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We analyse the collisionless tearing mode instability of a current sheet with a strong
shear flow across the layer. The growth rate decreases with increasing shear flow, and
is completely stabilized as the shear flow becomes Alfvénic. We also show that in the
presence of strong flow shear, the tearing mode growth rate decreases with increasing
background ion-to-electron temperature ratio, the opposite behaviour to the tearing
mode without flow shear. We find that even a relatively small flow shear is enough
to dramatically alter the scaling behaviour of the mode, because the growth rate is small
compared to the shear flow across the ion scales (but large compared to shear flow across
the electron scales). Our results may explain the relative absence of reconnection events
in the near-Sun Alfvénic solar wind observed recently by NASA’s Parker Solar Probe.

1. Introduction

Magnetic reconnection is a fundamental plasma physics process, involving a topological
rearrangement, of the magnetic field, and accompanied by the conversion of magnetic
energy into bulk plasma flow and heat. Reconnection occurs in a wide range of contexts,
for example solar flares , at planetary magnetopauses (Paschmann et al.|
2013), in the sawtooth oscillation in tokamaks (Kadomtsev|[1975) and in current sheets
ubiquitous in many space and astrophysical environments (Eriksson et al.|2022} 2024).

Here, we are specifically motivated by observations of current sheets in the near-Sun
solar wind, currently being explored in situ for the first time by NASA’s Parker Solar
Probe (PSP) spacecraft. While such sheets are observed essentially ubiquitously (Vasko
et al.|2022; Lotekar et al|2022), only a small fraction actually reconnect (Eriksson
et al. : if one looks only in "Alfvénic" solar wind, where velocity and magnetic-
field fluctuations are highly correlated, with du =~ b, (with 6b = §B/\/4dmn;m; the
magnetic field fluctuation in velocity units), even fewer reconnecting current sheets are
observed (Phan ef al|2020} [Fargette et al][2023; [Eriksson et al.2024]). This suggests that
the quasi-Alfvénic velocity shears across the current sheet are suppressing the onset of
reconnection, as observed in steady-state nonlinear reconnection . Here, we
develop a theory to describe the suppression of reconnection onset by such a flow shear.

Many numerical studies of reconnection begin with a kinetic scale current sheet: for

example, the GEM reconnection challenge problem (Birn et al.[[2001) has a current sheet
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with a width comparable to d; = ¢/wp;. With this setup, reconnection proceeds rapidly
from the outset. However, in many of the natural systems mentioned above, reconnection
occurs as part of a bursty, two-timescale process: first a long, quiescent phase in which
magnetic energy builds up in thinning current sheets, followed by an extremely rapid
disruption as reconnection occurs.

Recently, new models of reconnection onset that explain this property have been
developed (Pucci & Velli| 2014} [Uzdensky & Loureiro|[2016} |Tolman et al|[2018). On
large scales, ideal dynamics lead to the progressive "thinning" of the current sheet
width a, for example via the Chapman-Kendall collapse (Chapman & Kendall [1963)),
on a characteristic (ideal) timescale T'(a). This can be compared with the growth rate
of the tearing mode (the linear stage of reconnection), y(a): only when y(a)T'(a) 2 1
will reconnection onset occur: at which point, the ideal dynamics are disrupted and the
current sheet is usually destroyed. This model has also been applied to turbulence, where
T can be identified as the nonlinear timescale T},;, whose scaling depends on the details
of the turbulence (Mallet et al.[2017a; Mallet et al.|2017b; [Loureiro & Boldyrev|2017a;
Loureiro & Boldyrev|2017b; |Comisso et al.||2018]).

To apply this model to the highly sheared current sheets observed by PSP, we need
to understand the scalings of both «v and T in the presence of strong flow shear, neither
of which are currently well understood. Here, we focus on the former problem, and
develop a new analytic theory for the collisionless tearing mode with significant flow
shear, du ~ 6b = 0B/+/4mn;m;, determining the growth rate v as a function of the
physical parameters. We find that flow shear strongly suppresses the tearing instability,
with the growth rate proportional to 1 — a?, where a = du/6b: as o — 1, corresponding
to Alfvénic flow shear, the growth rate of the tearing mode vanishes (for o > 1, we would
have instead the ideal Kelvin-Helmholtz instability, whose growth rate is proportional to
Va2 —1: we will not comment further on this instability here). Finally, we discuss how
our results might apply to the PSP observations.

1.1. Tearing mode without shear flow

To compare with the new results we will find in our calculation, we first present an
overview of the collisionless tearing mode scalings without equilibrium flow sheaif] We
assume that the current sheet normal is in the & direction, with reconnecting field va, =
db = 6B/+/4mng;m; and the wavenumber of the tearing mode both in the g direction,
and a strong constant guide field By > B pointing in the 2 direction. The growth rate
is given by

Y@ (ka)A'deps\/1+7/Z/a%, A'din <1 (L)
VAy (ka)dé/gpg/gy/l +7/Z)a, Ay > 1, '

where p; = \/ZTp./m;/(2; is the ion sound radius and d. = ¢/wp, is the electron inertial
length, with Z = ¢; /e, 7 = Toi/Toe, wpe = (471’%()562/777,3)1/2 the electron plasma frequency
and 2; = ZeBj/m;c the ion gyrofrequency (Zocco & Schekochihin|2011). A’ is a measure
of the ideal discontinuity, with A’ > 0 required for instability, while d;, < a is the inner
layer width over which the microphysics becomes important (we do not show its scalings
for this case here). For ka <« 1, we have A’a « (ka)™™ with n = 1 for a Harris type
equilibrium with f(x/a) = tanh(z/a) and n = 2 for f(z/a) = sin(z/a). For A’é;, < 1,
the growth rate v decreases with k, while at A’d;, > 1, v increases with k. The maximum

1 Specifically, the scalings at low § with a strong guide field: these can be found from
Egs. (2.13H2.15)) without the flow shear terms, i.e. with & = 0. A clear and concise derivation,
along with references to previous works, is given by [Zocco & Schekochihin|[2011]
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growth rate and wavenumber at which it is attained may be found by equating these two
expressions,

; otra@ ~
a1+1/n al/n

1.2
- (1.2
For n = 1 the growth rate in the A’d;, < 1 case does not depend on k, and so the
growth rate is the same for all k > kg, for n = 2 this is not the case. In the calculation
that follows, we will find that these scalings are strongly affected by the presence of even
relatively modest flow shear.

2. Equations

We will use the kinetic reduced electron heating model (KREHM) equations (Zocco
& Schekochihin|2011)). These equations are derived from gyrokinetics (and thus assume
low frequency fluctuations w < £2; and a strong guide field, §B/By < 1) in the limit of
small 3, and, assuming no variations in the 2 direction, may be written

d - 1
(= To)?=—5pi{w,Viv}, (2.1)
Tw—eviey= Lo, Za - iye - o1 (2.2)
dt eV LT AT 0 eBy lle ’
2
dg. vy { 5T} } 1 207 ,
+Lw g - lep bt~ (1- L) R e, V2w 2.3
at " oa T T 0 2; 2 e (¥, Vi¥} (2:3)

where the Poisson bracket {f, g} = 2 (V_f x V_g), the ion gyroradius is p; = vtni/ 2,
with vgn; = 1/2T0;/m; the ion thermal speed. By is again the (strong) guide magnetic field
in the out-of-plane 2z direction, Fy, is the equilibrium Maxwellian electron distribution
function, and we have written

d 0
—=—+{,...}. 2.4
o= {2 (2.4
The equations have been written in different variables to ZS11,
c 4
b=—¢, V=———-— 2.5
BO (Z) vV 47Tmin0i ( )

chosen to be notationally similar to reduced magnetohydrodynamics (RMHD): ¢ is the
electric potential and A is the parallel magnetic vector potential, while the perpendicular
(to 2) magnetic field (in velocity units) is b, = 2 x V¥ and the E x B velocity is
upxp = 2 X V1 ®. The operator I o is the inverse Fourier transform of

Lo(k 07 /2) = To(k2 7 /2)e 10772, (2.6)
where I is the modified Bessel function: at large and small scales, we have
. Pl 272
|- fyw{ 2Ve VIS (2.7)
L, p2V2 > 1.

The electron density fluctuations are

one 2 .
—_— = 1—1%)d. 2.8
nOe pZQQl( 0) ( )
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Equation (2.3]) evolves the reduced parallel electron distribution function g, defined in
terms of the perturbed parallel electron distribution function 4 f, as

on 2uu
ge =0fe — |:e + ”2 ||€:| Foe, (2.9)
Toe Uthe
The parallel electron temperature fluctuation is given by the second moment,
5T 1 203
Cle _ - /d3v2—uge. (2.10)
Toe Noe Vthe

KREHM is designed to be a set of equations appropriate for studying reconnection:
the equations contain a rigorous treatment of electron heating via the electron kinetic
equation , the dispersion at the ion scales (p; and ps = p;/Z/27), important for
achieving fast reconnection (Shay et al.|2001), and also the flux-unfreezing at the electron
inertial scale d,. This model cannot be expected to apply to all the current sheets observed
in the solar wind: in particular, the assumptions that 8 <« 1 and §B/By < 1 are often
not satisfied. However, it will allow us to make progress in understanding reconnection
onset in the near-Sun solar wind.

2.1. FEquilibrium and linearized equations

Our chosen equilibrium is
Dy =Wy, boy =va,f(z/a) = 0,¥, (2.11)

where we will be especially interested in the case where the shear flow in the ¢ direction
is quite large, a ~ 1. As in we have the current sheet normal in the & direction and
both the reconnecting field and wavenumber in the gy direction. We also assume that the
equilibrium length-scale is large compared to ion and electron scales, a > p; ~ ps > d..
Linearizing Egs. and assuming fluctuations of the form

0P = &(x) exp(iky +t), 0¥ = ¥ (z)exp(iky + i), (2.12)

and that k~! > p;,d., we obtain

(v +iakvay f)(1 — I[) + %iakvAyp?f”QB = —%ikvAyfpf {w” — k2w — ];/w} ., (2.13)
(v + ickvay, f) (W — d*0") = ikva, f [(1 + %(1 — ﬁo)) P — e;OéT|e] , (2.14)
(v +ickvay f)ge + ikﬁ’UAyf% (ge - (Z)":Foe> =

- Qiiik:vAyf (1 — j;f) Foe {w” — k20 — J;/y'/} . (2.15)

We first solve the linearized kinetic equation (2.15]) for g., integrating according to

(2.10) to find

5T|62vAZ<<>+<Z/<<>< 0oy f" >
Toe = Dome 200 \0 T FTSTFT) (2.16)
where

B P B BN

‘= {k”Ayf a] Uthe (2.17)
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and Z(¢) is the plasma dispersion function, with Z'(¢) = —2(1 + ¢Z(¢)). Using (2.13)),

Cc

A N
50T =~ (G = D)= o, (2.18)

where we have dropped a term since p?f”/f < 1, and

G=2 (g2 - Z’1(6)> : (2.19)

For { — oo, G — 3 (adiabatic electrons), while as { — 0, G — 1 (isothermal electrons).

Inserting (2.18)) into (2.14]), we obtain

(v + iakvay f) (¥ — d20") = ikva, f Kl + G%(l - ﬁo)> @] . (2.20)

We will solve Egs. and in the "outer region" z ~ a and in the "inner region"
close to x = 0: since there are two microscales in the problem, ps (or p;) and de < ps,
there will be nested ion and electron boundary layers. Because v is real, the real and
imaginary parts of the eigenmodes will be even and odd respectively around « = 0, and
it will turn out that the imaginary part is small compared to the real part.

3. Outer region
Here, x ~a~ (f'/f)~' ~ k=1 > p,,d.. On these scales,

L,

1-Ty~ —5h V2«1, (3.1)

so it may be neglected in (2.20]) (but not where all the terms are at least this small).
Assuming v < kvay, we may also neglect the growth terms. (2.20) becomes

®=a¥, (3.2)
and, inserting this into (2.13)), we obtain
(1= a®) 0" = K*w — (f"/ )] =0, (33)

so that the outer solution for ¥ is the same as in the MHD tearing mode. As x — 0,
O > k and f = z/a, and of the outer equation all we are left with is ¥” = 0, whence
the real and imaginary parts are

1
WR—)WDOR(1+§A/|I’|), z — 0,
1
W[ — Ww[(iﬂll' + 1), z—0 (34)

defining A’ = [@']*5 /¥(0), the discontinuity in the outer solution’s magnetic field.

4. Inner region

In the inner region, of width J;, < a, the ion and electron-scale effects become
important. Here, < a, f ~ x/a and §%/0x? > k2, f'/ f. Defining

_ e
o k’l)Ay ’

(4.1)
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we obtain the inner region equations
(6 4 iax) (1 — IH)d = —%ixp?@”, (4.2)
(6 +iax) (W — d*0") =iz [qs + G%(l — ﬁo)qs} . (4.3)
We need to deal with the nonlocal operator 1— I: substituting into we obtain

"

(6 +iax) (¥ — d*0") = iad + 2°Gp?

, 4.4
0 +iax (44)
but we still need to calculate 1 — Iy to solve 1) itself. One simplification is to take cold
ions: as p?d2 — 0, 1 — Iy — —(1/2)p29? and we recover a MHD-like version of (4.2)).
Instead, following |Zocco & Schekochihin| (2011), we incorporate the hot-ion response
(non-rigorously) by using the Padé approximant,

—(1/2)p20?

1-[ym—t20e 4.5
" T (12)008 *5)
Then, (4.2)) becomes
W’ 1 2y "
= T2 . 4.6
0+ iax 2"\ 5 +iax (46)
We now rescale our equations by the inner lengthscale d;,,, to be determined later: writing
X 5 de
=—, A= — =—<1 4.7
5 5171 ’ 5171 , ‘ Ps < ( )
and with ' now denoting differentiation by £, (4.6) and (4.4) become
ep! 1 p2 a[/// "
gr = L0 48
AtiaE  2°02 \Atiag) (48)
P; 2 2.2 v
A +ia)¥ —itd = 7 [GE? + (A + iag)?e’] N iaE (4.9)

where the argument of G(¢) (see Eq. is

1 iA

(= —=¢ < - a) . (4.10)
V2 \ ¢

The electron inertia term in (4.9) becomes important when & ~ Ae (x ~ de): this is also

the scale below which the electrons are no longer isothermal, i.e. when ¢ ~ 1 so that

G(¢) starts to differ from 1. We are free to choose d;, to be of the same order as the ion

scale, d;, ~ ps, and anticipate A ~ e < 1.

4.1. Ion layer

We first solve the equations on the ion scales, £ ~ 1. Since A < a ~ 1, to lowest order
the equations are

P — é (Q/” _ ;gwm/) , (4.11)
1 p?
==Ly (4.12)

2
od;,
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The solution that matches onto the outer layer solution (3.4)) is

1
1 1 1—a?
G, =aly (14 =A%, “Cie 1 - —— 4.14
o (+2 5£>—|—aC’e { 1+Z/T]’ ( )

where we have set

V1
5, = PVI+T/Z (4.15)

As £ — 0, we have

1 1—a? 1, 1 1—a?
P — —C; |1l — —— — ; ——C; |1 — ——— . .
b, aWoo—i—aCl [1 1+Z/T] —&—(204A§MWOO OéC’L [ 1+Z/T:|)§ (4.17)

4.2. FElectron layer

We rescale the equations again to find the solution on electron scales, defining

13 x
_s_r 4.18
Y73 T be ( )
The equations are
o iey?” 1 1—a?® ([ i@ \" (4.19)
: 2.2 : J :
1+icey N1+ Z/7 \1+iaey
— a2 o
N1+ U —iNeyd = —— [1+i 2 . 4.2

(1 +icey) iXey 15 7/Z [(1+icey)® + Gy [+ ioey (4.20)

On these scales, the shear terms are small compared to the growth terms. Dividing (4.20))
by y, differentiating twice and substituting for & using (4.19), we obtain an equation
for ¥,

" A2
N [(1/y + ice) W] 4222 v — = 1-a [(G—i— +— ! (1+laey))

!p// "
1/y+ice 147/Z Z }

1/y +ice
(4.21
Anticipating A ~ €, we can now solve order-by-order. At lowest order, we have ¥} = 0:
assuming the lowest-order solution is real and even (to match onto the solution at larger
scales), we have
Uy =W, DPo= Do, (4.22)

both constants. At first order, ¥{ = 0, and we take ¥; = 0: we can absorb any even
constant piece into the zeroth-order solution, and since the solution is even and real to
lowest order overall, any term linear in y must appear at order Ae or higher. At second
order, we obtain
N(1+7/2) 1

1—a2  "“(G+1/2)2+1

v, ,/1+T/Z%e/ / du\/T+7/Z (424)

(G+7/2)u?2+1"

vy = (4.23)

so that
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As y — oo, we then have (in terms of &),

- A;(/l T T/ZIG§ X1+ 1/Z log(g)] | (4.25)

1—a?) 1—a?

Epe — W()e

where

© dy\/1+71/Z

I = . (4.26)
o (G+7/Z2)y?2+1

If we had assumed isothermal electrons (G = 1), I¢ = 7/2. The solution for ¢ can be

found by integrating (4.19)) twice:

1 1-a? ieyy"” ud”
D =Py, — d d 4.27
T N1+ Z/7 <1+iaey>+26/ Z/ T+ iaeu’ (427)
The second term on the RHS, resulting from the small-scale asymptotic of 1 — I 0, is
dominant for y ~ 1, but always decays for y > 1, since ¥ (e.g. ¥}) is strongly peaked
on the electron scales. The final term on the RHS does produce terms in the solution
for @ that do not decay as y — oo: however, note that they are still a factor € smaller

than the corresponding terms in ¥. Inserting ¥4 into (4.27)), the lowest-order piece is, as
y — oo and in terms of &,

iA(1 +T/Z)
1—

I, 1
1+ Z/r €&
(4.28)

y z
&, — Do + ie/ dz/ duuy — Yo [ log(€) — € + const.] +
0 0

so the non-constant piece of @, is O(\) for £ ~ 1.

Finally, if we were to solve to third order for ¥, we could determine the odd part of
the eigenmode in terms of the even one, and thus determine the small imaginary part
of the solution: because this appears at third order, the linear term that appears in the
asymptotic solution as y — oo is ~ A, showing that the imaginary part of the eigenmode
is a factor of around A smaller than the real part. However, this is not necessary to obtain
the growth rate.

5. Matching and dispersion relation

We can now match the ion and electron solutions. We match the constant and linear
terms from £ — 0 from the ion solution (4.16] and 4.17) and y — oo in the electron
solution (4.25|and , assuming A’d;, ~ 1. From the constant terms of ¥, we obtain

WOe == o0 + Ci- (5.1)

As we found above, at lowest order the leading non-constant terms of @, are O(\), and
so to lowest order, the linear term in (4.17) must be zero,

1 1 1—a?
ZaA W — —Ci |11 — ——— | = 2
2 OinWoc acl[ 1+Z/T} 0, (5:2)

whence
102 A6, W (14 Z/7)
Z|T+ o? ’
Finally, matching the linear terms for ¥; as £ — 0 (4.16]) and ¥, as y — oo (4.25)),

A1
%Alézn!poo - CZ = (I;FT/)IGEPOS (54)

Ci=
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Inserting (5.1) and (5.3)), we obtain the dispersion relation
A 0ine(l — a?)?Z/T 1

= ) 5.5
Z/T—FO{Q—F%Q2A/(5in(l+Z/T)Ig\/m ( )
5.1. Growth rate
Using the definitions of A (4.7) and ¢ (4.1]), the growth rate is
ya kA2 (1 — a?)? (5.6)
vay  20g\/1+7/Z(1+a21/Z + La2A'8,,(1 + 7/2)) '
Inserting 0;,, (4.15)), we find that,
N LT
kA pyd, (L—o) 12+ T/Z), Al < 1
UAy g, —L=a?)* A > 1.

kd —w— — 7/
‘Plo(1+7/2)

The growth rate for A’d;, < 1 has the same scaling with d. and p; as the no-flow scaling
, but for A’d;, > 1, we have obtained the surprising result that the growth rate is
independent of ps: in the no-flow case, we had vy pg/ 3dé/ ®_Note that the growth rate
for A’d;, > 1 does not match smoothly onto the no-flow scaling (1.1)): this is because
the expansion in the ion region is invalidated for o < A (see Sec. low).
The transition between these scalings occurs where they match. Inserting A'a o
1/(ka)™ (see Sec.[L.1), the transition occurs roughly at
2/n 3/2\ Y/n
b ~ (pofa)tin (G2 / ) (55)
(1—a2)t/2n \ 1+ a27/Z

for which the growth rate is of order

Yera p;/nde 0 a2)3/2—1/2n (1+ T/z)3/2n—1
VAy altl/n a2-2/n (1+0€2T/Z)1/n .

(5.9)

For n = 2, the growth rate increases with k for A’d;, > 1 and decreases with k for
A'd;, < 1, so that ~y, is also the maximum growth rate, occuring uniquely at k.. For
the n =1 case,  is independent of k for A’d;, < 1, and equal to ~, for all k > k.
This differs in several ways from the growth rate for o = 0 (Eq. . First, the growth
rate scales strongly with 1 —a?: as o — 1, the growth rate vanishes, as is the case for the
resistive MHD tearing mode with shear (Hofman|1975; (Chen & Morrison|[1989; Boldyrev
& Loureiro|[2018), where yyup o< (1 — ?)!/2: thus the growth rate of the tearing mode
is more strongly suppressed in a collisionless plasma than in resistive MHD [f] Second, the
growth rate depends differently on 7. For 7 < 1, the growth rate becomes independent of
7, similarly to the tearing mode without flow shear. In contrast, for 7 > 1, the maximum
growth rate is proportional to 7(1/22)=1. the opposite dependency to the case without
flow shear, for which ~o¢y o< 71/2 for 7 > 1. Finally, in general the growth rate also
depends differently on the scales ps and d. than in the no-flow case: without shear flow,
1/34+2/3n 2/3+41/3n . 1/n o .
Yotr X de Ps , but with shear flow, v, o< deps’ . For n = 1, these scalings
coincide, but for n = 2, Y, /votr X €!/3, where € = de/ps < 1.

t For o? > 1, we would have instead the Kelvin-Helmholtz instability: since a > p; this is
essentially the same as the MHD case (Miura & Pritchett||1982).
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— (ka)~1

ya/VAy

102 100
ka

F1GURE 1. Growth rate as a function of ka for « = 0,0.05,...,0.95, red to blue lines. We set
p = 0.01a and d. = 0.001a.

5.2. Validity and the small shear flow limit

For the expansion in the ion region to be valid, we must have A < «a. For A’d;, < 1,
this is easily satisfied, and indeed, the growth rate in this case smoothly joins onto the
no-flow growth rate (1.1) as @ — 0. For A’d;, > 1, the inequality is

e(1—a?)?

_ 1
a2(1+171/7)3/2 <o (5.10)

or « above a critical a, defined by
Qe

W :EI/S(1+T/Z)71/2. (511)

For € < 1, ae ~ €'/3, and even a relatively small shear flow can affect the growth rate
scalings with d, and p, for A’d;, > 1. This is because the growth rate of the mode is
slow compared to the shearing rate on the ion scales.

6. Numerical tests

We use an eigenvalue code to solve (2.13H2.14) assuming cold ions and isothermal
electrons (and thus we do not need to solve Eq.[2.15)): these assumptions (while unjustified
physically for the case of the solar wind) make the equations much simpler to solve
numerically. We use the profile (Loureiro et al.|[2005)

f(z/a) = —2tanh(x/a) sech?(z/a). (6.1)

For ka < 1, A'a ~ 15/(ka)?; i.e. n = 2. For this profile, the maximum growth rate is
attained uniquely at the transitional wavenumber, rather than for all & > ki, as would
be the case for the more usual f(x/a) = tanh(x/a) profile, for which n = 1.

Growth rates as a function of k for different « are shown in Figure [I} showing the
expected scalings with k for both small and large k (large and small A’). Because the
transition moves to larger k£ with increasing shear flow, the interval in k over which the
small-A’" scalings are relevant gets narrower as « increases towards 1.

We plot growth rates at fixed k as a function of 1 — a2 in Figure [2l For both small
and large A’ (top left and right panels respectively), the scalings agree with . In
the top right panel, we have also marked on the x-axis the position at which a = €!/3:
for smaller o (larger 1 — o?), we do not expect our scaling to apply - and indeed, the
behaviour changes at around this point. The maximum/transitional growth rate (5.9)
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and corresponding transitional wavenumber are shown in the bottom panels, and
also agree quite well with the predicted scalings, shown as black lines.

We also check the dependence of the growth rate on both p; and d.. As a reminder,
for & = 0 the dependencies are given by with 7 = 0: our code reproduces these
scalings (not shown). In Figure [3| we plot the scalings for « = 0.9. For large A’, the
growth rate depends linearly on d., and does not depend on ps: both as predicted ,
and very different to the @ = 0 case. For small A’, at a wavenumber of ka = 1.12, the
growth rate depends on the product d.ps, as in the no-flow case, also in agreement with
our predictions.

We can also check the behaviour of the width of the perturbed current profile: this
corresponds to the scale at which the electron terms become important, x ~ de. We have
checked that this agrees with the scalings found numerically for the growth rate.

7. Conclusions

We have studied the collisionless tearing mode in the presence of significant shear flows,
as parametrized by « = du/db, where du and Jb are the amplitudes of the background
velocity and magnetic field fluctuations, pointing in the y (or L) direction and varying
in the x (or N) direction across the current sheet. We find that the growth rates depend
strongly on «, with a maximum growth rate given by ,

Yera p;/nde . a2)3/2—1/2n (1+ 7_/Z)3/2n—1

ony ™ gt i/n a2—2/n (1+ a27/Z)1/n" (7.1)

where n = 1 (e.g. for a Harris-type profile)or n = 2 (e.g. for a sinusoidal type profile). As
a — 1 (an exactly Alfvénic flow), v — 0. Moreover, for large ion-to-electron temperature
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ratios, 7 = Ty;/Tpe, the growth rate decreases with 7, v, oc 74/2"~1. With n = 1 for
simplicity, relative to the maximum tearing mode growth rate with o = 0, 7ot (see

Eq. , we have
Vtr 1- 042

= —. 7.2
Yotr 1+ a?7/Z (7:2)

A remarkable absence of reconnection was reported in the near-Sun solar wind observed
during Parker Solar Probe’s first perihelion (Phan et al.2020). This has been confirmed
in a comprehensive recent study of the PSP data by |Eriksson et al.| (2024), who found
that reconnection was extremely rare more specifically in faster, high-ion-temperature
solar wind emerging from coronal holes: this is also the wind that is typically highly
Alfvénic (D’Amicis & Bruno|2015; [D’Amicis et al.|2021), with highly correlated velocity
and magnetic field fluctuations, u ~ £6b or 1 — a? < 1 (Ervin et al|2024). Typically,
this wind also has large 7 = Tp; /Toe , probably due to higher ion heating

in imbalanced turbulence due to the recently discovered helicity barrier (Meyrand et al.
2021; |[Squire et al.|[2022)). Similar clustering was observed at larger heliocentric distances

by [Fargette et al| (2023)), possibly with the same underlying cause.

We have shown that both these parameters typical of the Alfvénic wind, 1 — a? < 1
and 7 2 1, suppress the tearing mode growth rate, and thus increase the reconnection
onset time, comparable to v~ . We can roughly estimate a typical reconnection time from
our expression for the growth rate: taking n = 1 and typical values for the PSP Alfvénic
wind, @ ~ 0.9 and 7 ~ 2 (Chen et al.|[2020} Shi et al.[2021], 2023 Ervin et al.|[2024)), we
find 4, /Yotr & 0.07. Our theory may therefore help to explain the patchy suppression of
reconnection in the PSP data.
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