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Rayleigh-Taylor instabilities (RTI) play an important role in the evolution of inertial confinement
fusion (ICF) processes, while analytical prediction of the RTI growth rate often fails to reach an
agreement with the experimental and simulation results. Accurate analytical prediction of RTI
growth is of great significance to the success of ICF schemes. In this paper, we study the effects
of mass diffusion and exponential density distribution on RTI under a large gravity, by solving
the Rayleigh equation with a linear approximation to the density distribution of the mixing layer.
While both effects tend to dampen the instability growth, mass diffusion dominates the damping of
perturbations of larger wavenumber and exponential density distribution dominates those of smaller
wavenumber, resulting in a non-monotonicity of the density suppression factor of the instability
growth rate over perturbation wavenumbers.

I. INTRODUCTION

Rayleigh-Taylor instability (RTI) happens when the
density gradient of a fluid is opposite to the pressure
gradient [1]. This condition can be interpreted as the
scenario where a heavy fluid piles over a light fluid under
gravity, or alternatively when a light fluid is accelerated
into a heavy fluid [2]. Driven by gravity or acceleration, a
perturbation at the interface of such fluid will grow with
time, leading to sinking of the heavy fluid and rising of
the light fluid. It is a natural phenomena that happens
everyday when someone pours water onto oil, and also
has vital significance in many scientific or engineering
contexts. In recent decades, Rayleigh-Taylor instability
has been a subject of special interest in plasma physics, as
it plays an critical role in the process of Inertial confine-
ment fusion (ICF) [3] and the evolution of astronomical
events like supernova remnants [4].

In typical ICF schemes, high-power lasers are shed on
a fuel target to trigger intense fusion process. Common
target designs consist of a light central gas and an outer
dense shell, covered by a low-Z plastic ablator [5]. This
configuration is unstable to RTI both at the ablation
stage and the deceleration stage, leading to mixing of fuel
layers and degradation of the ICF performance. Different
from traditional RTI in inviscid and immiscible neutral
fluids, the fuel target during the deceleration stage is in
a plasma state, possessing an extreme high temperature,
high ionization degrees and will exhibit strong transport
properties. Under this circumstance, electromagnetic ef-
fects [6] and plasma transport effects [7–10], especially
viscosity and diffusion are expected to have a strong in-
fluence on the evolution of RTI.

Compared with the effect of viscosity, the way diffusion
impact on the evolution of RTI seems to be much more
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complex and remain ambiguous so far. There were a lot
of works dedicated to addressing the effects of diffusion
[11, 12] on RTI analytically, and some dispersion rela-
tions are derived with certain approximations. However,
due to the miscible, time-dependent and kinetic nature
of the mass diffusion behavior, a self-consistent disper-
sion relation is still and may be forever missing despite
all these efforts.

Under this circumstance, it is a natural result for schol-
ars to turn to simulations for help, and kinetic simula-
tions [13–15] are preferred due to its ab initio treatment
of kinetic effects just like mass diffusion and viscosity.
However, results of RTI simulations often show system-
atic inconsistency with analytical dispersion relations,
implicating defects in current theories, and leads us to
improve upon the analytical modelling. Yin [13] and Vold
[14] carried out a series of RTI simulations with both the
kinetic code VPIC and the MHD code xRage, covering a
large range of perturbation wavelength. They observed
evident discrepancy between the simulation results and
the theoretical dispersion relation. In order to address
this problem, Keenan [16] carried out a comprehensive
work which includes a detailed treatment of transport
properties, especially for the diffusion effect, which re-
sulted in an analytical dispersion relation much closer to
the results observed in simulations. Even so, he still re-
ported a discrepancy of the density suppression factor Ψ
between his analyses and the simulation results, which is
related to the mass diffusion effect. Keenan attributed
this discrepancy to the compressibility of the diffusion
induced flow.

In this paper, we will improve the treatment of dif-
fusion effect. Under the isothermal condition, we will
consider the exponential density distribution of hydro-
dynamic equilibrium under the gravity. We also notice
that the existence of a large gravity will accelerate the
diffusion at the interface, resulting in a wider mixing
layer compared to that in a isobaric diffusion. With a
linear approximation to the time-dependent mass diffu-
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sion profile, we analytically solved the Rayleigh equation
and gets a dispersion relation which can better explain
the simulation results.

II. GENERAL THEORY OF RTI GROWTH
RATE

A. Dispersion relation concerning transport
properties

It is a common sense that the evolution of RTI in real-
istic fluids or plasma is closely relevant to the transport
properties. However, how the transport properties affect
the linear growth rate of the instabilities remains debat-
able, as the effects of transport properties cannot be to-
tally included self-consistently in the derivation of the
growth rate. Moreover, determining plasma transport
coefficients is a task of huge difficulty, where complex
theory and lots of approximations are involved [17].

Over a century, many dispersion relation of viscous
and diffusive RTI growth rate are established by differ-
ent authors with different approaches. In ICF, most of
the frequently used equations can be seen as variants of
Duff’s dispersion equation [11], which for the first time
included the effect of diffusion:

γ =

√
Atgk

Ψ
+ ν2k4 − (ν +D)k2, (1)

where γ is the linear growth rate, At is the Atwood num-
ber defined as At = (ρ2 − ρ1)/(ρ2 + ρ1) for two fluids of
uniform density ρ2 and ρ1, g is the gravity or accelera-
tion, k is the perturbation wavenumber, ν is the viscous
coefficient, D is the diffusion coefficient. Ψ is the density
suppression factor mentioned in Sec. I.

Duff derived this dispersion relation by considering
three different effects: viscous effect, static diffusion ef-
fect and dynamical diffusion effect. He treated them sep-
arately to derive the dispersion equation for each effect.
For the viscous effect, he adopted the equation derived
by Bellman [18]:

γ =
√

Atgk + ν2k4 − νk2. (2)

For the static diffusion effect, Duff solved the diffusion
equation for a sinusoidal interface z = A0sinkx between
two fluids. For A0k ≪ 1, the amplitude of the interface
will damp as dh/dt = −Dk2h without the influence of
gravity. As a result, Duff added this to Eq. 2, where
diffusion is treated as an effective viscosity:

γ =
√
Atgk + ν2k4 − (ν +D)k2. (3)

For the dynamical diffusion effect, Duff pointed out that
diffusion between the two fluids will take place along with
the instability growth. The diffusion process will lead
to the formation of a mixing layer between two fluids,

with a smooth transition of the density profile. Duff as-
sumed this effect can be described by solving the inviscid
Rayleigh equation [1] :

d

dz

(
ρ
du

dz

)
= uk2

(
ρ− g

γ2
0

dρ

dz

)
(4)

with the density distribution under the diffusion pro-
cess, where u is the velocity perturbation of the fluid.
And as the mixing layer will always damp the instabil-
ity growth, Duff substituted the square of the inviscid
growth rate γ2

0 with Atgk/Ψ, where
√
Atgk is the classi-

cal RTI growth derived for two fluids of uniform density
and Ψ = Atgk/γ

2
0 > 1 is the density suppression factor

mentioned above. In this approach, the Ψ can be derived
as long as the density distribution ρ(z, t) is determined.
Finally, Duff replaced Atgk in Eq. 3 by Atgk/Ψ to form
Eq. 1.
Different from the viscous effect and the static diffu-

sion effect, in the dynamical diffusion effect the density
suppression factor Ψ depends on the specific model of dif-
fusion and the related density profile. In the preceding
subsection, we will take a look on the derivation of the
density profile.

B. Binary diffusion and the problems

For the dynamical diffusion effect, Duff considered the
binary diffusion of two initially separated neutral fluids
with uniform density ρ1 and ρ2 before the diffusion starts.
Duff assumed the diffusion coefficient D an overall con-
stant, then the diffusion equation

∂ρ

∂t
= D∇2ρ (5)

can be easily solved with a self-similar solution:

ρ(z, t) =
1

2
(ρ1 + ρ2)

[
1 + 2A

√
π

∫ z
ϵ

0

exp(−ξ2)dξ

]
, (6)

where the integral in the equation is actually an error
function of z/ϵ, and the self-similar variable ϵ =

√
4Dt

implicates the dependence of the mixing layer width on
the diffusion timescale t. With the time-dependent diffu-
sion density distribution Eq. 6, Duff numerically solved Ψ
for different Atwood numbers. For small kϵ, Duff showed
that Ψ has a linear dependence on kϵ, which is similar to
the conclusion of the approximate results of the variable-
density situation [19], where γ =

√
Atgk/(1 +AtkL),

and L is the minimum density gradient scale length.
However, Duff’s analyses were limited to neutral fluids

with uniform density distribution. For realistic plasma
in ICF, two problems arise. Firstly, the density distri-
bution on both sides of the interface is not uniform, as
pressure gradient will form due to instant hydrodynamic
equilibrium under the large acceleration, which will gen-
erate a density gradient in the plasma. It is obvious that
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the non-uniform density distribution is not self-similar
in the variable of z/

√
4Dt, as a result solving the dif-

fusion equation will be in principle more difficult. Sec-
ondly, the plasma binary diffusion is actually nonlinear
[20], and modifications on the diffusion coefficient need to
be made. Thirdly, under large acceleration the diffusion
equation itself needs to be changed, as effects of gravity
and pressure gradient on diffusion of each species need to
be treated respectively while they can be considered to
always cancel with each other in Duff’s approach.

Keenan noticed these problems and tried to address
them with an indirect inclusion of the effect of gravity.
He still assumed the fluids are always isothermal and iso-
baric [16], but assigned an initial exponential density dis-
tribution of the lighter plasma at only around the inter-
face to represent the effect of gravity, and the density of
the heavier plasma is automatically determined to sat-
isfy the isobaric condition. This leads to a smooth initial
density distribution across the interface. Then he solved
the binary diffusion equation of the light plasma with
the method of Molvig [20]. In this method, the lighter
plasma is considered as the diffusing species, while the
heavier plasma moves in according to the lighter plasma
to satisfy the isobaric condition. The isobaric condition
also allows the author to make great algebraic simplifica-
tion over the diffusion equation. With the new solution of
density distribution, he then followed Duff’s approach to
get a growth rate and explained former analytical over-
estimates of RTI growth compared to the simulation re-
sults [14]. Besides, he pointed out that an analytical
growth overshoot still remains in his approach for small
wavenumber and a possible reason is the effect of com-
pressibility.

Here we basically agree with Keenan’s conclusion, and
a complete treatment of the density distribution of hydro-
dynamic equilibrium under gravity may help us improve
upon this problem. To see this, we may first locate the
physics missing in Keenan’s approach. Firstly, the fictive
initial distribution actually breaks the self-similar prop-
erty of the problem, so different cutting time of the dif-
fusion process may result in very different growth rates.
It is intuitive to imagine an underestimate of the growth
rate for small time scales, where the width of the actual
mixing layer is much smaller compared to the fictive mix-
ing layer. Secondly, the isothermal and isobaric approx-
imation may be a good approximation for small gravity,
but under large gravity the diffusion process must act in
a very different way.

All these problems lead us to an inspection of the diffu-
sion process under large gravity, where the non-uniform
density distribution of hydrodynamic equilibrium must
be taken into consideration.

III. ANALYTICAL MODELLING OF THE
DENSITY DISTRIBUTION

A. Isothermal hydrodynamic equilibrium

Over decades, most of the analyses of RTI are car-
ried out about fluids with a uniform density distribution
and only a density jump at the interface between dis-
tinct fluids. In this case, the dispersion relation of the
RTI growth is simple and explicit. However, as a hydro-
static equilibrium actually requires a pressure gradient
against the gravity, ∇P = −ρg, this uniform density dis-
tribution corresponds to a hydrostatic equilibrium state
with a temperature gradient against the gravity, for ex-
ample nkB∇T = −ρg for ideal plasma, while this equi-
librium only holds when heat conduction is eliminated
from the system. Instead, an isothermal plasma with
density gradients against the gravity may be a more nat-
ural scenario, where kBT∇n = −ρg, and such a distri-
bution is often used to initialize RTI simulations [13, 14].
We should note that in realistic ICF, the instant hydro-
static equilibrium under acceleration and shock waves is
established by a combination of the density gradient and
temperature gradient. However, the variation of plasma
transport coefficients across the area are much smaller in
the isothermal case, as they roughly vary with T 5/2 but
only with ρ−1 [20], which allows us to study the effects
of the transport properties more quantitatively.
As a result, we consider an isothermal plasma with

temperature T subject to a constant gravity g. We
assume the plasma consists of two ion species, with
mass m1 < m2 and ionization degree Z1, Z2 separately.
Also the plasma is assumed to be quasi-neutral, where
electrons of the same number of charge moves accord-
ing to the ions’ motion, so the total pressure is P =∑

i(1 + Zi)nikBT and the mass density is ρ =
∑

i mini,
where ni is the number density of ion species i. At the
beginning, the two ion species are separated by the in-
terface located at z = 0. Thus, an initial hydrostatic
equilibrium can be set up by ∇P = kBT∇n = −ρg,
which results in

n1(z) =

{
n0

1+Z1
exp[ −m1gz

(1+Z1)kBT ], z < 0

0, z > 0
, (7)

n2(z) =

{
0, z < 0
n0

1+Z2
exp[ −m2gz

(1+Z2)kBT ], z > 0.
(8)

And the corresponding initial density distribution is

ρ(z) =

{
n0m1

1+Z1
exp[ −m1gz

(1+Z1)kBT ], z < 0
n0m2

1+Z2
exp[ −m2gz

(1+Z2)kBT ], z > 0.
(9)

The coefficients n0/(1 + Z1) and n0/(1 + Z2) in Eq. 7
and Eq. 8 are set to maintain the continuity of pressure
at the interface z = 0, while n0 is the number density
of all particles at the interface. Thus, the interface is
unstable to RTI as long as m2/(1 + Z2) > m1/(1 + Z1)
if we neglect the damping effects.



4

As can be seen in Eq. 9, the density distribution in
our case is actually different from the uniform case Lord
Rayleigh and Duff considered in their works. On the one
hand, this density distribution itself will affect the so-
lution of the Rayleigh equation Eq. 4, which will be dis-
cussed in Sec. IVA. On the other hand, when the plasma
begins to diffuse, the morphology around the interface
will be very different. As the mixing layer broadens, the
effective Atwood number will decrease rapidly if we take
the exponential distribution into consideration, as seen
in Fig. 1 and Fig. 2. In these two figures, we compare

FIG. 1. Density profile for the uniform density case. The
choice of parameters are stated below.

FIG. 2. Density profile for the exponential density case, with
the same choice of parameters as in Fig. 1.

the initial and mixed density profile of both the uniform
density case and the exponential density case. The lin-

ear distribution of the mixing layer is not strict and only
used for rough illustration. The initial density at either
side of the interface is the same for both cases, while it
extends to infinity for the uniform case and decays in an
exponential form for the exponential case. If we assume
the mixing layer has the same width for both cases, the
density contrast at both ends of the mixing layer of the
exponential case will be much smaller than the uniform
case, which must lead to a smaller effective Atwood num-
ber. Moreover, the binary diffusion process in the expo-
nential case will be actually faster as we take the effect
of gravity into consideration, which will strengthen the
effect of diffusion and dampens the instability growth.
For the sake of comparison with Keenan’s conclusions

[16], in preceding sections we will adopt the parame-
ters settings in simulations by Yin and Vold [13, 14]
when illustrations are needed, as in Fig. 1 and Fig. 2.
The parameters are m1 = 2mp, m2 = 36mp, Z1 =

1, Z2 = 6, g = 2.1 × 1019 cm/s
2
, T = 5 keV, n0 =

1.08 × 1024 cm−3. This results in an Atwood number
At = 0.67 defined at the initial interface. Moreover,
Coulomb logarithm is assumed a constant lnΛ = 100,
which allows us to determine the diffusion coefficient D.
We must note that, the gravity g is about 100 times
larger than the realistic acceleration in ICF deceleration
stage, and the temperature T is a few times higher than
that in the deceleration stage, while the Coulomb log-
arithm are also exaggerated by about 5 times. The au-
thors tailored these parameters in order to carry out PIC
simulations in an acceptable computation time, where a
larger gravity g leads to faster instability growth and a
larger temperature T leads to larger Debye’s length of the
plasma, which allows grids with lower resolution. The
large Coulomb logarithm lnΛ reduces the transport co-
efficients of plasma at the high temperature, otherwise
the instability perturbation will be totally damped by
diffusion.

B. Diffusion process in the exponential density case

Now that we have located the problem, it is a natural
thought to solve the diffusion equation of the exponential
case. However, this task presents much larger difficulty
than in the isobaric case. To see that, let’s take a glance
at Keenan’s approach to the diffusion problem. Following
Molvig’s treatment [20], he expressed the light ion mass
flux as

m1Γ1 = −y2n1m1D12

[
α11

(
∇ lnx1 +

x1 − y1
n1T1

∇P1 +
zi − yi
niTi

∇Pe +
Zeff − 1

Zeff

αT

T1
∇Te

)
+

3

2
α12∇ lnT1

]
, (10)

where the variables xj , yj , zj denote atom, mass and charge fractions respectively with j = 1 for light ion and j = 2
for heavy ion. Although this equation looks complex, under isothermal and isobaric conditions it reduces to

m1Γ1 = −y2n1m1D12

[
α11(∆2)

(
∇ lnx1 +

z1 − x1

n1T1
∇Pe

)]
. (11)
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And after some more algebra the diffusion equation
∂ρ1/∂t+∇ ·m1Γ1 = 0 finally becomes

∂a

∂t
=

∂

∂x
D0[dc(a) + dp(a)]

∂a

∂x
, (12)

where a = ρ1/ρ and dc(a), dp(a) are functions of a and
other known parameters only. Thus, this equation can
be easily solved, and when we derive the distribution of
the light ion, the distribution of the heavy ion can be
immediately determined under the isobaric condition.

However, there are two factors preventing us from
following the same approach in the exponential case.
Firstly, the isobaric condition P = const. results in
(1 + Z1)n1kBT + (1 + Z2)n2kBT = const. , which under
isothermal condition allows us to determine n2(z0) im-
mediately if we know n1(z0) at z0, as the total pressure
is always equivalent to the initial pressure all across the
area. This leads to a large amount of algebraic simplifica-
tion that leads to Eq. 11 and Eq. 12, where xj , yj , zj and
P1, Pe are all completely determined by n1 at the same
location. However, in the exponential case, the isobaric
condition needs to be replaced by ∇P = −ρg, which is
(1+Z1)kBT∇n1+(1+Z2)kBT∇n2 = −(m1n1+m2n2)g.
It is straightforward to see that merely knowing n1(z0)
at z0 will not help us know n2(z0). In principle, we can’t
solve n2(z) unless we know the overall distribution of
n1(z). This prevents us to perform the same simplifica-

tion as in the isobaric case.
The other factor originates from the “gas-metal” model

of the diffusion process, where the light ion is considered
as the diffusion species and the heavy ion only moves ac-
cordingly. This maybe a good approximation under the
isobaric condition, but as we take gravity into consider-
ation, the heavy ion may play a more important role in
the diffusion process.
After all, these difficulties turn the diffusion problem of

the exponential case to a complex one, and to our knowl-
edge no self-consistent analytical solution has been given
to this specific problem. Even if it exists, it might not
help much for us to determine the growth rate analyti-
cally. One may turn to PIC simulations for immediate
help, and at least this will help us to validate some ap-
proximations.

C. Linear approximation of the mixing layer

Here we present a simple approximation to the diffu-
sion process, where the density profile of the mixing layer
is assumed linear, which may be qualified for our suppose
at least for the early stage of diffusion. Also, this approx-
imation allows us to study RTI in a more analytical way,
as the solution of linear density distribution is more ac-
cessible than other complex profiles [21]. In general, we
express the overall time-dependent density distribution
as

ρ(z) =


ρ10exp[− m1gz

(1+Z1)kBT ], if z < z1(t),

ρ1 +
ρ2−ρ1

z2−z1
(z − z1), if z1(t) ≤ z ≤ z2(t),

ρ20exp[− m2gz
(1+Z2)kBT ], if z > z2(t),

(13)

where ρi = ρi0exp[−migzi/((1 + Zi)kBT )], while zi(t)
needs to be determined. From z1(t) to z2(t) is the mixing
layer with a linear density distribution and outside the
layer the exponential distribution of each species remains
as it was.

Now in order to solve the growth equation, we only
need to determine the time-dependent boundaries zi(t),
where some approximations are needed. In general, we
choose to describe zi(t) as the combination of two differ-
ent parts, where

z1(t) = −
√
4Dt+ us2t, (14)

z2(t) =
√
4Dt+ us1t. (15)

The first part
√
4Dt in Eq. 14 and Eq. 15 describes the

concentration driven diffusion of the ions, which corre-
sponds to the width of the mixing layer in the isobaric
diffusion. We note that in isobaric case, the span of the
mixing layer actually depends on the properties of the
ion species and is different on each side, but in general

the width of the layer can usually be evaluated by a few
times of

√
Dt [20], and such approximation is often used

to evaluate the width of the mixing layer in order to cal-
culate the RTI growth [13].

The second part usit describes the gravitational sed-
imentation of the different ions, where the heavy ions
sediment and the light ions rise up. Note that z1 is re-
lated to us2t, as the lower boundary of the mixing region
is decided by the front of the heavy ion 2. This process
happens naturally as we take gravity into consideration,
while it was completely neglected in the isobaric diffusion
treatment. This process is driven by the same mechanism
as RTI, but it can be activated without an initial pertur-
bation, as the kinetic diffusion will always provide the
exchange of different ions.

According to Beznogov [22], the sedimentation velocity
of the ions in a binary mixture can be evaluated by
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us2 =
ρ1nD

ρnekBT
Z1Z2mp

(
A1

Z1
− A2

Z2

)
g, (16)

where Ai is the mass number of the ion i. For a heavy
ion in the unmixed region, the sedimentation velocity
vanishes as ρ1 = 0. And for a heavy ion in the diffu-
sion front, ρ ≈ ρ1 and ne ≈ Z1n1, so the sedimentation
velocity can be evaluated as constant:

us2 = − D

kBT
Z2mp

(
A2

Z2
− A1

Z1

)
g. (17)

The same analysis leads to

us1 =
D

kBT
Z1mp

(
A2

Z2
− A1

Z1

)
g. (18)

Note that us1 and us2 are in the opposite directions.
Moreover, we assume the diffusion coefficient constant,

which is evaluated by [20]

D0 = 27.8
4

lnΛ

A
1/2
1 T 5/2

ρ0

Z2 + 1

Z2
2

µm2/ns (19)

for T in keV and ρ0 in g/cc. We choose ρ0 as the initial
density of the light ion at the interface. Now all variables
in Eq. 14 and Eq. 15 can be determined. The resulting
density distribution at different times are shown in Fig.
3.

FIG. 3. The time-dependent density profile determined by
Eq. 13 at different diffusion timescales.

To validate our approximation, 1-D binary diffusion
simulations are carried out with a full kinetic PIC code
LAPINS. The initial distribution of ions are set as Eq. 8,
and the parameters are m1 = 2mp, m2 = 36mp, Z1 =

1, Z2 = 6, g = 2.1×1019 cm/s
2
, T = 5 keV, n0 = 1.08×

1024 cm−3 and lnΛ = 100 as in Sec. III A. Corresponding
amount of electrons are added to maintain the electric
neutrality. The length of the simulation area is 4.2µm
and separated into 3360 grids, and both boundaries of the

simulation domain are set to be particle thermal, which
means particles escaping the boundary will be re-injected
from a Maxwellian distribution of the local temperature.
For the fields, the boundaries are set to be absorbing.

FIG. 4. The diffusion height of C6+ ion. The blue dots is
measured from the simulation, the red and orange curve corre-
sponds to the first and second part of Eq. 14 respectively and
the purple curve is the total expression of Eq. 14.

FIG. 5. The diffusion height of D+ ion. The blue dots is
measured from the simulation, the red and orange curve corre-
sponds to the first and second part of Eq. 15 respectively and
the purple curve is the total expression of Eq. 15.

In Fig. 4 and Fig. 5 we evaluated the diffusion height
of C6+ ion and D+ ion in the simulations, compared with
h =

√
4Dt, h = |usi|t and h =

√
4Dt + |usi|t. The dif-

fusion height is defined by the distance between the ion
fronts and the initial interface, and the ion fronts are
evaluated by finding the location of a critical density of
the ions, namely 1/10 of the initial ion density at the
interface. As can be seen from the figures, it is evident
that the mixing layer broadens in a way much different
from LD =

√
4Dt under the effect of gravity. In general,

Eq. 14 and Eq. 15 roughly fit the trend of the C6+ and
D+ ion fronts respectively. The discrepancy between the
simulation results and the theoretical prediction can be
understood in such a way: at early times, it takes some
time for the mixing layer to grow into the self-similar pro-
file [20], while in our case the gravitational sedimentation



7

at the diffusion front always makes the process slower. At
late times, the mixing front will accelerate due to ther-
mal production and expansion within the mixing layer,
which is actually out of the isothermal assumption.

We admit that Eq. 13, Eq. 14 and Eq. 15 are a very
rough approximation to the exact diffusion process. How-
ever, at least in our approximation the effect of gravity on
diffusion can be easily included without loss of generality,
and the exponential density profile can be also taken into
consideration. This allows us to carry out analyses with
a very different nature from the isobaric ones.

IV. MATHEMATICAL SOLUTION AND MAIN
RESULTS

A. Effect of the exponential density distribution

Now that we have derived the density distribution Eq.
13, we are able to solve the Rayleigh equation Eq. 4 to

get the suppression factor Ψ. However, before we start,
we would like to solve the Rayleigh equation for the ex-
ponential density profile Eq. 9 before diffusion starts, in
order to measure the effect of the non-uniform density on
RTI growth alone.
In fact, analytical study about immiscible fluids with

exponential distribution mentioned above have been car-
ried out as an aspect of study of effects of compressibility
on RTI [23, 24]. To be specific, this effect is sometimes
referred to as an static “compressibility” effect [25], and
the incompressible condition ∇ · u = 0 is still applicable
in this case, while a “dynamic compressibility” refers to
the effect of compressible equation of state and the adi-
abatic index, where the former incompressible condition
has to be replaced.
Here we stick with the static compressible effect, which

is more convenient to apply to analyses. In general, the
exponential density distribution has a stabilizing effect on
RTI. This can be seen by solving the Rayleigh equation
Eq. 4 with the initial density distribution Eq. 9. In either
layer of plasma with ρi = ρi0exp[−migz/((1+Zi)kBT )],
the Rayleigh equation reduces to

d2u

dz2
− mig

(1 + Zi)kBT

du

dz
− k2

[
1− mig

2

(1 + Zi)kBTγ2

]
u = 0, (20)

which has a solution of the form u(z) = Aexp(k1z) +Bexp(k2z), where
k1 = 1

2

[
m1g

(1+Z1)kBT +

√(
m1g

(1+Z1)kBT

)2

+ 4k2
(
1 + m1g2

(1+Z1)kBTγ2

)]
,

k2 = 1
2

[
m2g

(1+Z2)kBT −
√(

m2g
(1+Z2)kBT

)2

+ 4k2
(
1 + m2g2

(1+Z2)kBTγ2

)]
,

(21)

which is actually the same as the result of Berstein [23],

where the sound velocity is ci =
√
(1 + Zi)kBT/mi in

our case. With the boundary condition at infinity, we
can deduce u(z) = Aexp(k2z) for z > 0 and Aexp(k1z)
for z < 0. It is not hard to see that k1 > k and k2 < −k.
As a result, when we integrate Eq. 4 across the interface,

ρ2k2 − ρ1k1 = k2
g

γ2
(ρ1 − ρ2), (22)

we get the implicit dispersion relation of γ

γ2 = −gk2
ρ2 − ρ1

ρ2k2 − ρ1k1
< gk

ρ2 − ρ1
ρ2 + ρ1

. (23)

This difference will become important when the charac-
teristic length Lg = (1+Zi)kBT/mig is evidently smaller
than λ/4π. In previous simulation settings, the former
length is 0.44 µm for the upper plasma of C6+ and 2.28
µm for the lower plasma of D+, so this effect will matter
when the perturbation wavelength λ > 5.53 µm.

Besides, the dispersion relation Eq. 23 has been solved

analytically [23]:

γ2

kg
=

√
1 +G2 − 1

S
(24)

Where G = k[(1 + Z1)/m1 − (1 + Z2)/m2]kBT/g and
S = k[(1+Z1)/m1+(1+Z2)/m2]kBT/g. It is clear that
the growth relation is only related to Zi,mi, T and g.
Fig. 6 shows the dispersion relation of the growth rate γ

containing the static compressible effect. As can be seen,
γ tends to 0 for small k and approaches unity asymptot-
ically as k gets larger. Larger gravity g will result in a
larger damping effect and higher temperature T will sim-
ply reduces the effect. For the Zi,mi set we are concerned
about, the growth rate γ only dampens obviously when
the ratio of acceleration to temperature is large, as shown
by the red curve, where g = 2.1×1019 cm/s

2
, T = 5 keV,

corresponding to the simulation settings [13]. For RTI
in the ICF deceleration stage, the acceleration is about
100 times smaller although the temperature is 5 times
lower, and the effect only becomes important when the
wavenumber is very small or the perturbation wavelength
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FIG. 6. Dispersion relation from the solution of Eq. 23. The
parameters mi and Zi are determined as described in Sec.
IIIA.

is longer than about 50µm, as shown by the blue curve.

B. Time-dependent solution of the equation

Now that we have derived the time-dependent density
profile Eq. 13, we can solve the Rayleigh equation Eq. 4
in order to get the corresponding time-dependent growth
rate γ(t). As the density profile is piecewise, obviously
the eigenfunction of the Rayleigh equation is also piece-
wise. For the unmixed region z < z1(t) and z > z2(t),
the eigenfunction has been derived already in Sec. IVA.
For the mixing layer z1(t) < z < z2(t), the density is
linear and the eigenfunction u(z) can be expressed as a
combination of confluent hypergeometric functions [21].
To sum up, the overall eigenfunction is

u(z) =


C1e

k1z, if z < z1(t),

B1e
−kzM(a, 1, x(z)) +B2e

−kzU(a, 1, x(z)), if z1(t) ≤ z ≤ z2(t),

C2e
k2z, if z > z2(t),

(25)

where M(a, 1, x) and U(a, 1, x) are the two different types of confluent hypergeometric function, and they are linear
independent unless a is an integer. a(γ) = 1

2 (1− kg/γ2) is a non-dimensional function of γ and as γ <
√
Atgk always

holds, the range of a is a < (1− 1/At)/2 < 0. x(z) = 2kz − 2k(ρ1z2 − ρ2z1)/(ρ1 − ρ2) is a non-dimensional function
of z. C1, C2, B1, B2 are coefficients which need to be determined by continuous conditions. As the density profile is
continuous, both u(z) and its derivative ∂u(z)/∂z should be continuous throughout the area, and making use of the
continuous condition at z1(t) and z2(t) will give us the relations between C1, C2, B1, B2 and the growth rate γ. The
continuous condition at the turning points z1 and z2 results in four equations:

C1 = e−(k+k1)z1 [B1M(a, 1, x1) +B2U(a, 1, x1)], (26)

(k1 + k)C1 = e−(k+k1)z12k[B1M
′(a, 1, x1) +B2U

′(a, 1, x1)], (27)

C2 = e−(k+k2)z2 [B1M(a, 1, x2) +B2U(a, 1, x2)], (28)

(k2 + k)C2 = e−(k+k2)z22k[B1M
′(a, 1, x2) +B2U

′(a, 1, x2)], (29)

where xi = x(zi), and M ′(a, 1, x), U ′(a, 1, x) mark
∂M(a, 1, x)/∂x, ∂U(a, 1, x)/∂x respectively. To find
a non-trivial solution of u(z), the determinant of
C1, C2, B1, B2 must be zero. Note that k1, k2 are both
functions of γ, the total determinant can be transformed
into a function Det(a) of the non-dimensional variable
a(γ), and the zeros of Det(a) corresponds to an eigen-
value γ and the corresponding eigenfunction u(z), where
the set of coefficients is determined. Different from the
classical uniform case, Det(a) = 0 has an infinite set of
solutions [21], which means different eigenmodes of u(z)
can occur for a single perturbation.

It is not difficult to find the zeros of Det(a) numerically.
Fig. 7 shows the Det(a) of a perturbation λ = 1.28 µm
at t=2 ps. Note that M(a, 1, x) and U(a, 1, x) are lin-
ear dependent when a is an integer, non-trivial solu-
tions only exist for the non-integer zeros. The first
non-integer zero is at a0 = −1.46 and the second zero

is at a1 = −5.13. A third zero is at a2 = −12.5
which is not shown in the figure. The corresponding
growth rate can be recovered by γ =

√
gk/(1− 2a), and

γ0 = 0.61
√
Atgk, γ1 = 0.36

√
Atgk, γ2 = 0.24

√
Atgk. In

Fig. 8 the corresponding eigenfunctions u0(z), u1(z) and
u2(z) are plotted. It can be seen that the zeros of the
eigenfunction accords with the order of the zeros, which
is a direct result of Liouville theorem.

In RTI, an arbitrary initial perturbation can be decom-
posed into combinations of different eigenfunctions, and
they will compete with each other. However, the first
eigenmode u0(z) has the largest growth rate γ0 among
all the eigenmodes, and is expected to dominate the in-
stability growth. As a result, we will focus on the largest
growth rate γ0 for different perturbation wavelength.



9

FIG. 7. The determinant function Det(a) for a perturbation
of a wavelength of 1.28µm at t=2 ps.

FIG. 8. The eigenfunctions ui(z) of three fastest modes, nor-
malized by setting the coefficient C2 = 1.

C. Main results and discussion

We then solved the largest growth rate γ0 for different
perturbation wavelength and diffusion time, with the set
of parameters introduced in Sec. III A. Fig. 9 shows the
evolution of growth rate for different perturbation wave-
lengths. Although the growth rate of all wavelengths
decreases with time as the mixing layer broadens, how
strongly the growth rate of different wavelengths is de-
pendent on time is clearly distinct. In the beginning, the
exponential density profile or compressible effect dom-
inates the damping of the growth rate, where pertur-
bations of larger wavelength or smaller wavenumber are
more affected, as predicted in Fig. 6. However, as the
mixing layer starts to broaden, perturbations of smaller
wavelength or larger wavenumber seem to be more sen-
sitive to the span of the mixing layer, and the growth
rate damps with time much faster than perturbations
with larger wavelength. As a result, the growth rate is a
combination of two effects and will not exhibit a mono-
tonicity over perturbation wavelength unless in the very
beginning.

Fig. 10 shows the dispersion relation of growth rate
at different diffusion timescales. Except for t = 0 when
the mixing layer is not formed yet, the non-monotonicity

FIG. 9. Normalized growth rate γ0/
√
Atgk for different per-

turbation wavelengths λ.

FIG. 10. Normalized growth rate γ0/
√
Atgk for different dif-

fusion timescales t.

of growth rate over the perturbation wavenumber k is
clearly shown in the figure. The non-monotonicity can be
understood as follows: perturbation of smaller wavenum-
ber is dominated by the damping effect of the exponential
density distribution outside the mixing layer, while the
growth rate of larger perturbation wavenumber is mainly
damped by the existence of the mixing layer. As a result,
a maximum of growth rate occurs for an intermediate
wavenumber. As the mixing layer broadens with time,
the damping of larger wavenumber becomes stronger. As
a result, the maximum wavenumber of growth rate tends
to move to smaller wavenumber with time, as can be seen
in the figure.

We might also compare our result with Keenan’s solu-
tion of the density suppression factor Ψ [16]. The yellow
curve shows our solution of the density suppression fac-
tor Ψ evaluated at t = 4 ps. Compared with Fig. 7 in
[16], our result is closer to the Ψ inferred from simula-
tions, which shows non-monotonicity over wavelengths.
Our result is much closer to the VPIC results at small
wavenumbers. For large wavenumbers, our result is still
smaller than the VPIC results, which indicates that our
treatment of the diffusion effect is still not exact, as some
rough approximations are made to describe the density
distribution of the mixing layer. Different from our linear
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FIG. 11. Density suppression factor Ψ of Keenan’s style,
where Ψ = Atgk/γ

2
0 . The yellow dots and green dots are

subtracted from the VPIC and xRage simulations carried out
in [16].

density distribution, the realistic density distribution of
the mixing layer should be smoother at both ends, which
leads to larger damping of the instability, as observed in
RMI simulations [26]. We also note that we should ac-
tually adopt boundary conditions at the boundaries of
the simulation domain to solve Eq. 20, while we adopted
conditions at infinity instead. However, direct calcula-
tion shows that the difference is negligible, as the simula-
tion domain is not so small compared to the perturbation
wavelength.

Moreover, our treatment is not able to explain the
other non-monotonicity at extremely small wavenumbers
as exhibited in the VPIC and xRage simulations. It
might result from the incompressible nature of our anal-
ysis, as we are still adopting ∇ · u = 0. A full inclusion
of compressibility may help improve upon this, while it
may be difficult as the compressibility of the plasma may
be very different across the interface.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we roughly modelled the effect of mass
diffusion on RTI under a large gravity. We point out
that a large gravity will lead to an exponential density
distribution under isothermal hydrodynamic equilibrium,
and will also accelerate the binary diffusion process by
floating up of light ions and sedimentation of heavy ions,
which was often neglected in former diffusive RTI re-
searches. Then we modelled the time-dependent den-
sity profile of the binary plasma with a linear density

approximation to the mixing layer. We admit that the
approximation is rough, but it manages to illustrate the
decrease of the effective Atwood number under the expo-
nential density distribution, and also included the effect
of gravity-accelerated diffusion by adding the sedimen-
tation displacement to the location of the boundaries of
the mixing layer. Finally, we solve the Rayleigh equation
with the time-dependent density distribution and derive
the time-dependent growth rate γ0. We find out that the
density suppression factor Ψ = Atgk/γ

2
0 is not mono-

tonic over the perturbation wavenumber k, as perturba-
tions of small wavenumber are damped by the exponen-
tial density and perturbations of large wavenumbers are
damped due to the formation of the mixing layer. This
result reaches better agreement with former simulations
[13, 14, 16].

We should note that our modelling of the mixing layer
is far from accurate, and we expect an analytical solu-
tion of this problem, which of course is difficult. So far,
the analytical descriptions of plasma binary diffusion are
mostly based on assumptions like isothermal and isobaric
conditions, which can simplify the problem very much.
However, under a large gravity the isobaric condition will
fail, as the hydrodynamic equilibrium requires a pressure
gradient against the gravity. Also, a realistic diffusion
process must be accompanied by heating of the mixing
layer, which will violate the isothermal condition.

Still, although we take the effect of gravity into con-
sideration, our result is not strictly consistent with the
simulation results. On one hand, this may result from our
incomplete analyses, as we are still adopting incompress-
ible equations, and the diffusion coefficient is considered
a constant while it actually varies with density and tem-
perature. On the other hand, the initial perturbations in
simulations are often not true eigenmodes of the Rayleigh
equation, so the growth rate will naturally differ from the
growth rate calculated for the eigenmodes.

After all, the effects of many physical factors on RTI
are still ambiguous even after over 140 years’ research,
while the theories are becoming more and more compli-
cated. We still hope for some breakthroughs leading to
more integrated understanding of RTI, which will greatly
assist us with the improvement of ICF designs.
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