady-state solution of Sec. III B. Hence, we write

(J̆x, J̆y) = (J̆s
x(x̆), J̆

s
y (x̆)) + (ȷ̆1(x̆), ȷ̆2(x̆))e

−Λ̆t̆,

where (J̆s
x, J̆

s
y ) = (ρ̆sv̆sx, ρ̆

sv̆sy), while

ρ̆ = ρ̆s(x̆) + ρ̆1(x̆)e
−Λ̆t̆, 0 < x̆ < l̆.

In the above, the physically admissible values of the pa-
rameter Λ̆ must be determined consistently with the gov-
erning equations of motion and boundary conditions for
the perturbation variables ρ̆1, ȷ̆1, ȷ̆2. Note that Λ̆ is di-
mensionless; its dimensional counterpart, Λ, has units of
inverse time (or, frequency) and is related to Λ̆ by

Λ =
eB0vx0
mes0

Λ̆ =
eB0

√
2b

me
Λ̆.

Recall that in the rescaled variables the time is expressed
via t̆ in units of me

eB0

s0
vx0

which equals L
vx0

if l̆ = 1. Since
Λ = iω, we write Λ̆ = iω̆ with the rescaled frequency
ω̆ = mes0

eB0vx0
ω which becomes ω̆ = L

vx0
ω for l̆ = 1.

A. Governing motion laws

The formulation with rescaled variables is summarized
as follows. First, the systems of Eqs. (11) and (12), and
Eqs. (11) and (13) are converted to systems of nonlin-
ear equations for the vector-valued function (J̆x, J̆y, ρ̆),
as shown in Appendix B. By linearizing each system
of governing equations around the corresponding steady
state, we obtain in matrix form the related eigenvalue
problem for Λ̆ and the vector-valued function U(x̆) =
(ȷ̆1(x̆), ȷ̆2(x̆), ρ̆1(x̆))

T where the subscript T denotes the
transpose of a vector, viz.,

∂

∂x̆

{
A(x̆)U(x̆)

}
+ βBU(x̆) = i ω̆ U(x̆), (20)

where

A(x̆) =

2v̆sx 0 ρ̆s

2b − (v̆sx)
2

v̆sy v̆sx −v̆sxv̆
s
y

1 0 0

 , B =

0 − 1
2b 0

1 0 0
0 0 0

 ,

for 0 < x̆ < l̆. Recall that the functions ρ̆s, v̆sx and
v̆sy depend on β. We also apply the following boundary
conditions:

Case I : ρ̆1(0) = 0, ȷ̆1(l̆) = 0, ȷ̆2(0) = −ȷ̆2(l̆); (21)

or, alternatively,

Case II : ρ̆1(0) = 0, ȷ̆1(l̆) = 0, ȷ̆2(l̆) = 0. (22)

Equation (20) together with Eq. (21) or (22) should yield
the desired sets of eigen-frequencies, ω̆. We have been
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unable to solve these eigenvalue problems analytically,
because of the complicated dependence of A(x̆) on x̆ via
the steady-state solution. In Sec. V, we present numeri-
cal computations for the stability and instability spectra,
and compare related features of Cases I and II.

B. Scaling law for extremely weak magnetic field

Next, we outline how the deviation of the rescaled
eigen-frequency ω̆ for β ̸= 0 from its corresponding un-
perturbed value ω̆0 of the DS model scales with β if
(βl̆)2 ≪ |1 − 2b|. We invoke results of Sec. III B 2
for the expansion of the steady state. Our discussion
here concerns both eigenvalue problems of Sec. IV A. For
small |β|, we expand the solution of the linearized model
around the DS solution for the fields and spectrum.

We use the fact that the steady state solution has
an expansion in integer powers of β in this asymptotic
regime. Consequently, the matrix A(x̆) of Eq. (20) ad-
mits a similar expansion in powers of β. We apply regular
perturbation theory to the ensuing system of equations.
Hence, in Eq. (20) we try the formal expansions

U ≃ U0 + βc U, ω̆ ≃ ω̆0 + βν ω̆dev.

Here, (U0, ω̆
0) represents the rescaled solution of the DS

model, the unknown coefficients U and ω̆dev are assumed
independent of β, and the exponents c and ν must be de-
termined consistently with the governing equations. In
this procedure, we take into account that U0 has zero
lateral flux (ȷ̆2,0 = 0 everywhere), and the matrix B is
independent of β while A = A0 + βA1 + . . . where A1 is
sparse with zero first and third rows. After some alge-
bra, dominant-balance arguments yield c = 1 and ν = 2,
with U containing only one nonzero component in the
interior of the channel, namely, the lateral flux. These
findings are compatible with the mirror symmetry of the
governing motion laws (when β 7→ −β).

Hence, we reach the conclusion that

ω̆ − ω̆0 = O(β2 l̆2) if (βl̆)2 ≪ |1− 2b|, (23)

for each case of the boundary condition for the tangential
flux, where ω̆0 corresponds to the DS spectrum. This
scaling prediction is corroborated by numerical simula-
tions (Sec. V). We expect that this prediction is modi-
fied in the regime where (βl̆)2 = O(|1 − 2b|). This case
requires the application of singular perturbations to the
governing equations, and is not treated here.

V. COMPUTED SPECTRA AND GAP

In this section, we numerically solve the eigenvalue
problem described by Eq. (20) with the boundary con-
ditions of Eq. (21) or (22), for Case I or II, respectively.

For this purpose, we discretize the related differential op-
erator with a stabilized finite difference scheme. Our nu-
merical method achieves a well-controlled discretization
error. For details on the procedure, see Appendix C.

First, we provide numerical results for the instability
and stability spectra, i.e., the complex eigen-frequencies
ω̆, for different values of the parameters β and δ = b−1/2.
The former parameter expresses the strength of the mag-
netic field and the latter measures the deviation from
the transition point. For our numerical computations,
we have set l̆ = 1 throughout. Second, we compute
the magnetically controlled spectral gap, showing numer-
ically how this varies with β and δ. Thirdly, we discuss
implications of our results.

A. Discrete frequency spectrum

Figure 2 shows sequences of numerically computed,
discrete eigen-frequencies for the eigenvalue problem of
Case I. This problem is expressed by Eq. (20) and the
boundary conditions of Eq. (21). Correspondingly, Fig. 3
shows results of our computation for Case II. The under-
lying problem is described by Eq. (20) and the bound-
ary conditions of Eq. (22). For both cases, the eigen-
frequencies are computed for varying parameters β and
δ. In Figs. 2 and 3, each plot [(a)-(e)] contains eigen-
frequencies for a fixed magnetic field with the following
values: (a) β = 0, (b) β = 1/64, (c) β = 1/32, (d) β = 1/16,
and (e) β = 1/8. We relate this choice of parameter values
to dimensional quantities in Sec. V C.

We compute same-|δ| pairs of eigen-frequencies of the
stability spectrum (for δ > 0) and the instability spec-
trum (δ < 0) with decreasing values |δ| = 1/8, 1/16, 1/32,
1/64, 1/128, 1/256, 1/512 for the deviation from the transi-
tion point. The eigen-frequencies of the stability spec-
trum (for δ > 0) are located in the lower half-plane since
they have negative imaginary part (shaded green regions
in Figs. 2 and 3) ; whereas the eigen-frequencies of the
instability spectrum (δ < 0) lie in the upper half-plane
(shaded red regions in Figs. 2 and 3) .

For β > 0, Cases I and II of the lateral-flux boundary
conditions yield distinct spectra. In both cases, we ob-
serve the emergence of a gap, defined in Sec. V B, across
the transition point in the imaginary parts of the eigen-
frequencies of the stability and instability spectra. This
gap expresses an exclusion zone (strip) that is parallel
to the real axis and separates the stability spectrum of
eigen-frequencies (δ > 0) from the instability spectrum
(δ < 0). We discuss aspects of this gap in Section V B.

For Case I, we notice that a part of the numerically
computed spectrum is real valued and distinct from the
DS prediction if β = 0. This part, which remains real
valued even when β is nonzero, is referred to as the ex-
traneous spectrum. We provide a justification for this
characterization in Sec. V C. These real eigen-frequencies
are denoted by ω̆e

n(β, δ), and are continuous with β; thus,
there is no growth or decay associated with these frequen-



9

|δ| = 1
8

1
16

1
32

1
64

1
128

1
256

1
512

−0.4i

−0.2i

0i

0.2i

0.4i

−2 −1 0 1 2

(a) Case I , non-magnetic, β = 0
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(b) Case I , magnetic, β = 1/64
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(c) Case I , magnetic, β = 1/32
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(d) Case I , magnetic, β = 1/16
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(e) Case I , magnetic, β = 1/8

Figure 2: Case I: Computed eigen-frequencies ω̆n from
the eigenvalue problem of Eqs. (20) and (21). The

magnetic-field related values are β = 0, 1/64, 1/32, 1/16,
1/8; and the kinetic-parameter values are δ = ±1/8,

±1/16, ±1/32, ±1/64, ±1/128, ±1/256, ±1/512. The green
(red) regions contain eigen-frequencies of the stability

(instability) spectrum, for δ > 0 (δ < 0).
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(d) Case II , magnetic, β = 1/16
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(e) Case II , magnetic, β = 1/8

Figure 3: Case II: Computed eigen-frequencies ω̆n from
the eigenvalue problem of Eqs. (20) and (22). The

magnetic-field related values are β = 0, 1/64, 1/32, 1/16,
1/8; and the kinetic-parameter values are δ = ±1/8,

±1/16, ±1/32, ±1/64, ±1/128, ±1/256, ±1/512. The green
(red) regions contain eigen-frequencies of the stability

(instability) spectrum, for δ > 0 (δ < 0).
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|δ| = 1
8

1
16

1
32

1
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1
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1
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1
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ω̆e
0(β, δ)− π

δ < 0

δ > 0
−0.08

−0.04

0.04
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−0.1 −0.05 0 0.05 0.1

sgn(δ)β

Figure 4: Case I: Deviation of the lowest positive
eigen-frequency, ω̆e

0(β, δ), of the extraneous spectrum
from its non-magnetic value ω̆e,0

0 = ω̆e
0(0, δ) = π as a

function of sgn(δ)β (β > 0). The numerical values of
the kinetic parameter are δ = ±1/8, ±1/16, ±1/32, ±1/64,
±1/128, ±1/256, ±1/512. As |δ| decreases, ω̆e

0(β, δ)− π
asymptotically approaches a straight line (dashed line).

cies. In Appendix D, we derive this extraneous spectrum
in the limit β → 0 of our magnetically driven model.
For β = 0, the extraneous eigen-frequencies turn out
to be δ-independent, ω̆e

n(0, δ) = ω̆e,0
n = (2n + 1)π with

n ∈ Z (see Appendix D). In Fig. 4, we plot the devi-
ation of the lowest positive eigenvalue, ω̆e

0(β, δ), of the
extraneous spectrum from its non-magnetic counterpart,
ω̆e,0
0 = π, as a function of sgn(δ)β for different values of

δ (β > 0). Note that there is no eigen-frequency of the
extraneous spectrum shown in Fig. 2, as all these frequen-
cies lie outside of our plotting domain. In Case II, the
non-magnetic limit of the spectrum is identical to that of
the DS model [23]. In contrast, in Case I the resulting
(non-magnetic) spectrum is the union of two sets. One
part is the (complex-valued) DS spectrum. The other,
real valued, extraneous part is due to a geometric res-
onance inherent to the lateral-flux boundary condition.
This spectrum is accompanied by sinusoidal lateral fluxes
of wavelengths L/|n+ 1

2 | (Appendix D).

B. Anatomy of spectral gap

Next, we quantitatively define the notion of the spec-
tral gap mentioned above. Consider a given, fixed ki-
netic parameter |δ| and magnetic field β > 0. We define
the spectral distance, Dω̆(β, δ), as follows: Subtract the
(strictly negative) maximum of the imaginary parts of
all computed eigen-frequencies of the stability spectrum
from the (strictly positive) minimum of the imaginary
parts of all eigen-frequencies of the instability spectrum.

Dω̆(β, δ)

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

0 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08

|δ|
0.1 0.12 0.14

DDS
ω̆ (δ)

β = 1/8

β = 1/16

β = 1/32

β = 1/64

β = 0

(a) Case I

Dω̆(β, δ)

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

0 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08

|δ|
0.1 0.12 0.14

DDS
ω̆ (δ)

β = 1/8

β = 1/16

β = 1/32

β = 1/64

β = 0

(b) Case II

Figure 5: Spectral distance Dω̆(β, δ), given by Eq. (24),
as a function of kinetic parameter |δ|, for several values

of β (0 ≤ β ≪ 1), for Case I [(a)] and Case II [(b)].
Dashed red curve: The respective plot of DDS

ω̃ (δ), for
the reference case of the DS model, by use of Eq. (5c).

This operation implies the following formula:

Dω̆(β, δ) = min
n

{
Im ω̆n(−|δ|) > 0

}
−max

n

{
Im ω̆n(|δ|) < 0

}
. (24)

This definition of the spectral distance is an extension of
the spectral distance DDS

ω̃ (δ) introduced in Eq. (5c), for
the DS model. Recall the related scaled eigen-frequencies
ω̃n of Eq. (6). The definition of Eq. (24) excludes the
extraneous spectrum, which is present in Case I.

In Fig. 5, we show the effects of the kinetic devi-
ation parameter δ and magnetic field β on the com-
puted spectral distance, Dω̆(β, δ), for the values β =
0, 1/64, 1/32, 1/16, 1/8. For the sake of comparisons, in
Fig. 5 we also plot the function DDS

ω̃ (δ) which signifies
the non-magnetic limit, when β = 0, corresponding to
the DS model (dashed red curve). We verify that the nu-
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Dω̆(β, δ∗)−DDS
ω̃ (δ∗)
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δ∗ = 1/16

(a) Case I

Dω̆(β, δ∗)−DDS
ω̃ (δ∗)
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0.08
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0.24

0 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08

β

0.1 0.12 0.14

δ∗ = 1/8

δ∗ = 1/16

(b) Case II

Figure 6: Numerical evidence for scaling law (23):
Computed Dω̆(β, δ∗)−DDS

ω̃ (δ∗) versus β with
βl̆ ≪

√
2|δ|, for fixed values δ∗ = 1/8 and δ∗ = 1/16, for

Case I [(a)] and Case II [(b)]. Dashed red curve: Best
fit to a parabola of form Cβ2, in view of Eq. (23).

merically computed spectral distance with β = 0 agrees
with formula (5c) for DDS

ω̃ (δ); this function is monotone
in δ with DDS

ω̃ (δ) → 0 as δ → 0.
For β > 0, we define the spectral gap, Gω̆(β), as follows:

Gω̆(β) = min
δ>0

Dω̆(β, δ) > 0, (25)

which is strictly positive in the presence of a (nonzero)
magnetic field. An inspection of Fig. 5 suggests that for
Case I we have

Gω̆(1/8) ≈ 0.41, Gω̆(1/16) ≈ 0.23,

Gω̆(1/32) ≈ 0.13, Gω̆(1/64) ≈ 0.07.

For Case II, the corresponding values are

Gω̆(1/8) ≈ 0.70, Gω̆(1/16) ≈ 0.41,

Gω̆(1/32) ≈ 0.24, Gω̆(1/64) ≈ 0.13.

These observations hint at a (sub-)linear dependence of
the gap on β. Lastly, we provide numerical evidence for
the heuristically derived β2-scaling law regarding the de-
viation of the eigen-frequencies from their non-magnetic
limit of the DS model under an extremely weak magnetic
field (Sec. III B 2). To this end, we compute the differ-
ence Dω̆(β, δ)−DDS

ω̃ (δ) for fixed δ = δ∗ and as a function

of the extremely weak magnetic field, when βl̆ ≪
√

2|δ|.
The numerical results are displayed in Fig. 6. Evidently,
the scaling prediction of Eq. (23) ceases to follow the
numerically computed values if β2 becomes sufficiently
large.

C. Discussion of results

Although our computations are restricted to relatively
weak magnetic fields in the linear regime of the shallow-
water equation model, the results may have more general
implications. We believe that we predict trends that per-
sist even in cases with large magnetic perturbations, away
from the critical transition point, b = 1/2 (or, δ = 0).

There are two main predictions indicated by our nu-
merics. Notably, in the instability regime the growth
exponents increase with β; and a spectral gap is present
near the transition point. We discuss these observations
below (Sec. V C 1). In addition, we discuss the meaning
of the extraneous spectrum for Case I (Sec. V C 2).

1. Growth exponents and spectral gap

It is of interest to relate the values of the dimension-
less parameters used in our numerical computations to
dimensional physical quantities, in the context of the
shallow-water equations. Let s0/L and m̄e (ratio of ef-
fective mass me to free electron mass me0) be free pa-
rameters, without specifying the 2D material. For l̆ = 1,
by the definitions of B0 and rescaled frequency ω̆ we find

ωn = ω̆n

√
1 + 2δ

s0
L
, B0 =

me0

e
m̄e

s0
L
,

with B = βB0. Note that B0, and thus B for given
β, is proportional to m̄e. For the values of β and δ in
our numerics, the real parts of the computed frequen-
cies ω̆n may lie in the appealing range of THz if s0/L
takes suitable values. For example, consider s0/L be-
tween 0.5 THz and 10 THz. Consequently, we would
have 2.8m̄e T ≲ B0 ≲ 57m̄e T, which amounts to

0.5ω̆n THz ≲
ωn√
1 + 2δ

≲ 10ω̆n THz (26)

where −1/2 < δ < 0 in the subsonic regime. Rela-
tion (26) does not involve m̄e; and may be used near
the transition point, for small |δ|, if this kinetic regime
is accessible. For β = 1/8, the largest value of β in our
numerics, we obtain 0.35m̄e T ≲ B ≲ 7m̄e T. For fixed
channel width, e.g., L = 1µm, a range for s0 ensues, e.g.,
0.5× 106 m/s ≲ s0 ≲ 107 m/s.

Our discussion here relies on the assumption that the
indicated values of δ are physically accessible within the
model of the Euler equations. We have been unable to
propose with certainty a specific 2D material that can
serve this purpose when |δ| is small. Hence, the feasibility
of observing the predicted spectral gap is left open.
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On the other hand, an inspection of Figs. 2, 3, and 6
suggests that the growth exponents, i.e., the imaginary
parts of the eigen-frequencies in the instability spectrum,
increase with β away from the critical point. This predic-
tion, if extended deeply into the subsonic regime (for δ
close to −1/2), may plausibly be testable in 2D materials
already proposed for the DS instability; see, e.g., [31].

Therefore, for fixed channel width and Mach number
of the imposed boundary conditions, the manifestation
of the instability is plausibly enhanced with the increas-
ing magnitude of the static, out-of-plane magnetic field.
The enhancement is evident from a small magnetic per-
turbation of the governing equations of motion in our
approach. This trend should persist even for larger mag-
netic fields within our model. It is tempting to expect
that, if a DS-type instability is experimentally feasible in
a 2D electronic fluid, it can be amplified by an applied
static magnetic field. This hypothesis is open to further
model refinements, and experimental verification.

The numerically observed gap between the stability
(δ > 0) and instability (δ < 0) spectra, viewed as a
feature of a particular model for the electronic fluid, may
challenge the realization of a DS-type instability. This
property suggests that there is no continuous passage
from stability to instability through the variation of the
Mach number within the shallow-water equations. Fur-
ther scrutiny of this regime might require modification of
the model. This task is not pursued in this paper.

2. Comparison of Cases I and II, and extraneous spectrum

Let us first review the stability formulation. Each of
Cases I and II has a unique steady state. In Case I,
the steady state yields lateral fluxes ±eBLρ0/(2me) =

±βρ0s0/2 (for l̆ = 1) at the left and right boundaries.
As β → 0, each steady state reduces to the DS case of
constant density and normal flux, and zero tangential flux
everywhere. We perturb the system around the steady
states by linearizing the Euler equations with respective
homogeneous boundary conditions; and compute the sta-
bility/instability spectra via eigenvalue problems. For
β ̸= 0 the spectra, and their sets of eigenmodes, are dis-
tinct for Cases I and II. In Case I, for all β the solu-
tion of the lateral-flux perturbation can in principle at-
tain arbitrary nonzero yet mutually opposite values at
the boundaries, which depend on the eigenmode. As
β → 0, the spectrum of Case I reduces to the union of
the DS spectrum and a set of real frequencies, referred
to as the extraneous spectrum; while Case II yields only
the DS spectrum. In this non-magnetic limit, for Case I
the extraneous spectrum yields zero density and normal-
flux perturbations whereas the remaining (DS) spectrum
entails zero lateral-flux perturbation everywhere in the
channel, as shown in Appendix D. The extraneous spec-
trum remains real valued if β ̸= 0.

The superposition of eigenmodes for each case can ex-
press the unique solution of the time dependent system,

Eq. (11), by linearization of the motion laws and imposi-
tion of suitable initial conditions under the same bound-
ary conditions. Hence, the physically relevant eigen-
modes and their contributions should be determined from
the initial preparation of the system. For example, in
Case I it is natural to expect and impose that, as β → 0,
the lateral-flux perturbation vanishes initially. The de-
tails of the time-dependent problem lie beyond our scope.

Let us now discuss the meaning of the extraneous spec-
trum (Case I). We reiterate two main features. First,
this spectrum is real valued; thus, there is no growth
(or decay) associated with it. Since the electron flow
cannot be unstable at these frequencies, this response
can hardly be viewed as a mechanism of generating THz
electromagnetic radiation in the DS sense [23]. Second,
in the limit β → 0 the eigenmodes of the extraneous
spectrum yield vanishing perturbations of density and
normal flux, and a sinusoidal lateral-flux perturbation
everywhere; see Appendix D. For an actual physical set-
ting with β = 0, we can assume that the density and
normal flux are initially perturbed around the steady
state nontrivially, with nonzero values, while the lateral
flux is zero. The imposition of such initial conditions
would imply the elimination of the eigenmodes with real
frequencies in the time-dependent linear response. By
continuously perturbing this non-magnetic setting with
β, we can connect the ensuing time-dependent solution
only to the complex, non-real valued spectrum of Case I
for β ̸= 0. Thus, the extraneous spectrum becomes irrel-
evant.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we studied the effect of a static, out-of-
plane magnetic field on the stability and instability spec-
tra of a 2D inviscid electronic fluid in an infinitely long
channel. Our model forms an extension of the Dyakonov-
Shur model of plasma wave generation in 1D. We consid-
ered two cases of the boundary condition for the lateral
flux. One of these cases (Case I)–with opposite lateral
fluxes at the boundaries–is deemed as physically plausi-
ble. Another case (Case II)–with a zero lateral flux at
the right boundary–is studied for comparison purposes.
The main results of our work can be summarized as fol-
lows. First, we derived closed-form analytical expressions
for the respective spatially dependent steady state; and
formulated eigenvalue problems by linear perturbations.
Second, we demonstrated by numerics that the magnetic
field enhances the growth exponents of the fluid insta-
bility. Third, we provided numerical evidence for the
emergence of a magnetically controlled spectral gap.

Our work also indicates a subtlety inherent to the DS
model. The DS spectrum may not always arise uniquely
in the limit of a zero magnetic field in 2D. As an exam-
ple, we showed that the imposition of mutually opposite
boundary values of the lateral flux yields two distinct
spectra, only one of which coincides with the DS pre-



13

diction in each kinetic regime in the non-magnetic limit.
The other spectrum contains only real frequencies. This
latter spectrum is deemed as irrelevant for our purpose,
since it cannot induce an unstable electron flow.

Some open questions should be noted. In an actual
2D experimental setup, the channel has a finite length,
say, Ly. This geometry breaks translation invariance in
y, and requires suitable conditions at the top and bottom
boundaries. For a broad family of such conditions, our re-
sults for the steady state would approximately hold away
from the top and bottom boundaries if the channel is long
enough, Ly ≫ L. We expect that the lowest part of our
computed spectrum would provide a good zeroth-order
approximation if the length scale over which the fields of
those modes vary, which is of the order of |vx0+s0|/|ωn|,
is small compared to Ly. The combined effect of nonlin-
earities and magnetic field on the growth exponents has
not been addressed. Finally, our prediction of a spectral
gap could be the subject of laboratory testing, as well as
the motivation for studying the validity or modification
of the hydrodynamic model near the transition point.
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Appendix A: Steady-state solutions for β ̸= 0

In this appendix, we derive the exact steady-state solu-
tions of Sec. III B. We also extract small-βl̆ approximate
formulas for the electronic number density.

1. Derivation of steady states for Cases I and II

Let us first address the case with mutually opposite
lateral fluxes at the two boundaries, Case I. By using

Eq. (11) with (∂/∂t)(ρ̆, v̆x, v̆y) = 0 and the notation
(ρ̆, v̆x, v̆y) = (ρ̆s, v̆sx, v̆

s
y) , we obtain

v̆sx
∂v̆sx
∂x̆

+ (2b)−1 ∂ρ̆s

∂x̆
= β(2b)−1 v̆sy,

v̆sx
∂v̆sy
∂x̆

= −βv̆sx,

∂

∂x̆
(ρ̆s v̆sx) = 0.


(A1)

This is a system of ordinary differential equations (ODEs)
subject to the conditions of Eq. (12). The last two ODEs
are integrated directly, yielding (if v̆sx ̸= 0)

v̆sy = β
(
l̆
2 − x̆

)
,

ρ̆s v̆sx = 1, 0 ≤ x ≤ l̆.

}
(A2)

Hence, by Eq. (A1) the Euler equation for v̆sx reduces to

b
∂

∂x̆
(v̆sx)

2 +
∂ρ̆s

∂x̆
= β2

(
l̆
2 − x̆

)
, 0 ≤ x̆ ≤ l̆.

This equation is integrated by application of the condi-
tion ρ̆s = 1 at x̆ = 0, and furnishes

ρ̆s − 1 + b[(v̆sx)
2 − 1] = β2

2 x̆(l̆ − x̆), 0 ≤ x̆ ≤ l̆.

Recalling that ρ̆s v̆sx = 1, we find the cubic equation

ζ3 − ζ2 + ϵ2 = 0, (A3)

where ζ = [1 + b+ (β2/2)x̆(l̆ − x̆)]−1ρ̆s and

ϵ2 =
b[

1 + b+ β2

2 x̆(l̆ − x̆)
]3 . (A4)

Note that b(1+b+β2 l̆2/8)−3 ≤ ϵ(x̆)2 ≤ b(1+b)−3 for 0 ≤
x̆ ≤ l̆, which precisely describes the minimum and the
maximum value of ϵ(x̆)2 in the channel. The maximum
value in x̆ is attained if we let x̆ = 0 or x̆ = l̆, and (as a
function of b) is maximized, becoming equal to 4/27, for
b = 1/2. By writing Eq. (A3) as ϵ2 = ζ2(1−ζ), we notice
that any physically admissible solution, ζ = ζs, must
satisfy 0 < ζs ≤ 1 for b > 0. The value ζs = (1 + b)−1 is
an admissible root for ϵ2 = b(1+b)−3, which corresponds
to the boundary condition for ρ̆s at x̆ = 0 and gives the
same value at x̆ = l̆.

Next, we solve Eq. (A3) by the known procedure based
on Vieta’s substitution [34, 35]. This equation is of the
form ζ3 + a2ζ

2 + a1ζ + a0 = 0 with a2 = −1, a1 = 0 and
a0 = ϵ2. Accordingly, following [35] we define

q = 1
3a1 −

1
9a

2
2 = −1

9
,

p = 1
6 (a1a2 − 3a0)− 1

27a
3
2 = −ϵ2

2
+

1

27
.

The sign of the quantity q3 + p2 determines how many
real roots the cubic equation has. We compute

q3 + p2 =
ϵ2

4

(
ϵ2 − 4

27

)
≤ 0.
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Hence, all roots of Eq. (A3) are real [34, 35]. Now define

ς± = [p± (q3 + p2)1/2]1/3,

with the typical convention that Im (q3+p2)1/2 ≥ 0. The
root of interest is written as

ζs = ς+ + ς− − a2
3

=
1

3
+

∑
s=±1

(
1

27
− ϵ2

2
+ i s

ϵ

2

√
4

27
− ϵ2

)1/3

. (A5)

This root is the only physically admissible one. For exam-
ple, it reduces to the solution of the non-magnetic case,
as B → 0 [23]. We omit the details of this limit here.

To simplify the above expression for ζs, we use the
following identity, for all real ϵ with |ϵ| ≤ 2

3
√
3
:∣∣∣∣∣ 127 − ϵ2

2
± i

ϵ

2

√
4

27
− ϵ2

∣∣∣∣∣ = 1

27
,

by which we set

1

27
− ϵ2

2
± i

ϵ

2

√
4

27
− ϵ2 =

1

27
e±iθ, 0 ≤ θ ≤ 2π.

Thus, we obtain the anticipated formula

ζs =
2

3
cos

(
θ

3

)
+

1

3
, (A6)

where

cos θ = 1− 27

2
ϵ2. (A7)

This equation must be inverted for θ in view of Eq. (A6).
Thus, θ is given in terms of some generalized inverse co-
sine, a multivalued function, with argument 1−(27/2)ϵ2,
which must be evaluated by appropriate analytic contin-
uation in ϵ2 as x̆ and b vary. Once ζs is determined in
this way, we have

ρ̆s = [1 + b+ (β2/2)x̆(l̆ − x̆)]

[
2

3
cos

(
θ

3

)
+

1

3

]
(A8)

and v̆sx = 1/ρ̆s for all x̆ (0 ≤ x̆ ≤ l̆).
We should outline the implications from the multival-

uedness that is inherent to the generalized inverse co-
sine function, as ϵ2 varies through the change of b and
x̆ (0 ≤ x̆ ≤ l̆). For definiteness, we invoke the principal
branch of cos−1(·), defined by

0 ≤ cos−1 z ≤ π, if − 1 ≤ z ≤ 1.

From now on, the symbol cos−1 z denotes a real single-
valued function under the above definition.

First, consider the solution with

θ(x̆; b) = cos−1

(
1− 27

2
ϵ(x̆; b)2

)
, (A9)

which entails 2/3 < ζs ≤ 1 by virtue of Eq. (A6). The
boundary condition at x̆ = 0 reads as ζs = (1+b)−1, and
is manifest in this particular branch only if

0 ≤ b < 1/2

which signifies the subsonic regime. For this range of
b, if x̆ increases continuously from 0 to l̆ the quantity
1 − (27/2)ϵ(x̆)2 increases continuously taking values in
an interval contained entirely in [−1, 1]. We thus verify
(self consistently) that in this kinetic regime θ(x̆; b) re-
mains in the same branch for the whole channel up to
the boundaries, 0 ≤ x̆ ≤ l̆.

On the other hand, consider the solution with

θ(x̆; b) = 2π − cos−1

(
1− 27

2
ϵ(x̆; b)2

)
, (A10)

which corresponds to a different branch of the underly-
ing generalized inverse cosine and entails 0 ≤ ζs < 2/3.
Accordingly, the enforcement of the boundary condition
at x̆ = 0 is equivalent to the restriction

b > 1/2,

which characterizes the supersonic regime. As x̆ contin-
uously increases from 0 to l̆ inside the channel, we verify
that the function θ(x̆; b) lies in this particular branch.

Hence, for fixed x̆ (x̆ ̸= 0, l̆) and nonzero β, we can
show that the continuous variation of b from values b <
1/2 to b > 1/2, through the transition point, reveals a
jump discontinuity of the electronic number density (as
a function of b) at b = 1/2. The jump disappears in the
limit of zero magnetic field (β → 0), when the density
approaches a constant everywhere in the channel [23].

Let us now discuss the case with a vanishing lateral flux
at the right boundary, Case II. We need to solve Eq. (A1)
subject to the conditions of Eq. (13). We obtain

v̆sy = β
(
l̆ − x̆

)
,

ρ̆s v̆sx = 1, 0 ≤ x ≤ l̆.

}
(A11)

Thus, the Euler equation for v̆sx becomes

b
∂

∂x̆
(v̆sx)

2 +
∂ρ̆s

∂x̆
= β2

(
l̆ − x̆

)
, 0 ≤ x̆ ≤ l̆.

We find Eq. (A3) with ζ = [1 + b+ (β2/2)x̆(2l̆− x̆)]−1ρ̆s

and

ϵ2 =
b[

1 + b+ β2

2 x̆(2l̆ − x̆)
]3 . (A12)

Note that b(1 + b + β2 l̆2/2)−3 ≤ ϵ(x̆)2 ≤ b(1 + b)−3,
where the maximum value of ϵ(x̆)2 is attained at x̆ = 0.
Without further ado, we recover formula (A8) with the
replacement of the factor x̆(x̆ − l̆) by x̆(2l̆ − x̆). The
function θ(x̆; b) is defined by Eq. (A9) if 0 ≤ b < 1/2,
or Eq. (A10) if b > 1/2 in view of Eq. (A12). Thus, the
branching described in Case I above persists here as well.
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2. Small-βl̆ perturbations

Next, we simplify formula (A8) when the magnetic field
is sufficiently weak, focusing on Case I, with mutually
opposite lateral fluxes at the boundaries. For fixed b ̸= 1

2 ,
the density ρ̆s is controlled by the parameter ϵ(x̆)2. By
Eq. (A4), we notice that ϵ2 varies spatially according
to the term β2

2 x̆(l̆ − x̆) which is positive and less than
or equal to O

(
(βl̆)2

)
if 0 < x̆ < l̆. Thus, the relevant

parameter is βl̆. We enforce the condition |β|l̆ ≪ 1.
First, let us apply regular perturbations in β. To re-

duce the algebra, we write the cubic equation for ρ̆s as

1− ρ̆s =
β2

2
x̆(l̆ − x̆)

(ρ̆s)2

b(1 + ρ̆s)− (ρ̆s)2
.

The right-hand side of this equation is small if b is away
from the transition point. In this case, an expansion for
ρ̆s can be obtained by iterations with the zeroth-order
solution ρ̆s = 1. The first iteration gives

1− ρ̆s = − β2

2(1− 2b)
x̆(l̆ − x̆) +O

(
(βl̆)4

)
,

which entails Eq. (19a). This expansion is meaningful if

β2

2(1− 2b)
x̆(l̆ − x̆) ≪ 1.

Thus, we must have (βl̆)2 ≪ |1− 2b|.
When (βl̆)2 = O(|1−2b|), the above regular expansion

for ρ̆s breaks down. In this case, b is near 1/2. Define
the small parameters

δ = b− 1

2
, ε =

β2

2
x̆(l̆ − x̆). (A13)

We are interested in the regime with ε ≤ O(δ). Let
ρ̆s = 1 + ϱc. The correction term, ϱc, satisfies

−2(δ + ε)ϱc +
[
3
2 − (δ + ε)

]
ϱ2c + ϱ3c = ε.

For the critical scaling of interest, we set δ + ε = αδ for
some α = O(1). By dominant balance, we find

ϱ2c ≃ 2ε

3
⇒ ϱc ≃ ±

√
2ε

3
.

By Eq. (A8) for θ ≃ π and (βl̆)2 ≪ 1, we assert that
ρ̆s − 1 > 0 for b < 1/2 (if θ < π) and ρ̆s − 1 < 0 for
b > 1/2 (θ > π) near the transition point (b ≃ 1/2).
Thus, we must set ± = sgn(1 − 2b) in the approximate
formula for ϱc. This substitution yields Eq. (19b).

Alternatively, consider Case II, with the boundary con-
dition of a vanishing lateral flux at x̆ = l̆. Evidently,
the above procedure remains essentially intact, yet with
the replacement of the expression for ε in Eq. (A13) by
ε = β2

2 x̆(2l̆− x̆). Thus, the factor x̆(l̆− x̆) is replaced by
x̆(2l̆ − x̆).

Appendix B: On the linear stability problem

In this appendix, we provide details on the linear sta-
bility formulation of Sec. IV. Our primary hydrodynamic
variables are the rescaled density ρ̆ and vector-valued flux
(J̆x, J̆y) = (ρ̆v̆x, ρ̆v̆y).

Consider the y-independent governing motion laws of
Eq. (11). By multiplying the first (second) equation by
ρ̆ and the third equation by v̆x (v̆y) and then adding the
respective two equations together, we obtain the system

∂J̆x

∂t̆
+

∂

∂x̆

(
J̆2
x

ρ̆

)
= (2b)−1

(
−1

2

∂ρ̆2

∂x̆
+ β J̆y

)
, (B1)

∂J̆y

∂t̆
+

∂

∂x̆

(
J̆xJ̆y
ρ̆

)
= −β J̆x, (B2)

∂ρ̆

∂t̆
+

∂J̆x
∂x̆

= 0. (B3)

We also impose one of two sets of boundary conditions.
For Case I, one such set comes from Eq. (12), viz.,

ρ̆ = 1 at x̆ = 0, (B4)

J̆x = 1 at x̆ = l̆, (B5)

J̆y
∣∣
x̆=0

+ J̆y
∣∣
x̆=l̆

= 0. (B6)

For Case II, the boundary conditions are described by
Eq. (13), which amounts to Eqs. (B4) and (B5) with

J̆y = 0 at x̆ = l̆. (B7)

Next, we perturb the governing equations around the
steady-state solution (J̆s

x, J̆
s
y , ρ̆

s), writing

(J̆x, J̆y) = (J̆s
x(x̆), J̆

s
y (x̆)) + (ȷ̆1(x̆), ȷ̆2(x̆))e

−Λ̆t̆,

ρ̆ = ρ̆s(x̆) + ρ̆1(x̆)e
−Λ̆t̆, for 0 < x̆ < l̆.

Our purpose now is to linearize the governing equations
for the perturbation (ȷ̆1, ȷ̆2, ρ̆1). This step is illustrated
by the following successive approximations:

(J̆s
x + ȷ̆1e

−Λ̆t̆)2 ≃ (J̆s
x)

2 + 2J̆s
x ȷ̆1e

−Λ̆t̆,

(ρ̆s + ρ̆1e
−Λ̆t̆)−1 ≃ (ρ̆s)−1

(
1− ρ̆1

ρ̆s
e−Λ̆t̆

)
,

(J̆s
x + ȷ̆1e

−Λ̆t̆)2(ρ̆s + ρ̆1e
−Λ̆t̆)−1 ≃ (ρ̆s)−1

×
{
(J̆s

x)
2 + J̆s

x

(
2ȷ̆1 − J̆s

x

ρ̆1
ρ̆s

)
e−Λ̆t̆

}
,

(ρ̆s + ρ̆1e
−Λ̆t̆)2 ≃ (ρ̆s)2 + 2ρ̆s ρ̆1 e

−Λ̆t̆ ,

(J̆s
x + ȷ̆1e

−Λ̆t̆)(J̆s
y + ȷ̆2e

−Λ̆t̆) ≃ J̆s
xJ̆

s
y

+ (ȷ̆1J̆
s
y + ȷ̆2J̆

s
x)e

−Λ̆t̆,

(ρ̆s + ρ̆1e
−Λ̆t̆)−1(J̆s

x + ȷ̆1e
−Λ̆t̆)(J̆s

y + ȷ̆2e
−Λ̆t̆) ≃ (ρ̆s)−1

×
{
J̆s
xJ̆

s
y +

(
ȷ̆1J̆

s
y + ȷ̆2J̆

s
x − J̆s

xJ̆
s
y

ρ̆1
ρ̆s

)
e−Λ̆t̆

}
.



16

The simplification of the nonlinear terms in Eqs. (B1)–
(B3) by virtue of these approximate expressions and fur-
ther manipulations yield Eq. (20) for Λ̆ = iω̆. The ho-
mogeneous boundary conditions of Eq. (21) or (22) for
(ȷ̆1, ȷ̆2, ρ̆1) follow from the fact that the steady-state so-
lution, (J̆s

x, J̆
s
y , ρ̆

s), satisfies boundary conditions (B4)
and (B5) with Eq. (B6) or (B7).

Appendix C: Numerical approach

In this appendix, we outline our numerical approach
for solving the eigenvalue problems of Cases I and II.
The algorithms have been implemented in the Julia pro-
gramming language [36].

1. Finite-difference approximation

We discretize the operator of Eq. (20) with a central
difference quotient under elliptic regularization. For a
given number N of subintervals of [0, l̆], for the finite-
difference approximation we set x̆i = h̆ i for i = 0, . . .N ,
where h̆ = l̆/N . We also introduce finite difference sten-
cils approximating the first and second derivatives of an
arbitrary discrete function f(x̆i) as follows:

δh̆fi =
fi+1 − fi−1

2h̆
, δ+

h̆
fi =

fi+1 − fi

h̆
, δ−

h̆
fi =

fi − fi−1

h̆
,

∆h̆fi =
fi+1 − 2fi + fi−1

h̆2
.

Here, we employ the short notation fi := f(x̆i). Note
that the central-difference stencils δh̆fi and ∆h̆fi are
second-order approximations of the first and second
derivative of f , whereas δ+

h̆
f and δ−

h̆
f lead to first-order

approximations. Let C denote the set of all complex num-
bers. The desired discrete eigenvalue problem then reads

as follows: Find a nontrivial U
h̆ ∈ CN+1 and ω̆h̆ ∈ C

such that for i = 1, . . . , N − 1 we have

h̆2c∆h̆U
h̆

i + δh̆

{
A(x̆i)U

h̆

i

}
+ βBU

h̆

i = i ω̆h̆ U
h̆

i .

The factor c ∈ {−1, 1} is set to 1 for approximating
the subsonic spectrum (δ < 0) and to −1 for the su-
personic spectrum (δ > 0); thus, c = −sgn(δ) where
sgn is the signum function. The system is supplemented
with three additional difference equations on the left
and right boundaries where we have to take a one-sided
difference operator: We introduce two equations with
forward-difference stencil for the first two components
(k = 1, 2) at x̆0, the left boundary; and one equation
with backward-difference stencil for the last component

(k = 3) at x̆N , the right boundary. These equations read

δ+
h̆

{(
A(x̆0)U

h̆

0

)
k

}
+ β

(
BU

h̆

0

)
k
= i ω̆h̆

(
U

h̆

0

)
k
,

δ−
h̆

{(
A(x̆N )U

h̆

N

)
k

}
+ β

(
BU

h̆

N

)
3
= i ω̆h̆

(
U

h̆

N

)
3
.

Note that for each component we enforce the equation
with a one-sided difference operator on the opposite side
to the boundary where we have to enforce a correspond-
ing Dirichlet boundary condition on the component.

Finally, to apply the requisite boundary conditions, we
complete the linear system by imposing three additional
equations. Two of these equations are

422
(
U

h̆

N

)
1
= i ω̆h̆

(
U

h̆

N

)
1
, 422

(
U

h̆

0

)
3
= i ω̆h̆

(
U

h̆

0

)
3
.

Furthermore, depending on whether we enforce Eq. (21)
or Eq. (22) for the tangential flux, under Case I or II,
respectively, we impose one of the following equations:

Case I:
422

h̆2

(
U

h̆

0 + U
h̆

N

)
2

= i ω̆h̆
(
U

h̆

N

)
2
.

Case II: 422
(
U

h̆

N

)
2

= i ω̆h̆
(
U

h̆

N

)
2
.

The numerical value 422 shown above is guaranteed
not to coincide with any of the eigen-frequencies ω̆h̆. For
Case I, this scheme implies that

U
h̆

0 + U
h̆

N = 0 +O(h2).

Correspondingly, for Case II we have U
h̆

N = 0.
We can now collect all equations into a stiffness matrix

S where S ∈ R(N+1)×(N+1). The final system of linear
equations thus reads

Sh̆U
h̆

= i ω̆h̆ U
h̆
. (C1)

2. Implementation and Richardson extrapolation

The discrete eigenvalue problem described by Eq. (C1)
is implemented in the Julia programming language. Due
to the fact that Eq. (C1) expresses a non-symmetric
eigenvalue problem of modest size, we have opted to
apply Julia’s eigen() function which internally uses
LAPACK routines for computing the spectrum and eigen-
vectors. This approach is reasonably efficient for prob-
lem sizes up to N ≤ 2500, which is our target resolution.
A possible alternative suitable for larger systems would
have been a Krylov subspace method such as the Krylov-
Schur algorithm.

We have verified numerically that we are indeed in an
asymptotic regime for increasing degree of resolution with
N = 320, 640, 1280, and 2560. This means that the ob-
served numerical error decreases with N with a conver-
gence order of 2. In order to minimize the error, we have
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opted to perform a single step of a Richardson extrapo-
lation, exploiting the fact that we are in an asymptotic
regime. In this vein, we first compute the spectrum for
N = 1280 and N = 2560. Then, we filter the spectrum to
relevant eigen-frequencies and identify all corresponding
eigen-frequencies (ω̆h̆

n, ω̆
h̆/2
n ) between the two sets, and

extrapolate as follows:

ω̆extr.
n =

ω̆
h̆/2
n − 2−2ω̆h̆

n

1− 2−2
.

The resulting numerical value, ω̆extr.
n , is fourth-order con-

vergent. We estimate the final relative discretization er-
ror to be less than 2%.

Appendix D: On limit of fluid spectrum as β → 0

In this appendix, we study the limit of the fluid spec-
trum as the magnetic field tends to zero. We examine
Cases I and II separately.

Consider Eq. (20). The coefficients of this system are
well behaved for sufficiently small |B|. Hence, we can
obtain the limit of the solution (U(x̆), ω̆) as β → 0 by
setting β = 0 in Eq. (20). The resulting system reads

A0 ∂

∂x̆
U

(0)
(x̆) = i ω̆0 U

(0)
(x̆), (D1)

where U
(0)

= (ȷ̆ 01 , ȷ̆
0
2 , ρ̆

0
1 )

T and

A0 =

2 0 1−2b
2b

0 1 0

1 0 0

 .

We seek nontrivial solutions (U
(0)

, ω̆0) under Eq. (21) for
Case I; or, alternatively, Eq. (22) for Case II.

The eigenvalues of matrix A0 are λ0 = 1 and λ± = 1±
(2b)−1/2. The corresponding eigenvectors are generated
from U

(0)

0 = (0, λ0, 0)
T and U

(0)

± = (λ±, 0, 1)
T . Hence,

the general nontrivial solution to Eq. (D1) reads

U
(0)

(x̆) =
∑

p=0,±
Cpe

i(ω̆0/λp)x̆ U
(0)

p , (D2)

where Cp (p = 0, ±) is an arbitrary complex number

with (C0, C+, C−) ̸= (0, 0, 0). This formulation yields

ȷ̆ 01 (x̆) =
∑
p=±

Cpλpe
i
ω̆0

λp
x̆
, (D3)

ȷ̆ 02 (x̆) = C0e
i
ω̆0

λ0
x̆
, (D4)

ρ̆ 0
1 (x̆) =

∑
p=±

Cpe
i
ω̆0

λp
x̆
, 0 ≤ x̆ ≤ l̆. (D5)

The eigen-frequencies ω̆0 must now be determined by im-
position of the boundary conditions. Note the linear in-
dependence of the lateral-flux field from the other two
scalar fields.

1. Zero lateral flux at the right boundary (Case II)

We apply Eq. (22). Consequently, by ȷ̆ 02 (l̆) = 0 we
obtain C0 = 0 for any ω̆0. This in turn implies that
ȷ̆ 02 (x̆) vanishes everywhere. The constants C± satisfy

C+ + C− = 0,

C+λ+e
i
ω̆0

λ+
l̆
+ C−λ−e

i
ω̆0

λ−
l̆
= 0.

 (D6)

By virtue of (C+, C−) ̸= (0, 0), we derive the whole DS
spectrum for ω̆0, Eq. (4a). Thus, in this case the DS
predictions are uniquely recovered as β → 0 in our model.
The normal flux and number density are nontrivial.

2. Opposite lateral fluxes at boundaries (Case I)

Let us now apply Eq. (21), which includes the condi-
tion ȷ̆ 02 (0) = −ȷ̆ 02 (l̆). Accordingly, we obtain

C0 cos
(
ω̆0 l̆
2

)
= 0. (D7)

In addition, Eq. (D6) must hold. Thus, we need to dis-
tinguish two cases for C0 (and ω̆0). First, if C0 = 0 then
we obtain the DS solution with the familiar DS spectrum
and nonzero normal flux and number density.

On the other hand, if C0 ̸= 0, we find

ω̆0
n = (2n+ 1)

π

l̆
(n ∈ Z) (D8)

and

ȷ̆ 02 (x̆) = C0e
i(2n+1)

π
l̆
x̆
, 0 ≤ x̆ ≤ l̆. (D9)

Accordingly, we assert that C+ = C− = 0 which yields
zero density and normal flux everywhere. In conclusion,
in Case I the total fluid spectrum consists of the DS
spectrum and the extraneous set of real-valued eigen-
frequencies from Eq. (D8).
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