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ABSTRACT

Astrophysical relativistic outflows are launched as Poynting-flux-dominated, yet the mechanism gov-
erning efficient magnetic dissipation, which powers the observed emission, is still poorly understood.
We study magnetic energy dissipation in relativistic “striped” jets, which host current sheets separat-
ing magnetically dominated regions with opposite field polarity. The effective gravity force g in the
rest frame of accelerating jets drives the Kruskal-Schwarzschild instability (KSI), a magnetic analogue
of the Rayleigh-Taylor instability. By means of 2D and 3D particle-in-cell simulations, we study the
linear and non-linear evolution of the KSI. The linear stage is well described by linear stability analysis.
The non-linear stages of the KSI generate thin (skin-depth-thick) current layers, with length compa-
rable to the dominant KSI wavelength. There, the relativistic drift-kink mode and the tearing mode
drive efficient magnetic dissipation. The dissipation rate can be cast as an increase in the effective
width Aeg of the dissipative region, which follows dAqg/dt =~ 0.05/Aeg g. Our results have important
implications for the location of the dissipation region in gamma-ray burst and AGN jets.

Keywords: High energy astrophysics (739); Plasma astrophysics (1261); Compact objects (288); Mag-

netic fields (994)

1. INTRODUCTION

Astrophysical relativistic outflows, commonly ob-
served in pulsar winds, gamma-ray bursts (GRBs) and
active galactic nuclei (AGN), are launched as Poynting-
flux dominated, driven by a strong magnetic field
threading a rotating compact object—either a spinning
black hole and/or its accretion disk (Blandford & Zna-
jek 1977; Blandford & Payne 1982; Meier et al. 2001;
Vlahakis & Konigl 2003) or a magnetized neutron star
(Rees & Gunn 1974; Kennel & Coroniti 1984; Bogovalov
1999; Usov 1992; Metzger et al. 2011). The flow starts
as magnetically dominated, and some form of internal
dissipation of the dominant magnetic energy is required
to mediate the powerful, rapid release of energy inferred
from observations.
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Magnetic dissipation is more likely to be triggered
when small-scale structures with oppositely-directed
fields preexist in the flow. In pulsar winds, such a
structure arises naturally because the magnetic field
near the equatorial plane changes sign every half of
the pulsar period, creating the so-called striped pulsar
wind of magnetically-dominated regions separated by
thin current sheets carrying hot pair-plasma. It is the
annihilation of these oppositely directed fields that pro-
vides the main energy conversion mechanisms in pulsar
winds. Magnetic dissipation of the stripes starts close
to the light cylinder (Lyubarsky & Kirk 2001; Kirk &
Skjeeraasen 2003; Pétri & Kirk 2005), potentially ex-
hausting most of the carried Poynting flux well before
the pulsar wind termination shock (Cerutti & Philippov
2017; Cerutti et al. 2020; Hakobyan et al. 2023).

Outflows with alternating fields could also arise in ac-
creting systems — GRBs and AGN jets — if the magnetic
field in the central engine changes sign (Drenkhahn 2002;
Drenkhahn & Spruit 2002; Giannios & Uzdensky 2019;
Zhang & Giannios 2021; Chashkina et al. 2021). Effi-
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cient dissipation of the alternating fields in such striped
jets would occur when the drift velocity of the cur-
rent carriers approaches the speed of light (the so-called
“charge starvation” regime), or equivalently when the
particle Larmor radius is comparable to the thickness
of the sheet. In GRBs and AGNs, the relativistic jet is
expected to be heavily loaded with the plasma from the
accretion disk (and in GRBs, also from the progenitor
star (Levinson & Eichler 2003)), so charge starvation is
achieved only at extremely large distances. Therefore,
the onset of magnetic dissipation in GRB and AGN jets
occurs too far from the central engine to explain the
observed high-energy emission.

This motivated Lyubarsky (2010) to suggest that mag-
netic dissipation in striped relativistic jets could be fa-
cilitated by the Kruskal-Schwarzschild instability (KSI),
an analogue of the Rayleigh-Taylor instability (RTT)
in strongly magnetized flows. It was shown that as
the flow accelerates, the current layer in its comoving
frame experiences an effective gravitational acceleration
g = ¢*dl'/dr in the opposite direction (here, I is the bulk
Lorentz factor of the jet, and r is the distance from the
central engine). Since the enthalpy density of the rela-
tivistically hot plasma in the current layer is larger than
that of the cold magnetized plasma below it, the current
sheet becomes susceptible to the KSI just like the inter-
face between a lighter fluid below a heavier one would
be to the RTI. As the plasma drips out of the layer in-
between the magnetic field lines, it intermixes regions of
opposing field polarities driving magnetic energy dissi-
pation, which in turn leads to further acceleration of the
flow, so the process is self-sustaining (Lyubarsky 2010).

The structure and temporal evolution of the KSI
was studied using 2D relativistic magnetohydrodynamic
(MHD) simulations by Gill et al. (2018), who confirmed
that the instability growth rate matches the predic-
tions from the linear stability analysis. They also mea-
sured the magnetic dissipation rate, finding that it cor-
responds to an effective bulk velocity inflow into the
dissipation region of < 0.005 ¢ — too slow to explain ef-
ficient dissipation in GRB and AGN jets. In this work,
we study for the first time the linear and non-linear
evolution of the KSI using fully-kinetic particle-in-cell
(PIC) simulations. As compared to MHD, a kinetic ap-
proach has several advantages: (i) it captures the devel-
opment of kinetic instabilities that cannot be described
in MHD, e.g., the relativistic drift-kink instability (Zen-
itani & Hoshino 2007); (i) it allows to properly model
the physics of collisionless reconnection—in fact, resis-
tive MHD approaches yield reconnection rates that are
an order of magnitude lower than equivalent kinetic cal-
culations (Birn et al. 2001; Cassak et al. 2017); (%)

it can naturally describe the formation of non-thermal
particle distributions.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we
present the simulation setup, introducing the relevant
parameters of the problem. In Section 3 we extend the
linear analysis of Lyubarsky (2010)—which was tailored
to a relativistically hot layer—to a more general case. In
Section 4 we present results from our 2D and 3D simula-
tions, with particular focus on the non-linear dynamics
and the efficiency of magnetic dissipation. Section 5
summarizes our main findings and discusses their impli-
cations for GRB and AGN jets.

2. SIMULATION SETUP

We perform 2D and 3D simulations using the Tristan
v2 particle-in-cell (PIC) code (Hakobyan et al. 2023). In
both 2D and 3D, our Cartesian domain is periodic in all
directions. The 2D domain has dimensions L, x L, =
5600 x 10000 cells in = and y, respectively (with larger
2D runs having dimensions of L, x L, = 8400 x 15000).
In 3D, our simulation has dimensions of L, x L, x L, =
1400 x 2500 x 1440 cells. The domains are initialized
with a magnetic field:

B = 2By (tanh {yxfl} + tanh {yxfﬂ + 1) :

the direction of which switches at specific locations
Y = {Yes,1, Yes,2} Over a characteristic width of Ac. The
background is filled with cold (Ty < mcc?)’ uniform
electron-positron plasma of number density ng. The
magnetization of the background, og = BZ/(4mngmec?),
is fixed at o9 = 10 for all of our simulations, in both
2D and 3D. The skin-depth of the background plasma,
do = (771602/(47771062))1/27 is typically resolved with 5
grid cells, Az, in 2D (larger runs have dy = 2.5 Ax),
and 2.5 grid cells in 3D. Unless otherwise specified, we
will report all the lengthscales in units of dy. In 2D,
the background number density ng is sampled with 8
particles per cell, and with 4 in 3D.

On top of the background plasma, we also ini-
tialize two overdense layers in the xz-z plane, hav-
ing width A. and the following density profile: n =
Nes/ cosh? (Y — Yes,i)/Acs) with i = {1, 2}, where nes/no
is the current layer overdensity w.r.t. the background
plasma. The overdensity is set to nes/ng = 12 in most
of our runs. The overdense plasma in the layers also
provides net current density that supports the mag-
netic field polarity switch across the sheets. To com-
pensate the magnetic pressure outside the layer, the

1 We use kg = 1, quoting all temperatures in units of energy.



Figure 1. Schematic illustration of the simulation setup.
Close to the middle of the current layer, where the magnetic
field vanishes, the enthalpy is dominated by plasma pressure
(region A), while below that region it is dominated by mag-
netic pressure (region B). The unstable interface lies between
the two regions.

overdense population in the layer has a temperature
of T.s = B2/(8Tnes). We present simulations with
nes/no = 3 and 12 (the former case is described in Ap-
pendix A), however we varied this parameter from 1.5 to
30 in simulations not presented in this paper, to validate
the temperature dependence of the KSI growth rate. We
use Ag = 20dy as the fiducial current sheet width Acg.
In the 2D runs we set Ags/Ag to 1, 2, or 4.

The configuration described above is an exact kinetic
equilibrium (double Harris layer), provided that |yes,1 —

Yes,2| > Acs > des, where des = (meCQ/(47TnC862))1/2
is the plasma skin-depth in the current layers. We
also add a constant gravity field, acting on every sim-
ulation particle in the domain: g = +gy, with the
sign chosen in such a way that the force is directed
towards the y = L,/2 plane (Zhdankin et al. 2023).
All our results are derived using the upper half of the
domain. The gravitational free fall acceleration, g, is
parametrized similar to the convention used for radia-
tive drag forces (see, e.g., Uzdensky & Spitkovsky 2014),
where we set the fiducial value of gg by equating the
force imposed by an electric field of magnitude ... Bo
to the gravity force. Thus, we define the fiducial ac-
celeration, gp = Mrec CWp,0, Where wp o = |e|By/mec,
and 7pec = 0.1 is the fiducial reconnection rate. By fur-
ther defining the value gy = ¢gp/400 (to make gravity
much weaker than any electromagnetic forces), we pa-
rameterize the gravitational acceleration with a dimen-
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sionless factor: ¢g/go. In the 2D runs we set this value
to 1, 1/2, or 1/4, while in 3D we pick g/go = 1. We
work in the weak gravity regime, studied analytically
by Lyubarsky (2010), where g < ¢?/A¢; as an exam-
ple, for Acs/Ag = 4, which is the largest current sheet
width we have considered, this inequality translates to
g/go0 < 16, meaning that all the simulations presented
in this work satisfy this inequality. To avoid artificial
transients due to abruptly applying gravity to an other-
wise stable equilibrium, we start all of our simulations
with g(t = 0) = 0, gradually turning it on to its max-
imum value as g(t) = g[1 — cos(mt/ty)] /2, for t < tg,
and g(t) = g, otherwise. The value of t; = L, /c is short
enough that the dynamics at early times does not affect
the long-term evolution of the system, which we follow
until ¢ > t,.

Table 1 lists all the numerical and physical parameters
of our simulations. Triple-dots indicate that we varied
that parameter in the specified range either for conver-
gence study, or while exploring the parameter space.

parameter [units] H 2D ‘ 3D

box size [do] (1120,2000), | (560, 1000, 576)

(3360, 6000)

particles per cell 8 4

cAt [Az] 0.45

To [mec?] 1074

oo 10

do [Ax] 2.5..5 2.5
Yes,1, Yes,2 [Ly] (0.25, 0.75) (0.15, 0.85)
Nes /Mo 3...12 12
Ags [do] 20...80 40

g/ 90 0.25...1 1

Table 1. Numerical values for all the parameters used in
our 2D and 3D simulations.

3. ANALYTICAL GROWTH RATE

To estimate the growth rate of the gravity-driven KSI,
we follow the approach by Lyubarsky (2010), where the
assumption of weak gravity is employed: gA.s/c® < 1.
In this case, the dispersion relation for the growth of a
k., = k mode can be written as:

Wt 1—eWhe B%’ if kA > 1;
k29 h2 — e=2kles Helaa if kA < 1,

where h = (ha + hp)/(ha — hp), and hy and hp are
the enthalpy densities of the two regions on either side of



& 107!
>
~
!
3
1072
[ |
10-3 Mg X \/gik(klAcs/4)1/4 1 103 110*1 10!
1072 107! 100 101 102
kA

Figure 2. Dispersion relation of the KSI for different values
of the temperature in region A (i.e., in the current sheet).
Asymptotic predictions are shown with dotted black lines.
For the purposes of this plot, we interpolate 'a =~ 5/3 to
I'a = 4/3 for values of Ocs K 1t0 Ocs > 1 as 'a = (4/3 —
5/3)(1 + tanh{log,, ©cs + 1})/2 + 5/3.

the instability interface. These are shown in Fig. 1 as A,
the hot unmagnetized region dominated by plasma pres-
sure, and B, the cold magnetized region dominated by
magnetic pressure. As the dispersion relation in Eq. (1)
always admits an unstable mode, the growth rate of the
instability can be found as 7, = —Im{w}. In general,
h; = nymec? +Typr/(Tr — 1) with I = {A, B}, where
I'; is the effective adiabatic index in the given region,
while ny and p; = n;T7 +B%/87r are the plasma number
density and the total pressure, respectively.

Region B is mostly filled with the background plasma,
np ~ ng and Tg ~ Ty, which is cold and highly magne-
tized: noTy < nomec? < BE/8w. Thus, the main con-
tributor to the pressure in that region is the magnetic
field: hp ~ 2pp ~ B /4w, where we used an adiabatic
index of I'g &~ 2. In region A, on the other hand, the
magnetic field is subdominant, while the pressure is pro-
vided primarily by the current-layer particles, n4 ~ ncs,
with a temperature of Ty =~ Tes = (1/2) comec? (no/nes)
(which could be sub-relativistic or ultra-relativistic).
Thus, defining Tes = T'a/(Ta — 1) for the plasma in
the layer, we can rewrite the expression for h in the
following form:

14 0(Tes +2)
14 Ou(Tes — 2)

1 if © 1;
~ ) 1 Ccs << ) (2)

3, if O > 1,

~
~

where O = Tes/m.c? denotes the dimensionless tem-
perature in the current layer, and we used 'y = 5/3 for
O < 1 and T'y = 4/3 for O, > 1. Notice that for
Ocs < 1, the long-wavelength regime kA < 1 in Eq. 1
requires expanding the Taylor series in Eq. 2 to the next
order in O. In this case, the growth rate retains a de-
pendence on O.. Putting all the regimes together, we
can describe the full parameter space in the asymptotic

regime (long and short wavelengths w.r.t. A.s) with the
following dispersion relation:

1, kA > 1
.y 1, Ous € kAgs €1 ¢ Oes < 1

w

]ﬂng ~ gé:a kAcs < @cs (3)
1
= kA 1
9’ > Ocs > 1.
kA, kA <1

The analytical growth rate for different values of O is
shown in Fig. 2, where the color of the line corresponds
to the temperature in region A. Asymptotic relations
for the non-relativistic, ©. < 1, and ultra-relativistic,
O¢ > 1, regimes are shown with dotted black lines. In
further sections, we employ the notation 7y = \/g/Acs
(ignoring h and setting k = 1/Ac) as the fiducial KSI
growth rate for a given thickness, A.s, and gravity, g, to
facilitate the comparison between different runs.

4. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section we present the results from both 2D and
3D simulations. In 2D, as the magnetic field initially is
purely perpendicular to the plane of the simulation, the
tearing instability cannot grow, and the only instabil-
ity competing with the KSI is the relativistic drift-kink
instability (RDKI; see also Zenitani & Hoshino 2007;
Werner & Uzdensky 2021). As we demonstrate below,
in both 2D and 3D, the initial dynamics of the layer is
determined by the interplay of these instabilities. In 3D,
we also observe the tearing instability in the plane of the
magnetic field (y-z plane) which grows during the non-
linear stage of the KSI, when regions with opposing field
polarities come together. In the following subsections,
we study the evolution of the layer depending on various
initial parameters for the 2D case, and also discuss the
differences we observe between 2D and 3D.

4.1. Reference case in 2D and 3D

First, we focus on the evolution of our reference case
in 2D with g = go, A = 24, and nes/ne = 12. Fig. 3
shows the current sheet at three different times. The
left column shows the initial setup, while in the last col-
umn, twy o = 5760, the KSI is fully developed. As the
KSI grows (at t ~ 2000 w;é), the hot plasma in the cur-
rent sheet drips down into the magnetized region, creat-
ing non-linear fingers reminiscent of the Rayleigh-Taylor
instability. The initial current layer in this case is wide
enough, and the average current density is small enough,
that the RDKI is not observed in the early stages. At

later stages however, ¢ 2 5000 w,, é, as the current layer
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Figure 3. Time evolution of the KSI in a current sheet of initial thickness 2A subjected to a force of strength go. Rows a, b,
¢, and d respectively display plasma number density, out-of-plane component of the magnetic field (B.), current density (|j]),
and mean particle kinetic energy in units of the rest mass energy ((y) — 1). At late time (column 3), as regions with oppositely
oriented fields come closer together, magnetic energy dissipation starts due to localized RDKI modes (panel ¢3), energizing the

plasma (yellow regions in panel d3).

gets perturbed by the non-linear evolution of the KSI
(see Fig. 3, panel b3), the local current density increases
(see the bright regions in panel ¢3), indicating that thin-
ner, more intense current sheets are being formed. At
this stage, small-scale ripples start to develop on the
newly-formed thin current sheets due to the secondary
RDKI (most notable near the top part of the layer at
x =~ 400dy, y =~ 1500dy at t = 5760w;(1)). The RDKI
in the newly formed layers is then a “parasitic” insta-
bility, arising as a by-product of the non-linear evolu-
tion of the KSI. The parasitic RDKI drives energy dis-
sipation, which in turn energizes the plasma around the
newly formed layers (panel d8). The late-stage drift-
kink-driven energy dissipation is similar to the findings
by Werner & Uzdensky (2021), who studied this insta-
bility in the context of an initially unstable current layer
with no gravity. In Sec. 4.3 we expand further on the
energy dissipation history in our runs.

Fig. 4 shows the same analysis for a 3D box twice
shorter in « and y, and having L, ~ L,. The 3D run
has the same physical parameters as in Fig. 3: g = go,
A = 2A, and nes/ng = 12. Panels in the last col-
umn show a slice in the y-z plane where the upstream
magnetic field lies. The dynamics in the z-y plane is
very similar to our 2D simulation, with clear indications
of RDKI developing in the late non-linear stages of KSI,
when the interface between oppositely-directed fields be-
comes sufficiently thin. More importantly, in the y-z
plane the 3D run shows that at late stages the tearing
instability starts to compete with the RDKI, and the
sheet undergoes magnetic reconnection. This is clearly
visible in panel ¢4 at z = 100dy and y ~ 900 dy, where
the current density is locally amplified. We also see a
plasmoid being produced from this reconnection event
(same panel, z &~ 400dy), which contains hot plasma
energized by the sites of active magnetic dissipation.
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Figure 4. Snapshots of the same quantities as in Fig. 3 but for slices in the 3D run with Acs = 2A¢ and g = go. The last
column shows the slice in the y-z plane where the upstream field lies. Magnetic reconnection is clearly visible in the y-z plane,
with the thin current layer at z &~ 100 dp undergoing tearing instability, and a plasmoid (z ~ 400dp) containing the energized
particles. Dashed cyan and magenta lines indicate where the corresponding slices in x-y and y-z are taken.

We also show the plasma density and the current den-
sity at twpo = 7200 from our 3D run in Fig. 5 with
a volume rendering. In this figure, we show on the
left (xz < L,/2) the plasma density, while on the right
(r > L;/2) the electric current density. The direc-
tion of the upstream magnetic field is shown with ar-
rows. Regions of high overdensity (bright yellow on
the left)—which track the hot plasma from the initial
layer penetrating the strongly magnetized region—are
surrounded by thin current-carrying layers (bright white
on the right). In the upper part of the current density
rendering (right side), one can see the interplay between
tearing and drift-kink instabilities, which perturb the
layer on small scales driving efficient energy dissipation.

4.2. Dependence on Acs and g in 2D

To study how the KSI onset and evolution depend on
physical parameters, we perform a series of 2D simu-
lations varying Acs and g (nes/ng = 12 is fixed). In
Fig. 6, we show snapshots of the plasma density (left),
and the current density (right) near the current layer.
The current density is normalized to (¢/4m)By/dy. Dif-
ferent rows correspond to different strengths of gravity,

while different columns start with different widths of the
layer. For easier comparison, the snapshots are taken at
constant nyt, where 1, = \/g/Acs. For the g = 0 case
(upper row), we consider the same times as for g = go/4
(second row). In the fully non-linear regime, strong cur-
rents are induced at the boundaries of the KSI fingers,
where two regions of opposite magnetic polarity come
close together. In cases when the initial current layer is
thinner, A.s = Ap, thus the initial current is stronger
(first column in Fig. 6), we observe the layer to corrugate
before going KSI-unstable due to the faster-growing pri-
mary drift-kink-instability (as opposed to the secondary
RDKI which occur in localized patches at later stages).
In more realistic scenarios with wider initial layers (third
column in Fig. 6), we see no evidence of the primary
RDKI, and the dynamics is fully dictated by the lin-
ear and non-linear phases of the KSI. In all cases where
gravity is present, the KSI dominates the dynamics be-
low the layer. The upper half of the layer is relatively
unperturbed, with only minor undulations present in
cases with initially thinner layers (first column) due to
the primary RDKI. In the non-linear stages of the KSI
evolution, thin localized current layers are formed at the



>
<

Figure 5. Volume rendering from the 3D simulation shown
in Fig. 4 at twp,o = 7200. We show on the left (x < L;/2)
the plasma density, while on the right (z > L./2) the elec-
tric current density. Color scales are consistent with Fig. 4.
The direction of the upstream magnetic field is shown with
arrows.

interface of KS fingers/bubbles. These localized layers
are unstable to secondary RDKI modes, as we described
above, and are ultimately responsible for magnetic en-
ergy dissipation (these layers are clearly highlighted in
Fig. 6 panel d3 along y ~ 1500dy). As opposed to the
primary RDKI, which is weaker for larger A, the sec-
ondary RDKI is more prominent in cases with wider
A¢s (and stronger g). As anticipated above, the de-
velopment of the secondary RDKI is parasitic, since it
occurs in the wake of the late-stage evolution of the KSI.
In Appendix A we show that in cases where n.s/ng is
smaller, a greater drift velocity is required in the initial
layer to sustain the current, and thus we see much more
pronounced evidence of primary RDKI modes, which
corrugate the layer before the onset of KSI, especially in
cases where A is small.

To compare the growth rates of the KSI in our sim-
ulations with those predicted in Section 3, we calculate
the variance in plasma number density following the def-
inition by Gill et al. (2018), on(z,y) = n(z,y) — (n)s,
where (n), = [n(z,y)dz/L,. We measure the time evo-
lution of the box-averaged (dn?)/n3, which in the linear

stage of the KSI should follow o exp (24/kg/|h|t) for
a mode with wavenumber k. Here, |h| calculated from
Eq. (2) using T'4 &~ 5/3, which is appropriate for our
case with relatively low temperature in the initial cur-
rent sheet, O ~ 5/12. Fig. 7 shows the box-averaged
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variance plotted vs time for all the cases presented in
Fig. 6, where the dashed line corresponds to an exponen-
tial growth at the analytical growth rate for k=1 ~ 4A
(a specifically chosen mode, which roughly corresponds
to the dominant corrugation wavelength in Fig. 6). For
all cases, time is measured in units of \/Ac/g. In all
the cases (except for the case with smaller current sheet
width A = Ag and weaker gravity g = go/4) the linear
stage growth rate matches well the analytic expectation.
The case that deviates from the analytic prediction is
also the one most affected by the initial corrugation of
the layer due to the primary RDKI.

4.3. Magnetic energy dissipation

In the previous subsection we have demonstrated that
the non-linear stages of the KSI lead to the formation
of thin (skin-depth-thick) current layers, with lengths
comparable to the dominant KSI wavelength. These
thin layers go unstable to the RDKI and/or the tearing
instability (the latter occurring only in 3D, for our ge-
ometry), which can drive efficient magnetic dissipation.

The dissipated electromagnetic energy is converted
into plasma energy. We quantify the dissipation effi-
ciency in Fig. 8, by measuring the temporal evolution
of the total kinetic energy of all particles in the upper
half of the domain Eyi, = Y,(v; — 1)m.c?. The figure
employs a set of 2D simulations where we resolve the
skin depth with dy = 2.5 cells and we adopt a larger
box than in the fiducial runs described so far, in order
to maximize the timespan covered by the simulations
(see Section 2 for details). The 3D run is shown with a
thick green line.

When time is measured in units of /A./g, Fig. 8
shows that the fractional change FEyin/Exino — 1 fol-
lows the same temporal track regardless of Ac or g
(here, Ekin,o is the initial value). Within the limited
timespan covered by our 3D simulation, we find that its
curve overlaps with the corresponding 2D result, possi-
bly indicating that the RDKI dominates magnetic en-
ergy dissipation even in 3D. We caution, however, that
this conclusion might change when employing larger
3D domains (e.g., compare Zenitani & Hoshino 2001
with Sironi & Spitkovsky 2014). The temporal evo-
lution of FEyj, is driven by the increase in the effec-
tive width Aeg (along y) of the dissipation region. In
fact, Eiin < 0onomec® LyL,Asg < Aeg, so the frac-
tional change plotted on the vertical axis of Fig. 8 can
be cast as Aeg/Aer,0 — 1. More precisely, we define
At = Exin/(0ngmec?® L, L,) and find that for a single
layer, Aesro0 = Acs/(I'a — 1), where I' 4 is the adiabatic
index in the hot layer; for O.5 = (00/2)(ng/nes) = 5/12,
we obtain Acgo =~ 2Ag. The effective width of the
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Figure 6. Snapshots of the plasma density and the electric current density at 7yt ~ 16, where 1y = y/g/Acs. Columns share
the same current sheet widths of Ag, 2A¢, and 4Ag respectively, while rows share the same strength of gravity of 0, go/4, go/2,
and go respectively. In the top row (panels a), in which g = 0, the snapshots were taken at the same time as in panels b of the
same column.
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Figure 7. Time evolution of the box-averaged variance of the overdensity, 0n = n — (n),, for the same simulations as in Fig. 6.
Time is in units of \/Acs/g, as informed by the fiducial growth rate. Panels a, b, and c¢ refer to different values of the initial
thickness, while with color we represent different gravitational force strengths. The dashed line corresponds to the analytic
growth rate for a mode with k™! = 4A,. Notice that all of these cases have the same value for the current layer temperature,
and thus the same value for k. Circles indicate the times when the snapshots in Fig. 6 were taken.

current layer should evolve as with the characteristic timescale 7, = 779_1 = VAert/g
as suggested by Lyubarsky (2010). The solution of this
dAg Acgt equation for ¢ = 0.05 is overplotted in Fig. 8 with the

dt_ Ty
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Figure 8. Estimate of magnetic energy dissipation, by mea-
suring the temporal evolution of the total kinetic energy of
particles in the upper half of the domain, Fxin = Y. (vi —

1)mec2. We plot the fractional change FEuin/FEkin,o - 1 =
Aest/Aer,0 — 1 as a function of y/g/Acs t. Here, Acg is de-
fined as the effective thickness of the dissipative region. The
dotted purple line shows the solution of Eq. 4 with ¢ = 0.05.

dotted purple line, which provides a remarkably good
fit to the simulation results. We therefore conclude that
KSI-driven magnetic energy dissipation can be quanti-
fied by Eq. 4 with ¢ = 0.05. This will be used in the
following section to estimate the efficiency of KSI-driven
dissipation in GRB and AGN jets.

5. CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSION

We have studied magnetic energy dissipation in rela-
tivistic, accelerating striped jets. The effective gravity
force g = ¢2dl'/dr in the rest frame of accelerating jets
drives the KSI, which we have investigated by means of
2D and 3D particle-in-cell simulations. We find that the
linear stage is well described by linear stability analy-
sis, as derived by Lyubarsky (2010) for relativistically
hot layers and extended in this paper to the general
case of arbitrary temperatures. The non-linear stages
of the KSI generate thin (skin-depth-thick) current lay-
ers, with length comparable to the dominant KSI wave-
length. There, the relativistic drift-kink mode (in both
2D and 3D) and the tearing mode (only in 3D, for our
geometry) drive efficient magnetic dissipation. The dis-
sipation rate can be cast as an increase in the effective
width Aqg of the dissipative, turbulent region, which fol-
lows dAeg/dt ~ 0.05y/Aeg g. Our (moderate-size) 3D
simulation reveals the formation of reconnection plas-
moids, yet the rate of field dissipation is roughly com-
parable to the corresponding 2D run.

Our results have important implications for the loca-
tion of the dissipation region in GRB and AGN jets,
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specifically as regard to the GRB “prompt” phase and
the blazar-zone emission (Giannios 2006, 2012; McKin-
ney & Uzdensky 2012; Bégué et al. 2017; Giannios &
Uzdensky 2019; Gill et al. 2020). In black-hole-powered
striped jets, the typical stripe width ¢ (i.e., the distance
between two consecutive current sheets) was estimated
by Giannios & Uzdensky (2019) to be £ ~ 1 — 1007y,
where 7, = GM/c? is the gravitational radius of a black
hole of mass M. Following Lyubarsky (2010), the Poynt-
ing flux of the jet is dissipated completely, Aqg ~ £, at

FIIlaX 2
Tdiss = 12 <C> L, (5)

where I'j,,x is the Lorentz factor achieved if the Poynting
flux is completely transformed into the plasma kinetic
energy. Observations suggest that 'y ~ 10 in AGN
jets and I'pax ~ 300 in GRB jets. It follows that the
expected dissipation distance in AGN jets is

r 2 C -2
ws~1.2.10° [ = —
Fdiss 0 < 10 ) (0.1) ¢

s (Tma )" (ST M
5(5) (1) () (e ) e

In long GRBs, having ', ~ 300, the dissipation dis-
tance is expected to be

Tinax -
Tdiss ~ 1.1 - 10% < 200 > <()C1) 14

r 2N/ M
~ . 14 max S
~14-10 ( 300 ) (0.1> <rg> <1OM@) -

While our simulations provide a framework for under-
standing KSI-driven magnetic dissipation in PIC for the
first time, the predicted dissipation distance appears to
be larger than what is inferred from observations of GRB
and AGN jets. For instance, observations of the GRB
prompt emission and blazar-zone emission suggest that
efficient dissipation must occur at radii smaller than
those predicted above (e.g., Ghisellini et al. 2010; Gi-
annios & Spruit 2007; Giannios 2008). This discrepancy
highlights the need for further investigation into factors
that might enhance the efficiency of KSI-driven dissipa-
tion. One possibility is that the tearing mode, which is
only present in 3D simulations, could play a significant
role in accelerating the dissipation process. Another
possibility is that the presence of an intense radiation
field originating outside of the jet core could exert an
additional drag force on the jet via Compton scattering,
effectively increasing the gravitational acceleration and
leading to faster dissipation. A thorough investigation
of these possibilities will be presented in a forthcoming
work.
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APPENDIX

A. DEVELOPMENT OF RDKI IN LAYERS WITH SMALLER OVERDENSITY

In Sec. 4.1, we discussed that in the early stages of the simulation, layers with an initially stronger current density
are more prone to RDKI (which we referred to as the primary RDKI). We can understand this by looking at the
RDKI growth rate, nrpxr S Bp(c/Acs) (Zenitani & Hoshino 2007). Here, Sp < 1 is the drift velocity of pairs
providing the electric current in the layer. For a fixed strength of the magnetic field and background plasma density,
Bp o (nesAes) ™t meaning that the RDKI growth rate scales as nrpxr o< ni A2, The KSI growth rate, on the other
hand, scales as ny =~ \/g/A. So for a fixed point in time in units of ng’l, which is what we used in Fig. 6, wider
sheets are at earlier stages of the RDKI, which is why we only see significant RDKI in the left panels (al...d1), where
the sheet thickness is the smallest, A. = Ag.

In Fig. 9, we show a series of simulations similar to those in Fig. 6, but for n./ng = 3. Snapshots are taken at
exactly twice the times (in units of 779_1; twice, because of the temperature dependence of the growth rate) as in
the original figure where the overdensity was nes/no = 12. Smaller overdensity also means faster growing RDKI; at
times the snapshots in Fig. 9 are taken, we expect RDKI to be at later development stage than in Fig. 6. Indeed, in
Fig. 9 we see the primary RDKI modifying the layer for all current sheet thicknesses. Importantly, for more realistic
astrophysical parameters, where the width of the layer is macroscopic, i.e., Ass > dy, we expect the primary RDKI
to play a sub-dominant role, which justifies why in the main text we have focused on cases with larger overdensity,
where the RDKI is unimportant.
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Figure 9. Snapshots of the plasma density and the electric current density at 1yt &~ 32, where 1y = \/g/Acs, for simulations
with overdensity of nes/no = 3. All panels are shown at twice the time of the corresponding panel from Fig. 6 and refer to
the same current sheet widths and gravity strengths as in Fig. 6. The KSI develops much slower in these cases as compared to
colder cases.
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