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ABSTRACT
Magnetic reconnection in relativistic plasmas—where the magnetization 𝜎 ≫ 1—is regarded as an efficient particle accelerator,
capable of explaining the most dramatic astrophysical flares. We employ two-dimensional (2D) particle-in-cell simulations of
relativistic pair-plasma reconnection with vanishing guide field and outflow boundaries to quantify the impact of the energy gain
occurring in regions of electric dominance (𝐸 > 𝐵) for the early stages of particle acceleration (i.e., the “injection” stage). We
calculate the mean fractional contribution 𝜁 (𝜖∗, 𝜖T) by 𝐸 > 𝐵 fields to particle energization up to the injection threshold energy,
𝜖∗ = 𝜎/4; here, 𝜖T is the particle energy at time 𝑇 . We find that 𝜁 monotonically increases with 𝜎 and 𝜖T; for 𝜎 ≳ 50 and
𝜖T/𝜎 ≳ 8, we find that ≳ 80% of the energy gain obtained before reaching 𝜖∗ = 𝜎/4 occurs in 𝐸 > 𝐵 regions. We find that 𝜁 is
independent of simulation box size 𝐿𝑥 , as long as 𝜖T is normalized to the maximum particle energy, which scales as 𝜖max ∝ 𝐿

1/2
x

in 2D. The distribution of energy gains 𝜖𝜒 acquired in 𝐸 > 𝐵 regions can be modeled as 𝑑𝑁/𝑑𝜖𝜒 ∝ 𝜖−0.35
𝜒 exp[−(𝜖𝜒/0.06𝜎)0.5].

Our results help assess the role of electric dominance in relativistic reconnection with vanishing guide fields, which may be
realized in the magnetospheres of black holes and neutron stars.
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1 INTRODUCTION

Magnetic reconnection in relativistic plasmas—where the magneti-
zation 𝜎 ≫ 1 (defined as the ratio of magnetic enthalpy density to
plasma enthalpy density)—is regarded as an efficient particle accel-
erator, capable of explaining the most dramatic astrophysical flares.
Since the very first studies, the question of whether relativistic re-
connection is capable of generating non-thermal particles—and the
mechanisms of particle acceleration—has been a crucial focus (for
reviews of relativistic reconnection, see Hoshino & Lyubarsky 2012;
Kagan et al. 2015; Guo et al. 2020, 2024).

Electric fields in reconnection can be conveniently divided be-
tween ideal fields 𝑬I = −(𝒗fl/𝑐) × 𝑩, where 𝒗fl is the fluid velocity,
and non-ideal fields 𝑬N = 𝑬 − 𝑬I, which cannot be captured in
ideal magnetohydrodynamics. Non-ideal regions prominently appear
at/near X-points, where field lines tear and reconnect. In fact, X-points
have long been considered prime candidates for generating non-
thermal spectra in relativistic reconnection (e.g., Larrabee et al. 2003;
Zenitani & Hoshino 2001; Lyubarsky & Liverts 2008). Non-ideal
fields necessarily occur in regions of electric dominance (𝐸 > 𝐵) or
in the presence of a field-aligned electric field (𝐸 ∥ = 𝑬 · 𝑩/𝐵 ≠ 0).
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While such conditions are sufficient, regions where 𝑬 ≠ 𝑬I also exist
without electric dominance or 𝐸 ∥ (Totorica et al. 2023).

While intense non-ideal fields are confined to small regions, ideal
electric fields driven by fluid motions pervade the reconnection vol-
ume and are thus prime candidates for governing particle acceleration
to the highest energies (Guo et al. 2015, 2019; Uzdensky 2022). Fast
outflows in the reconnection downstream carry strong ideal fields,
with 𝐸 ∼ 𝐵0 (here, 𝐵0 is the strength of the reconnecting field).
Particles can be accelerated by scattering back and forth between
coalescing plasmoids via a Fermi-like process (Guo et al. 2014; Guo
et al. 2015), or between plasmoids and fast outflows (see Nalewajko
et al. 2015 for a comprehensive review of acceleration mechanisms
in two-dimensional [2D] reconnection). The converging upstream in-
flows carry an ideal electric field 𝐸 ∼ (𝑣in/𝑐)𝐵0, where 𝑣in ∼ 0.1 𝑐
is the inflow velocity. The latter plays an important role for parti-
cle acceleration to the highest energies in three-dimensional [3D]
relativistic reconnection (Zhang et al. 2021, 2023).

While it is widely accepted that most of the energy gain of ultra-
relativistic particles comes from ideal fields, non-ideal fields have
been invoked in the early stage of particle energization. In this phase,
acceleration is a rapid, one-shot, “injection” process, which boosts
the particles from the low, e.g., non-relativistic, upstream energies
up to ultra-relativistic energies (𝛾 ∼ 𝜎 ≫ 1). For moderate/strong
guide fields (𝐵g ≳ (𝑣in/𝑐)𝐵0), 𝐸 ∥ plays a dominant role for particle
injection (Sironi 2022; French et al. 2023). In weak guide fields
(𝐵g ≲ (𝑣in/𝑐)𝐵0), most of the particles ending up with high energies
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have passed through regions of electric dominance, 𝐸 > 𝐵 (Zenitani
& Hoshino 2001; Larrabee et al. 2003; Lyubarsky & Liverts 2008;
Sironi 2022; Chernoglazov et al. 2023). However, it remains debated
whether such regions provide most of the energization during the
injection stage. French et al. (2023) found that Fermi reflection and
pick-up acceleration in the snapping reconnected field lines dominate
over direct 𝐸 > 𝐵 acceleration in the injection phase of 𝐵g = 0
reconnection. Still, broadly-defined non-ideal fields (𝑬 ≠ 𝑬I, but
not necessarily 𝐸 > 𝐵) appear to be essential for particle injection
even for vanishing guide fields (Totorica et al. 2023).

In this work, we employ 2D particle-in-cell (PIC) simulations
with outflow boundaries to quantify the impact of the energy gain
occurring in regions of electric dominance (𝐸 > 𝐵) for the early
stages of particle acceleration in relativistic pair-plasma reconnection
with vanishing guide field (𝐵g = 0). We calculate the mean fractional
contribution 𝜁 (𝜖∗, 𝜖T) by 𝐸 > 𝐵 fields to particle energization up to
a characteristic injection threshold 𝜖∗ = 𝜎/4; here, 𝜖T is the particle
energy at time 𝑇 . We find that 𝜁 monotonically increases with 𝜎 and
𝜖T; for 𝜎 ≳ 50 and 𝜖T/𝜎 ≳ 8, we find that ≳ 80% of the energy gain
obtained before reaching 𝜖∗ = 𝜎/4 occurs in 𝐸 > 𝐵 regions. We find
that 𝜁 is independent of box size 𝐿𝑥 , as long as 𝜖T is normalized to
the maximum particle energy, which scales as 𝜖max ∝ 𝐿

1/2
x in 2D.

The distribution of energy gains 𝜖𝜒 acquired in 𝐸 > 𝐵 regions can
be modeled as 𝑑𝑁/𝑑𝜖𝜒 ∝ 𝜖−0.35

𝜒 exp[−(𝜖𝜒/0.06𝜎)0.5].
This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we describe the

simulation setup. In Section 3 we present our results, discussing
specifically the dependence on magnetization and box size. Finally,
our conclusions, the astrophysical implications of our work, and
future steps are outlined in Section 4.

2 PIC SIMULATION SETUP

Our simulations are performed with the particle-in-cell (PIC) code
TRISTAN-MP (Spitkovsky 2005) and we use a Vay pusher (Vay 2008)
to advance the particle momenta. We employ a 2D simulation domain
in the 𝑥 − 𝑦 plane, but we track all components of velocities, electric
currents and electromagnetic fields. We initialize the system with a
cold electron-positron plasma with rest-frame density of 𝑛0 = 64
particles per cell (including both species). We resolve the plasma
inertial length/skin depth (𝑐/𝜔p, where 𝜔p =

√︁
4𝜋𝑛0𝑒2/𝑚 is the

plasma frequency, and 𝑚 and 𝑒 are the positron mass and charge)
with 5 cells. The timestep is 0.09𝜔−1

p . In Appendix A, we show
convergence of our results with respect to spatial resolution and 𝑛0.

The magnetic field is initialized in force-free equilibrium: the field
has strength 𝐵0 and its direction rotates from +𝑥 to −𝑥 across a
current sheet located at 𝑦 = 0. The 𝑥-component of the field varies
as 𝐵𝑥 = −𝐵0 tanh(𝑦/Δ), where the sheet thickness is Δ ≃ 11 𝑐/𝜔p.
The field strength 𝐵0 is parameterized by the magnetization

𝜎 =
𝐵2

0
4𝜋𝑛0𝑚𝑐2 =

(
𝜔𝑐

𝜔p

)2
(1)

where 𝜔𝑐 = 𝑒𝐵0/𝑚𝑐 is gyro-frequency. We vary the magnetization,
exploring 𝜎 = 12.5, 50, 200, with 𝜎 = 50 being our reference case.

We trigger reconnection in the middle of the initial current sheet
(Sironi et al. 2016), and evolve the system until 𝑇 ∼ 5.1 𝐿x/𝑣A,
where the Alfvén speed 𝑣A = 𝑐

√︁
𝜎/(1 + 𝜎). The fiducial box half-

length along the 𝑥-direction of reconnection outflows is 𝐿x/(𝑐/𝜔p) =
768. We also perform larger simulations with 𝐿x/(𝑐/𝜔p) = 1536
and smaller runs with 𝐿x/(𝑐/𝜔p) = 384 to assess the dependence
on the domain size. Along the 𝑦-direction of reconnection inflows,

Table 1. Table of numerical and physical parameters

Boundary type[1] 𝜎 [2] 𝐿x/(𝑐/𝜔p ) [3] 𝑛0
[4]

outflow 12.5 384 64
outflow 50 384 64
outflow 200 384 64
outflow 12.5 768 16
outflow 50 768 16
outflow 200 768 16
outflow 12.5 768 64
outflow 50 768 64
outflow 200 768 64
outflow 12.5 768 90
outflow 50 768 90
outflow 200 768 90
periodic 12.5 768 64
periodic 50 768 64
periodic 200 768 64
outflow 12.5 1536 64
outflow 50 1536 64
outflow 50 1536 64

Note: All simulations are performed for the same duration of 𝑇 ∼ 5.1 𝐿x/𝑣A,
with the same spatial resolution of 5 cells per 𝑐/𝜔p and zero guide field. The
description of each column is as follows: [1] type of boundary; [2] upstream
magnetization; [3] half-length of the computational domain along 𝑥, in units
of 𝑐/𝜔p; [4] initial particle number density in the upstream.

Figure 1. Reconnection rate (i.e., inflow velocity) in units of the Alfvén speed,
𝑣in/𝑣A, as a function of time (in units of 𝐿x/𝑣A). Colors represent different
magnetizations: 𝜎 = 12.5 (blue), 50 (orange), 200 (green). We show cases
with outflow boundary conditions (denoted ‘o’) using solid curves and cases
with periodic boundaries (denoted ‘p’) using dashed translucent curves.

we employ two moving injectors—that constantly introduce fresh
magnetized plasma into the simulation domain—and an expanding
simulation box (Sironi et al. 2016). In most of our simulations we
adopt open boundaries for fields and particles along the 𝑥-direction of
reconnection outflows (Sironi et al. 2016). To facilitate comparison
with earlier papers, we also include three simulations (one for each
magnetization) having periodic boundaries along 𝑥. There, we do not
perturb the initial current sheet to trigger reconnection—rather, we
start with a thinner sheet so reconnection develops spontaneously.
Our numerical and physical parameters are listed in Table 1.

MNRAS 000, 1–10 (2024)
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Figure 2. Structure of the reconnection layer at time 𝑇𝑣A/𝐿x ∼ 2.8 (after the system has settled into a quasi-steady state) for our fiducial outflow run with
magnetization 𝜎 = 50 and box size 𝐿x = 768 𝑐/𝜔p. We show a subset of the domain: the range in 𝑥 is −0.8 < 𝑥/𝐿x < 0.8, while along 𝑦 we focus on
−0.25 < 𝑦/𝐿x < 0.25 for panels [a],[b],[c] and −0.15 < 𝑦/𝐿x < 0.15 for panels [d],[e]. We present: [a] the particle number density in units of the upstream
rest-frame density 𝑛0; [b] the 𝑧-component of the ideal electric field, normalized to 𝐵0; [c] the 𝑧-component of the non-ideal electric field, normalized to 𝐵0;
[d] the parameter 𝜒 = (𝑬2 − 𝑩2 )/(𝑬2 + 𝑩2 ) , where regions of electric dominance (𝜒 > 0) are colored in white; [e] the ratio of non-ideal to ideal electric
fields, where regions having |𝑬N | > 2 |𝑬I | are colored in white.

3 RESULTS

3.1 Reconnection Rate and Structure of the Layer

In Fig. 1, we show the reconnection rate as a function of time for
different magnetizations and types of boundary conditions. We define
the reconnection rate as the upstream plasma’s inflow velocity 𝑣in into
the layer. This is computed by taking the spatial average of the inflow
velocity 𝑣y over a rectangular box excluding 100 cells at each 𝑥-
boundary (−0.87 ≤ 𝑥/𝐿x ≤ 0.87) and ranging over−0.20 ≤ 𝑦/𝐿x ≤

−0.15.1 The inflow velocity 𝑣in is given in units of the Alfvén speed,
𝑣A = 𝑐

√︁
𝜎/(𝜎 + 1). In the case of outflow boundary conditions

(solid lines), the reconnection rate settles into a quasi-steady value at
𝑇𝑣A/𝐿x ≳ 1.5; thereafter, we shall say that the system has achieved a
quasi-steady state. In contrast, cases with periodic boundaries do not
attain a steady state. There, plasma and magnetic flux accumulate in
plasmoids that grow bigger and bigger as the simulation progresses;

1 We exclude 100 cells at each 𝑥-boundary since this is the region where the
outflow boundary conditions are enforced.

MNRAS 000, 1–10 (2024)
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at some point, the large plasmoids inhibit further inflow of plasma
into the layer and the reconnection rate drops, as indeed displayed by
the dashed translucent curves.

Fig. 2 shows the structure of the reconnection layer in our reference
simulation (𝜎 = 50, 𝐿x = 768 𝑐/𝜔p) at 𝑇𝑣A/𝐿x ∼ 2.8, when the
system has settled into a quasi-steady state. We show a subset of
the domain: the range in 𝑥 is −0.8 < 𝑥/𝐿x < 0.8, while along
𝑦 we focus on −0.25 < 𝑦/𝐿x < 0.25 for panels [a],[b],[c] and
−0.15 < 𝑦/𝐿x < 0.15 for panels [d],[e]. Panel [a] presents the
plasma density, showing evidence of reconnection plasmoids. At
this time, three large plasmoids are visible at 𝑥/𝐿x ∼ −0.7, 0.1, 0.6,
with smaller plasmoids scattered all along the reconnection layer.

The rest of the figure focuses on the electromagnetic field proper-
ties. The electric field is divided into two components: the ideal field
𝑬I = −(𝒗fl/𝑐) × 𝑩, where 𝒗fl is the fluid velocity, and the non-ideal
field 𝑬N = 𝑬 − 𝑬I. Here, 𝒗fl is the local mean of the particle ve-
locities, obtained for each cell by averaging over the particles in the
neighboring 5 × 5 cells. The 𝑧-component of the ideal field is shown
in panel [b], whereas the 𝑧-component of the non-ideal field in panel
[c]; both are normalized to the initial magnetic field 𝐵0. The typical
magnitude of the ideal field in the upstream region is ∼ 0.1 𝐵0. The
ideal field is stronger in reconnection plasmoids, where it shows a
characteristic signature: it is negative on the leading side (i.e., the
direction of plasmoid motion) and positive on the trailing side. The
peak value of the non-ideal field is ∼ 0.1 𝐵0, and it is concentrated
in the thinnest regions of the current sheet.

In panel [d] of Fig. 2 we plot 𝜒 = (𝑬2 − 𝑩2)/(𝑩2 + 𝑬2) and we
color all regions having 𝜒 > 0 (i.e., regions of electric dominance)
in white.2 Finally, we show the ratio |𝑬N |/|𝑬I | in panel [e]; there,
we color in white the regions where |𝑬N |/|𝑬I | > 2. By comparing
panels [d] and [e], one sees that a number of regions of electric
dominance (𝜒 > 0) also host strong non-ideal fields (|𝑬N |/|𝑬I | >
2). While the overlap is not exact, one might argue that electric
dominance appears to be a good proxy for identifying regions with
strong non-ideal fields (more precisely, where non-ideal fields greatly
dominate over ideal ones), near the 𝑦 = 0 reconnection plane.

3.2 Assessment of Electric Dominance

In this subsection, we quantify the fractional contribution of 𝐸 >

𝐵 regions to particle energization. We define regions of electric
dominance as 𝜒 > 0. For each particle, we define 𝜖tot = 𝛾 − 1 as
its total kinetic energy (in units of the particle rest mass; hereafter,
simply “energy”) and 𝜖𝜒 = 𝛾𝜒 − 1 as the amount of kinetic energy
acquired in regions of electric dominance; equivalently, as the work
done by 𝐸 > 𝐵 electric fields. We then build a statistical assessment
of the role of electric dominance as follows (a similar strategy was
employed by Totorica et al. (2023), to assess the role of non-ideal
fields): at time𝑇 , we bin particles as a function of their energy, 𝜖T; for
the particles in each bin, we track their evolution up to𝑇 and detect the
time when their energy reached a pre-determined threshold, which
we shall define as 𝜖∗ and call “injection threshold”; at the time when
𝜖tot = 𝜖∗, we compute for each particle the ratio 𝜖𝜒/𝜖tot, i.e., the
fractional contribution of 𝜒 > 0 regions to particle energization up
to the injection threshold 𝜖∗; we finally compute the average of this
ratio over the particles in the same 𝜖T bin, which we define as

𝜁 (𝜖∗, 𝜖T) ≡ (𝜖𝜒/𝜖tot) |𝜖tot=𝜖 ∗ . (2)

2 We note that Sironi (2022) defined 𝜒 = (𝑩2 − 𝑬2 )/(𝑩2 + 𝑬2 ) , which is
opposite in sign to the choice we adopt here.

In order to minimize statistical fluctuations, rather than showing
results obtained from the analysis of a single snapshot at time 𝑇 ,
we repeat this procedure for a few different snapshots (separated by
90𝜔−1

p ) and then average their outcomes. The time interval over
which we average is indicated in the figures below.

For simulations with outflow boundaries, the results presented
below exclude particles residing less than 100 cells from the two 𝑥-
boundaries, i.e., where we impose the outflow boundary conditions.
For cases with periodic boundaries, we include the whole 𝑥-extent
of the domain. Most of the results in this subsection refer to outflow
simulations, while we present in Appendix B a more detailed analysis
of periodic cases, for comparison with Totorica et al. 2023.

We point out that our calculation of 𝜁 (𝜖∗, 𝜖T) does not differentiate
on the basis of the particle lifetime (i.e., how long a given particle
needed to reach 𝜖∗ or 𝜖T, following its first interaction with the layer).
In Appendix C, we show that 𝜁 (𝜖∗, 𝜖T) is the same for particles having
a wide range of lifetimes.

Our results are presented in Figs. 3-6. All figures have a similar
layout: we plot 𝜁 (𝜖∗, 𝜖T) as a function of 𝜖T/𝜎. We vary the temporal
range of our calculations (Fig. 3), the magnetization and the injection
energy threshold (Fig. 4), the type of boundary conditions (Fig. 5),
and the domain size (Fig. 6).

In Fig. 3 we focus on our fiducial case, having 𝜎 = 50, 𝐿x =

768 𝑐/𝜔p, and outflow boundaries. Each panel refers to a different
injection threshold, 𝜖∗ = 𝜎/4, 𝜎/2, 𝜎 from left to right. In each
panel, different curves refer to different time intervals over which we
average 𝜁 (𝜖∗, 𝜖T): 1.4 < 𝑇𝑣A/𝐿x < 2.0, 2.5 < 𝑇𝑣A/𝐿x < 3.1, 3.7 <

𝑇𝑣A/𝐿x < 4.3, 4.7 < 𝑇𝑣A/𝐿x < 5.3, respectively in orange, green,
red, and purple. The figure allows to draw some important conclu-
sions. First, the assessment of the role of electric dominance, as
quantified by 𝜁 (𝜖∗, 𝜖T), is remarkably robust to the time range we
consider for our calculation, as long as the system has achieved a
quasi-steady state (𝑇𝑣A/𝐿x ≳ 1.5). Vertical green lines show the
standard deviation of our measurements in the representative time
range 2.5 < 𝑇𝑣A/𝐿x < 3.1, which we later adopt as our fiducial
time range. The variations of 𝜁 (𝜖∗, 𝜖T) over time (different colors in
Fig. 3) are much smaller than the standard deviation measured at a
given time (green error bars).

Second, 𝜁 (𝜖∗, 𝜖T) is an increasing function of 𝜖T/𝜎, i.e., particles
ending up with higher energies at time 𝑇 have experienced a more
prominent role of 𝜒 > 0 regions in their early energization history
(i.e., before crossing the injection threshold 𝜖∗). For 𝜖∗ = 𝜎/4, which
we shall adopt as our reference case below, 𝜁 ≃ 0.4 for 𝜖T/𝜎 ≃ 2
and it increases up to 𝜁 ≃ 0.8 for 𝜖T/𝜎 ≳ 8. In other words, for
particles with 𝜖T/𝜎 ≳ 8, a fraction ∼ 80% of the energy they gained
before crossing the 𝜖∗ = 𝜎/4 injection threshold has been acquired
in regions of electric dominance (𝜒 > 0).

Third, at fixed 𝜖T/𝜎, the function 𝜁 decreases for increasing 𝜖∗

(from left to right panels in Fig. 3). This is expected: the voltage
of a given 𝜒 > 0 region is fixed, and so will the energy gain of a
particle interacting with that region; for a higher injection threshold
𝜖∗, the fractional contribution of electric dominance will necessarily
be smaller. This is further displayed in Fig. 4, where we analyze
the dependence of our results on magnetization (from left to right
panel, 𝜎 = 12.5, 50, 200) and threshold energy (different colors in
a given panel, see legend). For each magnetization, the contribution
of 𝜒 > 0 regions systematically drops for increasing 𝜖∗ ≳ 𝜎/4. This
trend is similar to Fig. 2b of Totorica et al. (2023). On the other
hand, the curves corresponding to 𝜖∗ = 𝜎/8 (blue) and 𝜖∗ = 𝜎/4
(orange) nearly overlap for all magnetizations. In the following, we
will adopt 𝜖∗ = 𝜎/4 as our fiducial injection threshold, the same
choice as in Totorica et al. (2023). It may appear surprising that bins

MNRAS 000, 1–10 (2024)
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Figure 3. Average fractional contribution of 𝐸 > 𝐵 regions to particle energization, for our fiducial simulation (𝜎 = 50, 𝐿x = 768 𝑐/𝜔p, and outflow
boundaries). We plot 𝜁 (𝜖 ∗, 𝜖T ) ≡ (𝜖𝜒/𝜖tot ) |

𝜖tot=𝜖 ∗ on the vertical axis and 𝜖T/𝜎 on the horizontal axis. Each panel refers to a different injection threshold,
𝜖 ∗ = 𝜎/4, 𝜎/2, 𝜎 from left to right. In each panel, different curves refer to different time intervals over which 𝜁 (𝜖 ∗, 𝜖T ) is averaged: 1.4 < 𝑇𝑣A/𝐿x <

2.0, 2.5 < 𝑇𝑣A/𝐿x < 3.1, 3.7 < 𝑇𝑣A/𝐿x < 4.3, 4.7 < 𝑇𝑣A/𝐿x < 5.3, respectively in orange, green, red, and purple. Vertical green lines show the standard
deviation of our measurements in the representative time range 2.5 < 𝑇𝑣A/𝐿x < 3.1.

Figure 4. Same as Fig. 3, but we vary the magnetization and the injection threshold energy (as indicated by the legend). We use outflow simulations with
𝐿x = 768 𝑐/𝜔p and consider the fiducial time range 2.5 < 𝑇𝑣A/𝐿x < 3.1.

Figure 5. Same as Fig. 3, but we vary the type of boundary conditions (solid lines for outflow, dashed lines for periodic) for each magnetization. We use
simulations with 𝐿x = 768 𝑐/𝜔p and consider a few time ranges, as indicated in the legend. For periodic runs, we do not average in time; rather, we consider a
snapshot in the middle of the time range used for corresponding outflow cases. We fix the injection threshold at 𝜖 ∗ = 𝜎/4.

Figure 6. Same as Fig. 3, but we vary the simulation box size for each magnetization, as indicated in the legend. We use outflow simulations and consider two
time ranges: dashed lines for 1.9 < 𝑇𝑣A/𝐿x < 2.5, solid lines for 2.5 < 𝑇𝑣A/𝐿x < 3.1. We fix the injection threshold at 𝜖 ∗ = 𝜎/4. The energy 𝜖T on the
horizontal axis is normalized to 𝜎𝐿

1/2
x , as explained in the text.
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with 𝜖T < 𝜖∗ are not empty. This is particularly clear for cases with
high threshold, e.g., 𝜖∗ = 2𝜎 (purple). Such bins are populated by the
few particles whose energy, after exceeding the injection threshold,
decreases down to 𝜖T < 𝜖∗.

Fig. 4 also demonstrates that electric dominance plays a greater
role for higher magnetizations, as emphasized by Sironi (2022). This
holds regardless of the chosen 𝜖∗. For our fiducial threshold 𝜖∗ = 𝜎/4
and a representative energy of 𝜖T/𝜎 ≃ 2, we find that 𝜁 ≃ 0.1 for
𝜎 = 12.5, 𝜁 ≃ 0.4 for 𝜎 = 50, and 𝜁 ≃ 0.6 for 𝜎 = 200. For 𝜎 = 200
and 𝜖∗ = 𝜎/4, the contribution of 𝜒 > 0 regions reaches 𝜁 ≃ 0.9 for
𝜖T/𝜎 ≳ 4, suggesting that electric dominance plays a dominant role
in the injection stage of particles ending up with the highest energies.

In order to compare our results—mostly based on simulations with
outflow boundaries—with earlier papers, which employed periodic
boundary conditions (Guo et al. 2019; Sironi 2022; French et al.
2023; Totorica et al. 2023), in Fig. 5 we present the outcomes of a set
of simulations, having the same numerical and physical parameters,
but adopting different (outflow vs. periodic) boundary conditions.
We present results for three magnetizations (left to right panels).
Outflow cases are shown with solid lines, periodic cases with dashed
lines. Different colors refer to different times: outflow results are
averaged over an interval of ∼ 0.6 𝐿x/𝑣A, while periodic cases are
measured at a snapshot in the middle of the time range used for the
corresponding outflow cases.3 We find that, as already anticipated in
Fig. 3, in outflow cases the role of electric dominance, as quantified
by 𝜁 (𝜖∗, 𝜖T), is generally steady over time. This is particularly clear
for 𝜎 = 12.5 and 𝜎 = 50. For 𝜎 = 200, the value of 𝜁 (𝜖∗, 𝜖T)
appears to slightly decrease over time, likely a consequence of the
fact that the reconnection rate (and so, the reconnection electric field)
moderately drops at later times (see solid green line in Fig. 1). In the
periodic cases, the value of 𝜁 (𝜖∗, 𝜖T) at early times (𝑇𝑣A/𝐿x ∼ 1.7,
yellow dashed lines) is comparable to the corresponding outflow
runs. However, 𝜁 (𝜖∗, 𝜖T) then decreases with time, in parallel to the
drop in reconnection rate (Fig. 1). It follows that the role of electric
dominance can be more reliably assessed in outflow simulations,
rather than the periodic cases employed in earlier papers. Still, we
present in Appendix B a more detailed analysis of periodic cases, to
facilitate comparison with Totorica et al. 2023. There, we show that
a dominant fraction of the energy gain provided by non-ideal fields
should be ascribed to regions of electric dominance.

We conclude this section by presenting the dependence of
𝜁 (𝜖∗, 𝜖T) on the size of the simulation domain, for a range of sim-
ulations (of varying magnetization) with outflow boundary condi-
tions. We present results, in Fig. 6, averaged over the fiducial time
range 2.5 < 𝑇𝑣A/𝐿x < 3.1 (solid) and over an earlier time range
1.9 < 𝑇𝑣A/𝐿x < 2.5 (dashed), to check the robustness of our con-
clusions. We find that, if the horizontal axis were to be kept at 𝜖T/𝜎
regardless of box size, the fractional contribution of 𝜒 > 0 regions
would systematically decrease with increasing box size. Instead, we
choose to scale the horizontal axis to the expected maximum en-
ergy of accelerated particles. In 2D, the highest-energy particles are
trapped in plasmoids (Werner et al. 2016; Uzdensky 2022), and their
energy increases as the square root of time, due to magnetic mo-
ment conservation, coupled with a linear increase in the local field
strength as plasmoid cores compress during subsequent plasmoid
growth (Petropoulou & Sironi 2018; Hakobyan et al. 2021). In out-
flow simulations, the time available for acceleration is comparable to

3 We do not need to average in time for the periodic cases because particles
keep accumulating in the layer, and the temporal fluctuations within a time
interval of ≲ 0.5 𝐿x/𝑣A are minimal.

the plasmoid advection time out of the box, ∼ 𝐿x/𝑣A, which implies
that the maximum particle energy scales (at fixed 𝜎) as 𝜖max ∝ 𝐿

1/2
x .

When the energy 𝜖T on the horizontal axis is scaled with 𝜖max, as in
Fig. 6, we find that the curves of 𝜁 (𝜖∗, 𝜖T) nearly overlap, when vary-
ing box size at fixed magnetization. In other words, for each magne-
tization, the fractional contribution of regions of electric dominance
only depends on 𝜖T/𝜖max. The main exception is the high-energy end
of the 𝜎 = 12.5 case, where the different colored curves deviate from
each other; we note, however, that the trend is not systematic, since
the largest box (green) lies above all others, while the smallest one
(blue) is in between the intermediate (orange) and the large box.

3.3 Particle Energy Spectra

We complement our investigation with an analysis of the particle
energy spectra. Fig. 7 shows in the left panel the distribution of
𝜖𝜒 = 𝛾𝜒 − 1 > 0, i.e., of the energy gained in regions of electric
dominance before time 𝑇 (each particle counts at most once, even
if it were to interact with 𝜒 > 0 regions more than one time). We
point out that this is not equal to the spectrum of particles residing in
𝜒 > 0 regions at the time 𝑇 . The right panel shows the distribution
of particle energies for all the particles (𝜖T; solid lines) and for
the particles contributing to the left panel (𝜖T |𝜖𝜒>0; dotted lines).
The spectra in both panels refer to positrons, but we have checked
that electron spectra are identical, for each magnetization. We have
selected 𝑇𝑣A/𝐿x ∼ 2.8 as a representative time; we extend this
analysis to several other times in Appendix D.

The right panel in Fig. 7 confirms that the high-energy end of
the particle spectrum is populated by particles that have interacted
with 𝜒 > 0 regions of electric dominance (i.e., dotted and solid lines
overlap at high energies), as discussed by Sironi (2022). The left
panel illustrates the statistics of the energy gains acquired in 𝜒 > 0
regions. We find that the curves in the left panel, corresponding to
different 𝜎, can be approximated by a distribution of the form

𝑑𝑁

𝑑𝜖𝜒
∝ 𝜖𝐵𝜒 exp

[
−
(

𝜖𝜒

𝐴(𝜎)

)𝐷 ]
(3)

where the best-fit parameters are 𝐵 = −0.35, 𝐷 = 0.5 and 𝐴(𝜎) =
0.06𝜎 (the fit is based on the two cases of higher magnetization, 𝜎 =

50 and 𝜎 = 200). It follows that the mean energy gain while in 𝜒 > 0
regions is ⟨𝜖𝜒⟩ ≃ 0.18𝜎 (considering only particles having 𝜖𝜒 >

0), which is consistent with the analysis presented in the previous
subsection, namely that 𝜖∗ = 𝜎/4 is an appropriate choice for the
injection threshold.

We conclude this section by demonstrating that energization in
𝜒 > 0 regions plays an important role in shaping the high-energy
end of the particle spectrum. The self-consistent particle spectra from
our simulations—time-averaged from 𝑇𝑣A/𝐿x ≃ 2.0 to 2.8—-are
shown with dashed lines in Fig. 8, for different magnetizations (see
legend). Solid lines show instead the spectra of “test-particles”— not
contributing to the electric currents in the simulation, but otherwise
initialized and evolved as regular particles. When test-particles pass
through 𝜒 > 0 regions, we artificially constrain their energy to remain
unchanged. We do this by updating their momentum in the same way
as for regular particles, but then we re-set the magnitude of the
momentum vector to be the one prior to the update.4 We argue that

4 Note that Sironi (2022) adopted a more aggressive strategy, by artificially
fixing the Lorentz factor of test-particles in 𝐸 > 𝐵 regions at 𝛾 − 1 ∼ few.
In addition to inhibiting energization in 𝐸 > 𝐵 regions, this also artificially
reduced the Lorentz factor of the few high-energy test-particles happening to
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Figure 7. Left panel: the distribution of 𝜖𝜒 = 𝛾𝜒 − 1 > 0, i.e., of the energy gains obtained in regions of electric dominance before time 𝑇 = 2.8 𝐿x/𝑣A. Right
panel: distribution of particle energies for all the particles (𝜖T; solid lines) and for the particles contributing to the left panel (𝜖T |𝜖𝜒>0; dotted lines), measured
at 𝑇 = 2.8 𝐿x/𝑣A. Curves are color-coded by the magnetization (see legend). The dotted black lines in the left panel show the best-fit curves using Eq. 3.

Figure 8. Dashed lines: self-consistent particle spectra from our
simulations—time-averaged from 𝑇𝑣A/𝐿x ≃ 2.0 to 2.8—as a function of
magnetization (see legend). Solid lines: energy spectra of test-particles ini-
tialized and evolved as regular particles, but such that their energy is artificially
kept fixed while in 𝐸 > 𝐵 regions.

this is the most suitable way (as compared to, e.g., setting 𝑬 = 0 in
𝜒 > 0 regions) to largely preserve the dynamics of test-particles, and
yet inhibit their energization while in 𝐸 > 𝐵 regions. The spectra
of these test-particles (solid lines) are much steeper than the ones of
regular particles (dashed lines). Thus, energization in 𝐸 > 𝐵 regions
plays a key role in shaping the high-energy end of the spectrum.

4 CONCLUSIONS

We have employed 2D PIC simulations to quantify the impact of the
energy gain occurring in 𝐸 > 𝐵 (or equivalently, 𝜒 > 0) regions
for the early stages of particle acceleration in relativistic reconnec-
tion with vanishing guide field. Most of our results are based on
the calculation of the mean fractional contribution by 𝐸 > 𝐵 fields
(see 𝜁 (𝜖∗, 𝜖T) in Eq. 2) to particle energization up to the injection
threshold 𝜖∗. We find that, in our simulations with outflow boundary

pass through 𝐸 > 𝐵 sites, even in case most of their energy was acquired in
regions of magnetic dominance (Guo et al. 2023).

conditions, the function 𝜁 (𝜖∗, 𝜖T) is remarkably steady over time,
as long as the reconnection rate has achieved a quasi-steady state
(𝑇𝑣A/𝐿x ≳ 1.5). At fixed threshold energy 𝜖∗, the fractional con-
tribution 𝜁 (𝜖∗, 𝜖T) monotonically increases with the particle energy
𝜖T measured at time 𝑇 . At fixed 𝜖T, we find that 𝜁 (𝜖∗, 𝜖T) drops
with increasing 𝜖∗. We show that 𝜁 (𝜖∗, 𝜖T) increases with magne-
tization; for 𝜎 ≳ 50, we find that a fraction ≳ 80% of the energy
that 𝜖T/𝜎 ≳ 8 particles gain before crossing the 𝜖∗ = 𝜎/4 injection
threshold is acquired in regions of electric dominance. As regard to
the dependence on box size at fixed magnetization, we find it conve-
nient to normalize 𝜖T to the maximum particle energy 𝜖max ∝ 𝐿

1/2
x

(this scaling is appropriate only in 2D, see; e.g., Zhang et al. (2021,
2023) for 3D); with this choice, we find that the curves of 𝜁 (𝜖∗, 𝜖T)
nearly overlap, when varying box size at fixed magnetization.

We find that the distribution of energy gains acquired in 𝐸 > 𝐵

regions can be modeled as in Eq. 3. We have also demonstrated that
energization in 𝐸 > 𝐵 regions plays an important role in shaping the
high-energy end of the particle spectrum: we have evolved a popu-
lation of test-particles, which are initialized and evolved as regular
particles, but such that their energy is artificially kept fixed while in
𝐸 > 𝐵 regions. We find that the spectra of these test-particles are
much steeper than the ones of regular particles.

Our results help assessing the role of electric dominance in
relativistic magnetic reconnection with vanishing guide field. To-
torica et al. (2023) demonstrated that non-ideal fields (i.e., 𝑬 ≠

−(𝒗fl/𝑐) × 𝑩) are essential for particle injection in relativistic re-
connection. Regions of electric dominance certainly host non-ideal
fields (i.e., 𝐸 > 𝐵 is sufficient for the presence of non-ideal fields),
yet Totorica et al. (2023) showed that plenty of non-ideal regions
do not satisfy the condition for electric dominance. Near the mid-
plane of the reconnection layer, the locations where non-ideal fields
greatly exceed ideal fields (by more than a factor of two) generally
correspond to 𝐸 > 𝐵 regions. Most importantly, we argue that a
large—possibly, dominant—fraction of the energy gain provided by
non-ideal fields in zero-guide-field reconnection should be ascribed
to 𝐸 > 𝐵 fields (see Appendix B, where we compare to the periodic
runs by Totorica et al. (2023)).

We conclude with a few caveats and potential future directions.
First, our results are based on 2D simulations; Sironi (2022) and
Chernoglazov et al. (2023) showed good agreement between 2D and
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3D simulations as regard to the injection physics, yet a dedicated
study of the role of 𝐸 > 𝐵 regions in 3D is still lacking. Second,
our simulations employ an electron-positron plasma. The impact
of 𝐸 > 𝐵 fields for particle injection in electron-ion and electron-
positron-ion plasma is left for a future study. Finally, we comment
on the extension of our conclusions to non-relativistic, low-beta re-
connection. The importance of electric dominance diminishes as 𝑣A
decreases: the reconnected magnetic field scales linearly with dis-
tance from an X-point, whereas the reconnection electric field is
∼ 0.1𝑣A𝐵0, so the extent of the region of electric dominance de-
creases as ∝ 𝑣A towards the non-relativistic regime.
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APPENDIX A: NUMERICAL CONVERGENCE

Fig. A1 shows the dependence of 𝜁 (𝜖∗, 𝜖T) on the spatial resolution,
with 𝑐/𝜔p = 5 (blue) and 10 (orange). We use 𝜎 = 50 and a box of
𝐿x/(𝑐/𝜔p) = 384 (so, smaller than our fiducial box). Fig. A2, on the
other hand, shows the dependence on the number of particles per cell
(see legend). We use 𝜖∗ = 𝜎/4 and the fiducial box of 𝐿x/(𝑐/𝜔p) =
768. In both figures, solid lines are obtained by averaging in 2.5 <

𝑇𝑣A/𝐿x < 3.1, while dashed lines in 1.9 < 𝑇𝑣A/𝐿x < 2.5. Fig. A1
and Fig. A2 shows that our results are numerically converged, both
as regard to spatial resolution as well as number of particles per cell.

APPENDIX B: SIMULATIONS WITH PERIODIC
BOUNDARIES

We compare our simulation results with those presented in Figure
2(b) of Totorica et al. (2023). They used periodic boundaries in 𝑥

and measured the fractional contribution of non-ideal fields at time
𝜔p𝑡 ∼ 2000, for a box with half-length 𝐿x/(𝑐/𝜔p) = 500; it follows
that their measurements were taken at 𝑇𝑣A/𝐿x ≃ 4.0. Their fiducial
run had 𝜎 = 50 and 𝑛0 = 16. We have run a set of three simulations
(of varying 𝜎) with periodic boundary conditions, including the
𝜎 = 50 case considered by Totorica et al. (2023). Our box is larger
(half-length 𝐿x/(𝑐/𝜔p) = 768) and our number of particles per cell
is higher (𝑛0 = 64) than in Totorica et al. (2023), to retain some
consistency with our outflow simulations.

The fractional contribution of 𝜒 > 0 regions to particle ener-
gization, as quantified by 𝜁 (𝜖∗, 𝜖T) at 𝑇𝑣A/𝐿x ≃ 4.0, is shown in
Fig. B1. For each magnetization, we consider five threshold energies,
𝜖∗ = 𝜎/8, 𝜎/4, 𝜎/2, 𝜎, 2𝜎 (shown in blue, orange, green, red, and
purple, respectively), the same values used by Totorica et al. (2023).
Unlike our earlier plots, the horizontal axis extends up to 𝜖T/𝜎 = 20
to best compare with Figure 2(b) in Totorica et al. (2023). In the fol-
lowing, we shall call 𝜁 the fractional contribution of 𝐸 > 𝐵 regions
(as in the rest of our paper), while 𝜁N identifies the fractional contri-
bution of non-ideal regions, as measured by Totorica et al. (2023). For
𝜎 = 50—the case that Totorica et al. (2023) showed in their Figure
2(b)—we find that for 𝜖∗ = 𝜎/8 and 𝜎/4, 𝜁 ≃ 0.8 𝜁N at 𝜖T/𝜎 ≃ 5,
i.e., ≃ 80% of the non-ideal work is obtained in 𝐸 > 𝐵 regions. The
contribution is even higher at 𝜖T/𝜎 ≳ 10, where 𝜁 ≃ 0.85 𝜁N for
𝜖∗ = 𝜎/8 or 𝜎/4. For higher threshold energies, 𝜖∗ = 𝜎 and 2𝜎,
we find that the fractional contribution of 𝐸 > 𝐵 regions is greater
than the one of non-ideal regions, 𝜁 > 𝜁N for all presented particle
energies; our interpretation is that the non-ideal fields (with 𝐸 < 𝐵)
that particles encounter after their interaction with 𝐸 > 𝐵 sites lead
to deceleration, rather than further energization.

APPENDIX C: DEPENDENCE ON THE PARTICLE AGE

Our calculation of 𝜁 (𝜖∗, 𝜖T) does not differentiate on the basis
of the particle lifetime (i.e., how long a given particle needed to
reach 𝜖∗ or 𝜖T, following its first interaction with the layer). In
Fig. C1, we show that 𝜁 (𝜖∗, 𝜖T) is the same for particles having
a wide range of lifetimes. We consider our reference case with
𝜎 = 50 and 𝐿x/(𝑐/𝜔p) = 768. All curves are time-averaged
in the interval 2.5 < 𝑇𝑣A/𝐿x < 3.1. We consider four differ-
ent age ranges, 0 < 𝑇age𝑣A/𝐿x < 0.6, 0.6 < 𝑇age𝑣A/𝐿x < 1.2,
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Figure A1. Same as Fig. 3, but investigating the dependence on the spatial resolution, with 𝑐/𝜔p = 5 (blue) and 10 (orange). We use 𝜎 = 50 and a box of
𝐿x/(𝑐/𝜔p ) = 384 (so, smaller than our fiducial box). Solid lines are obtained by averaging in 2.5 < 𝑇𝑣A/𝐿x < 3.1, while dashed lines in 1.9 < 𝑇𝑣A/𝐿x < 2.5.

Figure A2. Same as Fig. 3, but investigating the dependence on the number of particles per cell (see legend). We use 𝜖 ∗ = 𝜎/4 and the fiducial box of
𝐿x/(𝑐/𝜔p ) = 768. Solid lines are obtained by averaging in 2.5 < 𝑇𝑣A/𝐿x < 3.1, while dashed lines in 1.9 < 𝑇𝑣A/𝐿x < 2.5.

Figure B1. Same as Fig. 3, but focusing on periodic boxes with 𝐿x/(𝑐/𝜔p ) = 768. We vary the injection threshold (see legend) and the magnetization. We take
our measurements at 𝑇𝑣A/𝐿x ∼ 4.0. The horizontal axis extends up to 𝜖T/𝜎 = 20 to best compare with Figure 2(b) in Totorica et al. (2023).

Figure C1. Same as Fig. 3, but differentiating on the basis of the particle age, as indicated in the legend. The blue line includes all particles, regardless of
their age (as we have done elsewhere). We consider our reference case with 𝜎 = 50 and 𝐿x/(𝑐/𝜔p ) = 768. All curves are time-averaged in the interval
2.5 < 𝑇𝑣A/𝐿x < 3.1.
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Table D1. Fraction of particles having experienced 𝐸 > 𝐵

𝜎 𝑇𝑣A/𝐿x 𝜖𝜒 > 0
12.5 1.2 0.07
12.5 2.8 0.19
12.5 4.5 0.16
50 1.2 0.14
50 2.8 0.29
50 4.5 0.31
200 1.2 0.22
200 2.8 0.29
200 4.5 0.27

Note: For each time (as indicated in the second column), we report in the
third column the fraction of particles that have experienced 𝐸 > 𝐵 before
that time.

1.2 < 𝑇age𝑣A/𝐿x < 1.8, 1.8 < 𝑇age𝑣A/𝐿x < 2.4 (shown in orange,
green, red, and purple, respectively), and we compare them with the
blue line, which includes all particles regardless of their age (as done
elsewhere in the paper). We define birth as the time when a parti-
cle first interacted with the layer (more precisely, the time when its
Lorentz factor first exceeds 𝛾 = 1.1), and the particle age (𝑇age) is the
time interval from its birth to the time 𝑇 of our measurement. With
the exception of the youngest particles with 0 < 𝑇age𝑣A/𝐿x < 0.6,
all curves overlap, suggesting that 𝜁 (𝜖∗, 𝜖T) is insensitive to age.

APPENDIX D: TIME DEPENDENCE OF THE ENERGY
SPECTRA

In Fig. C2, we extend the analysis presented in Fig. 7 to other times—
𝑇𝑣A/𝐿x = 1.2, 2.8, 4.5. For different magnetizations (rows) and
times 𝑇 (columns), we show: (a) the distribution of 𝜖𝜒 = 𝛾𝜒 − 1 > 0,
i.e., of the energy gains obtained in regions of electric dominance
before time 𝑇 (solid lines); (b) the distribution of particle energies
𝜖T for all the particles present at time 𝑇 (dashed lines); (c) the dis-
tribution of particle energies 𝜖T |𝜖𝜒>0 only for the particles having
𝜖𝜒 > 0 at time 𝑇 (dotted lines). We complement this figure with
Table D1, where for each time 𝑇 we report the fraction of particles
that have experienced 𝐸 > 𝐵 before that time. The main conclusion
of Fig. C2 is that at 𝑇𝑣A/𝐿x ≃ 1.2 the system has yet to achieve a
steady state; in contrast, the results for 𝑇𝑣A/𝐿x ≃ 2.8 and 4.5 are
generally consistent with each other.

This paper has been typeset from a TEX/LATEX file prepared by the author.
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Figure C2. For different magnetizations (rows) and times 𝑇 (columns), we show: (a) the distribution of 𝜖𝜒 = 𝛾𝜒 − 1 > 0, i.e., of the energy gains obtained in
regions of electric dominance before time 𝑇 (solid lines); (b) the distribution of particle energies 𝜖T for all the particles present at time 𝑇 (dashed lines); (c) the
distribution of particle energies 𝜖T |𝜖𝜒>0 only for the particles having 𝜖𝜒 > 0 at time 𝑇 (dotted lines).
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