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ABSTRACT

In Part 2 of our guide to collisionless fluid models, we concentrate on Landau fluid closures. These
closures were pioneered by Hammett and Perkins and allow for the rigorous incorporation of collision-
less Landau damping into a fluid framework. It is Landau damping that sharply separates traditional
fluid models and collisionless kinetic theory, and is the main reason why the usual fluid models do not
converge to the kinetic description, even in the long-wavelength low-frequency limit. We start with a
brief introduction to kinetic theory, where we discuss in detail the plasma dispersion function Z(¢),
and the associated plasma response function R(¢) =14 (Z(¢) = —Z'(¢)/2. We then consider a 1D
(electrostatic) geometry and make a significant effort to map all possible Landau fluid closures that
can be constructed at the 4th-order moment level. These closures for parallel moments have general
validity from the largest astrophysical scales down to the Debye length, and we verify their valid-
ity by considering examples of the (proton and electron) Landau damping of the ion-acoustic mode,
and the electron Landau damping of the Langmuir mode. We proceed by considering 1D closures at
higher-order moments than the 4th-order, and as was concluded in Part 1, this is not possible without
Landau fluid closures. We show that it is possible to reproduce linear Landau damping in the fluid
framework to any desired precision, thus showing the convergence of the fluid and collisionless kinetic
descriptions. We then consider a 3D (electromagnetic) geometry in the gyrotropic (long-wavelength
low-frequency) limit and map all closures that are available at the 4th-order moment level. In the
Appendix A, we provide comprehensive tables with Padé approximants of R(¢) up to the 8th-pole
order, with many given in an analytic form.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The incorporation of kinetic effects, such as Landau damping, into a fluid description naturally requires some
knowledge of kinetic theory. There are many excellent plasma physics books available, for example Akhiezer et al.
(1975), Stix (1992), Swanson (1989), Gary (1993), Gurnett & Bhattacharjee (2005), Fitzpatrick (2015) and many
others. These books cover numerous topics in kinetic theory that need to be addressed, if a plasma physics book
wants to be considered complete. However, the topics that are required for the construction of advanced fluid models
are often covered only briefly, or not covered at all. For example, the Padé approximation of the Maxwellian plasma
dispersion function Z(¢) or the plasma response function R(¢) = 14 (Z(¢), which is a crucial technique for the
construction of collisionless fluid closures valid for all ¢, is not addressed by any of the cited plasma books.

A researcher interested in collisionless fluid models that incorporate kinetic effects has to follow for example
Hammett & Perkins (1990); Hammett et al. (1992); Snyder et al. (1997); Passot & Sulem (2003); Goswami et al.
(2005); Passot & Sulem (2006, 2007); Passot et al. (2012); Sulem & Passot (2015) and references therein. The first
three cited references are written in the guiding-center reference frame (gyrofluid), which is a very powerful approach
that enables the derivation of many results in an elegant way. However, the calculations in guiding-center coordinates
can be very difficult to follow. The other cited references are written in the usual laboratory reference frame (Landau
fluid), but, the kinetic effects considered are of an even higher-degree of complexity and the papers can be very difficult
to follow as well. There are other subtle differences between gyrofluids and Landau fluids and the vocabulary is not
strictly enforced.

Additionally, the cited papers assume that the reader is already fully familiar with the nuances of the kinetic de-
scription, such as the definition of the plasma dispersion function Z(¢) and the very confusing sign of the parallel
wavenumber sign (k) ), that almost every plasma book appears to treat slightly differently. This guide, which is a com-
panion paper to “ An Introductory Guide to Fluid Models with Anisotropic Temperatures. Part 1: CGL Description
and Collisionless Fluid Hierarchy”, attempts to be a simple introductory paper to the collisionless fluid models, and
we focus on the Landau fluid approach. The text is designed to be read as “lecture notes”, and may be regarded
as a detailed exposition of Hunana et al. (2018). We focus on collisionless closures and use a technique pioneered by
Hammett & Perkins (1990). Alternative approaches, including incorporation of collisional effects were presented for
example by Joseph & Dimits (2016); Ji & Joseph (2018); Jorge et al. (2019); Chen et al. (2019); Wang et al. (2019)
and references therein.

In Section 2, we introduce kinetic theory briefly, and we consider only aspects that are necessary for the construction

of advanced fluid models that contain Landau damping. We focus on the integral [ ;:jo dz that we call the Landau
integral, see Figure 1. We discuss how this integral is expressed through the plasma dispersion function Z(¢{) and
we discuss in detail the perhaps only technical (but very important) difference between defining ¢ = w/(kjvin) and
¢ = w/(Jkj|ven). Only the latter choice allows one to use the original plasma dispersion function of Fried & Conte
(1961), and the former choice requires that the Z(¢) is redefined.

In Section 3, we consider a 1D electrostatic geometry. We discuss the concept of the Padé approximation to the
plasma dispersion function Z({) and the plasma response function R(¢). We introduce a new classification scheme for
approximants R, ,(¢) that we believe is slightly more natural than the classification scheme introduced by Martin et al.
(1980) or the scheme of Hedrick & Leboeuf (1992). Nevertheless, we provide conversion relations that allow to convert
one notation into the other. We verify the numerical values in Table 1 of Hedrick & Leboeuf (1992) analytically and
find a typo in one coefficient of the quite important Zs;({) approximant previously used to construct closures. In
Figures 2, 3 we compare precision of various approximants R, ,/({) with the exact R({). We proceed by mapping
all plausible Landau fluid closures that can be constructed at the level of 4th-order moment. For a brief summary
of possible closures, see (299)-(300). For the sake of clarity, all closures are provided in Fourier space as well as in
real space. Writing the closures in real space emphasizes the non-locality of collisionless closures, since all closures
contain the Hilbert transform, which in real space should be calculated correctly by integration along the magnetic field
lines. As discussed in detail by Passot et al. (2014), neglecting the distortion of magnetic field lines and calculating
the Hilbert transform with respect to mean magnetic field By can lead to spurious instabilities. We compare the
precision of the obtained closures by calculating the dispersion relation of the ion-acoustic mode at wavelengths that
are much longer than the Debye length. For some closures, an interesting property is observed in that the resulting fluid
dispersion relation is analytically equivalent to the kinetic dispersion relation, once R(() is replaced by the R, /()
approximant, and such closures are viewed as “reliable” | or physically-meaningful. Subsequently, all unreliable closures
were eliminated; see the discussion below (300). The closure with the highest power series precision is the Rs 3(¢)
closure.
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We note that electron Landau damping of the ion-acoustic mode can be correctly captured, even if the electron
inertia in the electron momentum equation is neglected (the ratio me/m,, still enters the electron heat flux and the
4th-order moment 7). The dispersion relation of such a fluid model is of course not analytically equivalent to the
kinetic dispersion relation (after R(¢) is replaced by the R, ./ (¢)), however, such a fluid model provides great benefit
for direct numerical simulations, since the electron motion does not have to be resolved. In Figure 5 we plot solutions
for selected fluid models without the electron inertia. In Figure 6, the electron inertia is retained, and we replot the
fluid model with the R5 3(¢) closure to show that the differences are negligible. We also plot additional closures and
discuss a regime where the electron temperature is much larger than the proton temperature, and where closures with
higher asymptotic precision yield better accuracy. We then investigate the precision of the obtained closures by using
the example of the Langmuir mode, see Figures 7 and 8. These calculations were only noted but not presented in
Hunana et al. (2018).

The case of 1D geometry is then pursued further, and selected closures with 5th-order and 6th-order moments are
constructed. For an impatient reader, the entire text can be perhaps summarized with Figure 9, where the Landau
damping of the ion-acoustic mode is plotted for dynamic closures with the highest power-series precision that can be
constructed at a given fluid moment level. For the 3rd-order moment (the heat flux) it is R4 2((), for the 4th-order
moment it is Rs 3(¢), for the 5th-order moment it is R 4({), and for the 6th-order moment it is Rz 5(¢) (we also briefly
checked that for the 7th-order moment it will be Rg6(¢)). In Figure 10, we also plot solutions for the Langmuir mode
with the Rz 5({) closure. Additionally, it was verified that all these closures are “reliable”.

The remarkable result that the reliable 1D closures reproduce the exact kinetic dispersion relation once R(() is
replaced by Ry, »/(¢) leads us to the conjecture that there exist reliable fluid closures that can be constructed for even
higher-order moments, i.e. satisfying the kinetic dispersion relation exactly, once R(() is replaced by the R, n/(()
approximant. Furthermore, for a given n-th order fluid moment, the reliable closure with the highest power-series
precision is the dynamic closure constructed with Ry,41,-1(¢). Indeed, for higher order fluid moments one should
be able to construct closures with higher order R, 11 ,-1(¢) approximants that will converge to R(¢) with increasing
precision. Thus, one can reproduce the linear Landau damping in the fluid framework to any desired precision, which
establishes the convergence of fluid and kinetic descriptions.

In Section 4, we consider a 3D electromagnetic geometry in the gyrotropic limit, and map all plausible Landau fluid
closures at the 4th-order moment level. In a 3D electromagnetic geometry, the most difficult part of the calculations
actually consists in obtaining the perturbed distribution function f(!), since in the laboratory reference frame that we
use here, one needs to first calculate the fully kinetic integration around the unperturbed orbit. Only then, the correct
gyrotropic limit (where the gyroradius and the frequency w are small) can be obtained. The integration around
the unperturbed orbit can be found in many plasma books, and can be found in the Appendix C. An alternative
and very illuminating derivation of f(!) is by using the guiding-center reference frame. By writing the collisionless
Vlasov equation in the guiding-center limit and by prescribing from the beginning that the magnetic moment has to
be conserved at the leading order, the same f(1) is obtained in a perhaps more intuitive way. The various terms in
f® can be identified with the conservation of the magnetic moment, the electrostatic Coulomb force (which yields
Landau damping) and the magnetic mirror force (which yields transit-time damping). Usually Landau damping and its
magnetic analogue, transit time damping, are summarily described as Landau damping, and we note that 3D Landau
fluid models contain both of these collisionless damping mechanisms.

We show that the closures for the ¢ and 7| moments are the same as for the ¢ and 7 moments in 1D geometry.
The closure for 7} | in the gyrotropic limit is simply 7, ;| = 0. One therefore needs to consider only closures for the
q1 and 7). moments. For a summary of the ¢, and 7, closures, see (622)-(623). We did not compare the dispersion
relation of the resulting fluid models with the fully kinetic dispersion relation in the gyrotropic limit and therefore we
can not conclude which closures are “reliable”. Nevertheless, by briefly considering parallel propagation along By, one
closure was eliminated since it produced a growing higher-order mode. There is only one static closure available for
the perpendicular heat flux ¢, , which is constructed with the R;(¢) approximant. As discussed later in the Appendix,
the simple R;(¢) = 1/(1 — iy/7¢) is a quite imprecise approximant of R(¢). This has the important implication that
3D Landau fluid simulations should not be performed with static heat fluxes, and time-dependent heat flux equations
have to be considered. The closure with the highest power-series precision for 7, in the gyrotropic limit is constructed
with R3,0(¢). In the Appendix A, we provide tables of Padé approximants of R(¢) up to the 8-pole approximation,
and many solutions are provided in an analytic form.



2. A BRIEF INTRODUCTION TO KINETIC THEORY

In this section we introduce some building blocks of kinetic theory starting from the simple case of wave propagation
along a mean magnetic field By in a homogeneous plasma. Such an approach allows us to introduce the plasma
dispersion function and the hierarchy of linearized kinetic moments, preparing the ground for the next section where
various hierarchy closures will be described in detail. The collisionless Vlasov equation in CGS units reads

ofr
ot

It is often illuminating to work in the cylindrical coordinate system, where the particle velocity v = (vg,vy,v.) is

, 1
+v-Vfr+:1—(E+vaB)-vva=o. (1)

expressed as

V] COS @
v=|wvysing |, (2)

Y

and the gyrating (azimuthal) angle ¢ = arctan(v,/v,). The reason is, that it very nicely clarifies the meaning of
gyrotropy, where the distribution function and the expressions that follow, are independent of the angle ¢. The
velocity gradient in the cylindrical coordinate system reads

0 ~1 0

A 0
Vy = ’ULM +¢E3_¢ +’U|\6—U”7

(3)

where the unit vectors

Cos ¢ —sing 0
v = sing |3 Cl; = cosop | o=10], (4)
0 0 1
so the velocity gradient is
cos (b% — %8%
Vo = | sindgir + 5055 |- (5)

A straightforward calculation with By = (0,0, By) yields

vy sin ¢
vX By=DBo | —v, cos¢ | > (6)
0
which further implies
. 0 i 0 . 0 0
('UXBO)'VUZUL51D¢BO(COS¢%_S;I:(ba_(b)_ULCOS¢BO(51D¢%+%8_¢)
0 0 0
_ .2, O 2,9 _ _p 9
= —DBysin (b(?(b By cos ¢3¢ Boa¢. (7)

Now we need to expand the Vlasov equation (1) around some equilibrium distribution function fy, i.e., the entire
distribution function is separated to two parts as f = fo + f(). For the distribution function, we drop the species
index r. The magnetic field is separated as B = By + B(l)7 where By = ByZ, and the electric field as E = Eg + E(l),
but since there is no large-scale electric field in your system, the Ey = 0.

The most important principle that is usually not emphasized enough, is that the kinetic velocity v is an independent
quantity, and is not linearized. The entire Vlasov equation reads

(&)
W%tfl) $0- V(o + fV) + L [BO + Lo x (By+ BO)] - Vlfo + 70) =0, (8)



or equivalently by using the r-species cyclotron frequency €. = ¢, Bo/(m,c)

(1) (1)
9(fo (;rtf ) B - )} Vo(fo+ FO) =0. (9)

The Vlasov equation is now expanded (i.e. linearized) by assuming that the “(1)” components are small, and that
terms containing 2-small “(1)” quantities can be neglected. At the leading order, the situation is similar as many times
before, i.e., at very low frequencies (w < €),.) and very long spatial scales, the term proportional to 2, dominates and
must be by itself equal to zero

+v-V(fo+ fY)+ %E“) Volfo+ fO) +Q, [fu X (2 +

r 0
nzrc(v X By) -V fo = 0; => Qra—qﬁfo =0, (10)

where in the last step we used already calculated identity (7). The obtained result implies that at the longest spatial
scales, the distribution function cannot depend on the azimuthal angle ¢, or in another words, the distribution function
must be isotropic in the perpendicular velocity components and can depend only on v? +v§ = vf_, i.e., the distribution
function must be gyrotropic. The second most important principle for doing the linear kinetic hierarchy is to realize,
that the hierarchy is linear, and all the quantities will have to be linearized. Additionally, we are interested only in a
simplified case where the plasma is perturbed around a homogeneous equilibrium state, and we can assume that the
equilibrium fy does not depend on time and position, so that 0fy/0t = 0 and V fo = 0. Therefore, the distribution fy
contains only density ng that is not (t,) dependent, or in another words f(x,v,t) = fo(v) + f1)(z,v,t). Perhaps a
different way of looking at it is that the fo must satisfy the leading-order Vlasov equation

oo
ot
which at long spatial scales and low frequencies further implies gyrotropy (10) and Ey = 0, together with 9 fy/0t + v -
Vfo=0.
Terms that contain 2-small (1) quantities in (8) can be neglected, and by putting the f() contributions to the left
hand side and the fy contributions to the right hand side yields
afm

5 . 1
—5—+vVﬂ”+£?@xlm-%ﬂ”:—%{Em+zvam-Vﬁb (12)

- 1
+U-Vf0+anb— EO"’E'UXBO -Vufo=0, (11)

This is the starting equation that expresses f(!) with respect to fp and that is used in plasma physics books to
derive the kinetic dispersion relation for waves in hot magnetized plasmas. The second term on the left hand side
v - VW introduces the simplest forms of Landau damping. The most complicated term, by-far, is the 3-rd term
Q. (vxBy/By)-V,f (1) since it introduces non-gyrotropic f(1) effects. This term introduces the complicated integration
around the unperturbed orbit with associated sums over expressions containing Bessel functions, that are found in the
full kinetic dispersion relations. It is this 3-rd term that makes the collisionless damping (and the kinetic theory) a
very complicated process, even at the linear level. Without this 3rd term, life would much easier, and Landau fluid
models would be an excellent match for a full kinetic description, at least at the linear level.

The 3-rd term is obviously equal to zero if the f(!) distribution function is assumed to be strictly gyrotropic (see (7)).
Or, we can just neglect the term by hand, assuming that we are at low-frequencies and that w < 2, meaning, if we
perform an “overly-strict”, and a bit ad-hoc-done low-frequency limit. However, as we will see later in the 3D geometry
section, it turns out that even if a strictly gyrotropic f(1) is assumed, the 3-rd term can not be just eliminated from the
onset. To obtain the correct f(1) in the gyrotropic limit, the 3-rd term has to be retained, the integration around the
unperturbed orbit performed, and only then the term can be eliminated in a limit. It is emphasized that sophisticated
Landau fluid models of (Passot & Sulem (2007)), that we do not address here, do not neglect this 3rd term and these
models do not assume the f(1) to be gyrotropic. It is exactly the deviations from gyrotropy that introduces the Bessel
functions found in kinetic theory and sophisticated Landau fluid models.

Now, for a moment we do not perform any calculations, and just reformulate the important equation (12). The
(1)-st order fields are typically transformed to Fourier space (~ e*®~%) bhut we will postpone that for now. By
defining operator

D 0 qr
— == -V By) -V, 13
Dt 0Ot v + mrc(v x Bo) (13)
that represents a rate of change along an unperturbed orbit (zero-order trajectory), the equation is rewritten as
DfM q 1
=" |EW 4+ 2o x BO|.V,f. 14
Dt m, [ + cv . Jo (14)
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To obtain the f(!), one therefore has to calculate the integral of the above equation, where also the integration of the
r.h.s. must be naturally done along the zero-order trajectory (along the unperturbed orbit) in order to cancel the d/dt
on the Lh.s. The integration is denoted with prime quantities, and the integral is performed along dt’. If the integral
is performed from time ¢ = to to ¢ = t, the integration of the Lh.s. yields f)(z,v,t) — fM)(x,v,t0), i.e. the result
depends on the initial condition at time tg. To remove this dependence, the integral is performed from ¢y = —oo and
it is typically stated that in this case the initial condition f™)(z, v, —00) can be neglected. (This is however not that
obvious and for example Stix have a rather long discussion in this regard on page 249). The distribution function
f®(z,v,t) is therefore obtained by performing integral

t
r 1
f(l)(m,v,t) = _q_/ {E(l)(w/,t/) + 2o x B(l)(m/,t/)} Vo fo(v') dt'. (15)
My J_ o c
The calculation of this integral is cumbersome because of the required change of coordinates. We want to get the
final f(1) expression and we will repeat the algebra how to obtain it, but before doing that, let’s consider the simplest
possible case.

2.1. The simplest case: 1D geometry, Mazwellian fo

Let’s consider a particular situation, when (for whatever reason) the 3rd term on the Lh.s of equation (12) disappears,
i.e. let’s briefly consider
(v x By) - V,f =0, (16)

which according to (10) implies that f (M is gyrotropic (it does not depend on the angle ¢). Let’s also consider the
even more special case in which f is isotropic. In such a case, that is a specific case of (16), the direction of B M does
not matter at all for fy and naturally

(v x BY) .V, fo = 0. (17)

To quickly double-check the correctness of the above expression, for isotropic fo(v) the velocity gradient is given by
Ofo/0v; = (0fo/0v)(0v/0v;) = flvi/v and the velocity gradient V, fo = f{® is in the direction of velocity v. The
result (17) then immediately follows since eijkva,(cl)vi = 0. The equation (12) therefore reduces to

of) ”
ét v VO :—gL—TE(l)-VUfo. (18)

Fourier transforming the first-order quantities and % — —iw, V — ik yields

(—iw+iv-k)fO = - gW.v,f, (19)
my

which allows us to obtain expression for f(!) in the form

M.V, f
W__; 9 B -Vofo 20
! my w—w-k (20)
Even though not necessary, it is useful to express the (electrostatic) electric field through the scalar potential EM =
—V®, which in Fourier space reads E(V) = —ik®, yielding

= _Ir k-Vofo

m, w-—v-k

(21)

Now we want to integrate the f(1), and obtain the linear “kinetic” moments for density, velocity (current), pressure
(temperature), heat flux, and the 4-th order moment r (or the correction 7). To continue, we have to prescribe some
distribution function fj.

The 3D (isotropic) Maxwellian distribution is

arp\3/2 _ 2
for =mor (S2) e, (22)

where the isotropic v* = v2 + v + v2 and @, = mT/(2TT(O)) = 1/v2,,. For simplicity, let’s drop the species index r,
except for the charge ¢,.. The velocity gradient

0fo a\3/2 Caw? m
Bor —no(—) (—a)2v;e = —2av; fo = —mvifo,

s
m
vaoz—mvfo- (23)




Therefore, for a Maxwellian

qr k-v

"
TO " w—-v-k
Before continuing, let’s slightly re-arrange the above expression for f(!) and add 0 = w —w to the numerator, otherwise
we will have to do this each time, when calculating the higher order moments. The rearrangement yields

=+ Jo. (24)

1 _ qr(bk.v—w—i-w :—qTq)(l w ) 95
! +T(0) w—v-k fo T(0) +'v-k:—w fo. (25)
For clarity, let’s simplify even further and discuss the simplest possible 1D case, for a 1D Maxwellian distribution
[ _ 2 o om 1
fo = no ;6 N where o = W = E (26)

Here we consider fluctuations along the magnetic field By and the wavenumber is therefore denoted as k). Note that
the case is strictly 1D, and the velocity fluctuations are along the By as well. For example from MHD perspective,
we are therefore considering the parallel propagating ion-acoustic mode. The f() for a Maxwellian f, is expressed as
(dropping all the species indices 't except for the charge ¢;)

W_; & py_ Y

f _zT(O)E w—ka f07 (27)

n__ 4 k.

FO= T(O)®(1+v_k£)fo. (28)
II

Now we are ready to calculate the velocity integrals. Let’s start with the density n(!), by integrating

1 _ W, _ Ll
n /_Oof dv T(O)q)(/_oofodv—i-/_oov_kidv). (29)
; , I

=ng

By using the prescribed Maxwellian fj, the second integral is rewritten as

oo g fo aw [ e Vov =z aw [© e w B
—dv=mngy/—— —dv = =ngy/ —— ———dz = | —Va=ux
AT TR oo v = g Jadv = dz TR Jooo = V@ ki

oo 2
no €
=— dx. 30
ﬁxo/mx_xo v ( )

The notation [- - -] just indicates change of a variable. We purposely wrote the integral with
To = dl v (31)

o = N
Ky ve kjjoin

instead of the usual (, since we want to define ( slightly differently. The integral is related to the famous plasma
dispersion function Z({), that is responsible for the famous Landau damping. Each plasma physics book devotes
many pages to the discussion of Landau damping, that was first correctly described by Landau (1946), by considering
an initial value problem and using Laplace transforms. It was later shown by van Kampen (1955), that the Landau
damping can be indeed obtained by using the Fourier analysis. We refer the reader for example to books by Swanson,
Stix, Akhiezer, Gary, Gurnett and Bhattacharjee, Fitzpatrick, etc. Let’s call the integral (30) the “Landau integral”.
Nevertheless, the very-well-known secret is, that even if one is armed with all these excellent books, the Landau
damping effect can still be very confusing (even at the linear level). We did not find any secret recipe that explains
the Landau damping in a simplified and different way, and the reader is referred to the thick plasma physics books.
Here we want to concentrate only how to express the integral (30) through the plasma dispersion function.

Since the Landau integral can be very confusing and boring to explain, to increase the “pedagogical” value of this
text, let us talk a bit more freely on the next few pages. The plasma dispersion function can be defined with a short
definition

7i Ooix T m
Z(():ﬁ/_oox_cd, for  Im(¢) > 0. (32)

In the definition of xq, the thermal speed vy, is always a positive real number, and we do not have to worry about it.
Now, considering the specific case k| > 0 and I'm(w) > 0, where we indeed have Im(zg) > 0, we can directly use the
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plasma dispersion function and the result of the Landau integral (30) is nozoZ(xo). For this case, we are done. Really
?7 Yes, there is nothing else we can do for this case, we calculated the Landau integral. Reeeaallyy 77 Yes, because the
Landau integral can not be analytically “calculated”, the integral can not be expressed through elementary functions,
unless the Z(¢) function is somehow simplified, for example by expansion for cases |¢| < 1 or |¢| > 1, or by considering
the weak damping limit when I'm(zo) is small (see plasma physics books). We are not interested in these limits and
the Z(¢) function has to be calculated numerically or looked up in the table. We are really done here ! ' So why is
the Landau integral so confusing for the other cases ? It is exactly because of that - that basically nothing gets “really
calculated”.

—_p2
e %

dzr

2.2. The dreadful Landau integral [

There are many reasons why the “Landau integral” (30) can be so confusing. The first reason is, 1) that the integral
(30) can not be expressed by using only elementary functions. If we did not arrive at this integral in the middle of a
thick plasma physics book, but instead, encounter it during our undergraduate studies of complex analysis, we would
perhaps not have such a respect to this integral, and immediately attempted to calculate it, by using the residue
theorem. The integral appears to be so simple. Instead of calculating ffooo, we would calculate a different integral over
a closed contour in complex plane fc. That integral can be calculated by using the residue theorem, that states that
fc = 27 Y Res, if the big path that encircles all the poles is counter-clockwise. ° An equivalent statement is that
the integral is equal to fc = —2mi Yy Res, if the big path that encircles all the poles is clockwise. In our case, there is

r—xo

6712
r—xo

always just one pole, at z = x¢, and the residue of evaluated at x = z¢ is actually very simple, it is always

712

Res

T=x0 T — X

— e*zo7 (33)

regardless of the value of zg, since for a general function f(x), the residue Res sz(?o = f(zo).
r=xo

However, to make the result fc useful for the calculation of our integral on the real axis ffooo, we need to separate
the closed contour integral to §, = [° + [ . where the [ represents the big half-circle at infinitely large radius.

To preserve the direction of integration along the real axis ffooo, if the pole is in the upper complex plane, i.e. if
Im(zg) > 0, we need to close the big arc contour in the upper half of complex plane counter-clockwise. Similarly, if the
pole is in the lower complex plane, i.e. if Im(zg) < 0, we need to close the big arc contour clockwise. Importantly, in
contrast to typical examples presented in basic complex analysis classes, the arc integral farc does not disappear. The
problem is, that the function f(z) = e is a very strongly decaying function on the Real axis (for z = 2 — $00),
however, this is not true at all in the complex plane. Considering the purely Imaginary axis z = +iy, the function
e~ =tV isa very strongly diverging function as y increases, and the arc integral fam cannot be neglected ! This
is a very sad news, since now we clearly see, that with farc # 0, we will not be able to use the complex analysis to
actually “calculate” the Landau integral (30).

We note that the well-known Gaussian integral I = ffooo e~ dy = /7, is typically calculated in the Real plane

by means of a trick which consists in evaluating I? in polar coordinates, I? = fioo e~ Y’ dxdy = 27 fooo e rdr.
The Gaussian integral can still be calculated in Complex plane by using the residue theorem, even though quite
sophisticated tricks are required. *

The second reason why Landau damping is confusing is, 2) the necessity of analytic continuation. The third reason
is very closely related to the second and it is 3) The analytic continuation has to be done differently for k| > 0 and for
kj < 0. The big result of Landau (1946) can be summarized as follows: if k| > 0, the path of integration always has to
pass below the pole x = xy. Therefore, starting with the basic case in the upper complex plane Im(zg) > 0, nothing
has to be done and the integration is just along the real axis. Now, if the pole is moved to the real axis, so Im(xg) = 0,
one needs to go around that pole with a tiny half-circle from below. This creates a contribution of 1/2 times 27¢ times
the residue at that pole, so the contribution is mie~%o. If the pole x¢ is moved further down to the lower complex
plane, a full circle around the pole is required to enclose it from below, which yields a contribution of 2mie~%0. The

1 In old times, a good barber would loudly shout: The next in line for shaving!

2 As noted in the footnote of Appendix A of the book by Swanson, page 363, the rumor has it that the famous Cauchy’s residue theorem,
is actually due to Cauchy’s dog, that usually went around leaving residues at every existing pole.

3 For example, by considering ¢ e"”'”zz/sin(wz)dz7 calculated along lines with 45° angle with the real axis, that encircle the pole at z = 0.
and where the residue Reg =1/x.
2=
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Pass Below Pass Above

4

\

N

Figure 1. Left panel: Landau contours for kj > 0. Right panel: Landau contours for k) < 0.

situation is demonstrated in the left panel of Figure 1. The integral (30) for k| > 0 is therefore “calculated” as

2

/ c dx, Im(w) > 0; Im(zo) > 0;
—o0o L — X
6_12 kH>O o0 6712 L2
dr = V.P./ dx + mwie”*0, Im(w) = 0; Im(zo) = 0; (34)
c T —Xo oo T — X0
oo —x2
/ c dz + 2mie "0, Im(w) < 0; Im(zo) < 0.
—oo L — X

For the Cauchy principal value, we prefer the original French pronunciation “Valeur Principale”, abbreviated as V.P.

The above result is completely consistent with the definition of the plasma dispersion function, since the plasma
dispersion function was developed exactly to describe this integral. One starts with the definition in the upper complex
plane (32), and analytically continues this function to a lower complex plane, according to

2

/00 ;fgd:c, Im(¢) > 0;

1 e o oo’ e o
Z(C):ﬁ/cx_cdx—ﬁ V.P.[mx_cdx+ﬁze ¢ Im(¢) =0; (35)

/OO e_jgd:c—i- 271'2'67(:2, Im(¢) < 0.

To save space in scientific papers and plasma physics books, the definition of Z({) is often abbreviated as (32), i.e.
only as a first line of (35), with a powerful statement that for Im(¢) < 0 the function is analytically continued. That
statement indeed completely defines Z((), since the powerful complex analysis tells us that an analytic continuations
of a function, if it exists, is unique. Another abbreviated definition is by essentially writing down only the second
(middle) line of (35). This is the most useful 1-line abbreviation because one can immediately recognize, how the
sign(k)) was treated (as we will see soon). However, such a definition of Z((), with only specifying it for Im(¢) = 0,
would not be a complete definition of that function, and no powerful statement how the function is extended above
& below from the x-axis is available. So plasma physicists found a very smart workaround, how not to write the
Im(¢) = 0 restriction in the second line of (35) and how to completely define the Z(¢) with this 1-line statement. Let’s
still consider the case k > 0, where our zo and ¢ are equivalent. It is often stated (e.g. Stix, bottom of page 190),
that “the principal value of an integral through an isolated singular point may be considered the average of the two
integrals that pass just above and just below the point”. For example, for a specific situation when xg lies on the real
x-axis, integrating along horizontal line below the x-axis yields the first line of (35), and integration along horizontal
line above the x-axis yields the third line of (35) since when the pole is encountered we have to pass it from below.
An average of the first line and third line of (35) yields the second line. The idea can now be generalized to an entire
complex plane, for all values of Im(x), where two integrals are done. One integral along horizontal line that passes
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below the zy point (where nothing has to be done) and one integral along horizontal line that passes above the xg
point (and where a deformation that passes below the point has to be performed, accounting for the full residuum).
Average of these two integrals yields an abbreviated Z(() definition for all values of ¢ in the form

z(<)=%v.p. / h %mw@*i for ¥ Im(¢), (36)

where the integration is said to go through the pole. Of course, no integration can be really done “through” a singular
point, and what the wording means is that the integration is done along the horizontal axis that goes through g, i.e.
the integration is along horizontal axis I'm(zg).

It is possible to look at it from another (perhaps more illuminating) perspective. Consider the situation in which
xo is somewhere in the upper half of the complex plane. One can perform the integral along the real axis, so that
the first line of (35) applies. Let’s call this result ¢;. Alternatively, one can perform the integral along the horizontal
line that passes through I'm(zg) (with the required tiny half-circle passing below ), and (36) applies. Let’s call this
result ¢o. This two different integrals must be equal. Why? Because one can plot two vertical lines (passing through
Re(xg) = +00) that together with the two horizontal integration lines, enclose an area that does not contain any pole,
and integration around all four lines (in a circular direction, let’s say counter-clockwise) must yield zero. The two
integrals along the vertical lines cancel each other, yielding that ¢; —ca = 0, the minus sign in front of ¢ appears since
the integration along co was now done in the opposite direction. Even though perhaps a bit confusing when seen at
first, the definition (36) is very useful, and when encountered, it should be just interpreted as an abbreviated definition
of (35).

Unfortunately, the plasma dispersion function was obviously developed only with the case k| > 0 in mind. The
Landau result requires that for k| < 0, the path of integration always encircles the pole from above, see the right panel
of Figure 1. For k| <0, the Landau integral is defined as

2

/ c dx, Im(w) > 0; Im(x) < 0;
—oo L — X0
6_12 kH<O 0 6712 .2
dr = V.P./ dx — mie” 0, Im(w) = 0; Im(xg) = 0; (37)
c T —Xo oo T— X0
oo —xz
/ c da — 2mie” ", Im(w) < 0; Im(xp) > 0.
oo L — X

The two different cases for k| > 0 and k| < 0 can be easily combined together by using the sign of the wavenumber kj
function, that is equal to +1 for & > 0, and equal to —1 for k) < 0. However, one needs to forget the sign of I'm(zo),
and arrange the results only with respect to the sign of I'm(w). The Landau integral with 2o = w/(kjvin) therefore
reads

2

/ c dx, Im(w) > 0;
—o0 L — Xo
eimz k| o 6_12 . . g2
———dr = V.P./ dx + sign(ky)mie” "0, Im(w) = 0; (38)
¢ T = kH'Uth — 0o T — xO
oo —;1;2
/ c dx + sign(k”)Qm'e_Ig, Im(w) < 0.
—o0 L — X0

Obviously, it is the sign of I'm(w), and not the sign of I'm(z), that is the “natural language” of the Landau integral.
However, the connection to the plasma dispersion function Z(({) is unnecessarily difficult. Sometimes, the definition
of the plasma dispersion function is then altered so that the above expression is satisfied. Stix for example uses in
addition to the usual Z((), also a different function Zy(¢) that can be defined with respect to the sign of Im(w) instead
of the sign of Im((), where as noted on page 202, Zy(¢) = Z(() for k > 0, and, Zo(¢) = —Z(—() for k < 0. With



13

¢ = w/(kjven), the function Zy(¢) is defined according to

/OO e_:_dx, Im(w) > 0;
Zy(¢) = % V.P. / dx + sign(ky)mie” ¢, Im(w) =0; (39)
/ . de + sign(k)|)2mie” ¢ Im(w) < 0.

Again, the function Zy({) can be defined in an abbreviated form as the first line of (39), with analytic continuation
for Im(w) < 0 (Stix, page 206, eq. 91). The second possible abbreviated definition of Zy((), valid for all values of
Im(w), is the trick with the principal value (Stix, page 206, eq. 92)

2

Zu(¢) = %V.P. /jo %dw + Sign(kn)i\/?e*&, for VIm(w), (40)

where the integration path goes “through” the pole, i.e. the integration is done along the horizontal line I'm(¢). With
the use of this new function Zy(¢) of Stix, we can therefore express the dreadful Landau integral for all values of k| as

(41)

NG / i 7,(¢);  where (=

]CH Vth k” ’Uth

However, we do not like this formulation with Z,. Here we insist on using the original plasma dispersion function
Z. In our opinion, the most elegant solution, is the one that is used for example in the book by Peter Gary and in
some Landau fluid papers, and that is to use |k| in the definition of (, by defining

w

(= (42)

Ky ven
This amazingly convenient definition simplifies the expressions and represents “natural language” of the plasma dis-

persion function. We note that |k;| = sign(kj)k|, and also k| = sign(k))|k|. With the new definition of (, for kj >0
obviously nothing is changed since |k | = kj. However, for k| <0,

/oo 767362 d kH<0/ 679”2 { r=-y ] /700 e v (—dy) [rename} /°° e y
= T — = —ay) = = — X
*Oox_kuvch +C dxr = —dy o —YFC y—x co T—C

— sign(k)) /_ Z ;__ -z, (43)

where in the last step we used —1 = sign(k ). By examining the first and the last expression, the result is also obviously
valid for k| > 0, and therefore for all k. Or alternatively, (perhaps more confusingly, but keeping an exact track of
the sign(ky)), for all values of k|

2 2 2
[e'e] —x [ee} —x oo —x — qj k
/ eiwdx\fiu / S sign(kH)/ ¢ de= [ y = sign(k)x }
oo T —oo T — sign(ky )¢ oo sign(ky)z — ¢ dy = sign(k))dx

-‘rOOSigI](k}H) e—y2 d +oosign(kH) —y2 —+oo —y2
. Y e . e
= sign(k)) / - = / = (kyp) / dy
| —oosign(ky) Y= C (Slgn(kﬂ)) —oosign(k) Y- C ! - Y- C

oo —z
— sign(k)) L . ;—_Cd:z:, (44)
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which is the same result as the one obtained above. The definition of ¢ (42) therefore yields

oo _—z?
Lm;_cdx, Im(¢) > 0;
e_m VkH . o0 6712 L2
————dx = sign(k)) V.P./ dx 4+ wie= ¢, Im(¢) = 0; (45)
¢ Fom e =G
Lm ;1 Cd:z: + 27T’L'67<2, Im(¢) <0.

This result allows us to use the original plasma dispersion function definition (35), and express the dreadful Landau
integral for all k) simply as

Vi w
7 / ku - dx = sign(k))Z(C); where (¢ ey o (46)
Now we calculated the Landau integral to our satisfaction, and we can continue with the calculation of the linear
kinetic hierarchy. Wait. We had basically the same result several pages back ! For the case k > 0 and Im(w) > 0.
The Landau integral was just expressed through the plasma dispersion function, basically the same result as is done
now, there is just one sign(k|) in front of the integral and one in the definition of (. Are you suggesting, that all these
calculations, contour drawings and discussions, we did all of these things just to get a sign right ? Affirmative. The
Landau integral is all about chasing minus signs, but to get the correct signs is very important. This is exactly the
reason why the Landau damping is so confusing, and why it needed the genius of Landau to correctly figure it out.
Nevertheless, that the Landau damping (Landau 1946) is indeed very confusing can be understood from the fact, that
the effect was questioned for almost 20 years before it was experimentally verified by Malmberg & Wharton (1966).

To conclude, and to summarize the differences between plasma physics books of Stix and Peter Gary, we have two
equivalent recipes to “calculate” the Landau integral, that can be written as

w

Zo(C),
/ dr 5 / — " kjjoen (47
NG ~ Fyom NG kuvth sign(k)Z2(0), ¢=—r

[y oen”

where the A.C. stands for analytic continuation. It is important to emphasize that some plasma books, as for example
by Gurnett and Bhattacharjee, take a different approach and call the function Zy(¢) simply as Z(¢), as is obvious
from their expressions for Z(() (pages 347-348) that contain the sign(k)). Of course, this approach is fully kosher,
however, one needs to be extra careful when adopting a numerical routine for the plasma dispersion function. The
second choice in (47) appears inconvenient, however, it is not, since the expression (30) contains

w

1 w e,gﬁ? CZO(C)a CZ kH’Uth;
ﬁ’fl“ﬁh/ T sign(k))Z(0) = CZ(¢), (= —— )
[ Vth | Vth S - T TRylon

The book by Peter Gary, and many Landau fluid papers prefer the second choice, since this small trick with redefining
¢ allows the use of the original plasma dispersion function Z(¢), that was tabulated by Fried & Conte (1961). * We
prefer it too, and therefore, the integral that we will use frequently in the kinetic hierarchy is

o0 —xz
xo e w w
— dx = (Z((), where x9=-—; = — 49
VT ) oo ®— 0 ¢2(0) 0 k) ven ¢ k)| [ven (49)
and obviously zo = sign(k))¢. Now we are able to finish the calculation of the density nM eq. (29), that yields
1 _ qr ( ) . qrno ( )

4 Peter Gary’s book indeed appears to be the only “recent” plasma book, where \k”\ is used for the definition of . The only caveat of

the book, which could be confusing, is the exclusion of the v/2 in the definition of the thermal speed vy,. However, some Landau fluid
papers (Hammett & Perkins (1990); Snyder et al. (1997)) use the same definition without the v/2.
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The result can also be expressed by using the derivative Z'(¢) = —2(1 4 ¢Z({)). The quantity 1+ (Z(¢) appears very
frequently in kinetic calculations with Maxwellian distribution and it is called the plasma response function

|R(Q) =1+¢Z(Q). ] (51)

For a different (general) distribution function fo, the plasma response function R({) can be defined according to what
is obtained after calculating the density n(!) = —&@y ®R(C). The name is very appropriate, since the R(() describes,
how plasma with some distribution function “responds” to an applied electric field (or a scalar potential).

2.3. Short afterthoughts, after the Landau integral

Why some “analytic continuation” has to be done 7 Even though we did not manage to express the Landau integral
(30) through elementary functions, the integral appears to be well-defined in both upper and lower halves of the
complex planes, regardless where the xy is. And it indeed is. So why the analytic continuation ? The very-deep
reason why the analytic continuation is necessary, is that the integral is not continuous when crossing the real axis
Im(xg) = 0 in the complex plane. ° If a function is not continuous, it is not analytic (a fancy well-defined language
that says that the function is not infinitely differentiable, basically meaning that it matters from what direction that
point is approached in the complex plane, very similarly to a derivative of function |z| on real axis). And if a function
is analytic in some area, and not analytic outside of that area, we can sometimes push/extend the area of where the
function 4s analytic, to/through the area where the function is not analytic, therefore the term “analytic continuation”.

Why is the analytic continuation so important, why is it a big problem that the integral is not continuous when
crossing the real axis 7 Because it directly relates to the causality principle, that is, if something happens, then the
response to this incident must come after, and not before, the time in which that incident happened. This can be
perhaps more intuitively addressed by performing the Laplace transforms in time (instead of the Fourier transforms),
and considering an initial value problem, as was done by Landau (1946). For more information, see plasma physics
books, for example Stix (1992), Chapter 3 on causality etc.

The necesity of analytic continuation and the definition of the plasma dispersion function can be nicely clarified by
a formula from a higher complex analysis, known as the Plemelj formula (Plemelj 1908), which can be written in the

following convenient form
1 1
lim —— =V.P. im(x — xp). 52
e—1>r(IJ1+3:—:170:|:ie x—x0$m (= 20) (52)

The formula (52) is meant to be applied on a function f(z) and integrated “through” the pole, i.e. along the horizontal
line Im(zg). The easiest is to consider zo = 0 (or Im(zo) = 0) with integration along the real axis. The Dirac delta
function 6(x — zp) in (52) represents contributions of the Landau residue. If the Landau residue is neglected, i.e. if
only the V.P. part in (52) is considered as done by Vlasov (1945), yields that there is no damping present. In Section
3.3, we will construct Padé approximants of Z({) and R({). One can easily check, that by neglecting the Landau
residue in the power-series expansions (the residue will be neglected in the asymptotic-series expansions), yields no
collisionless damping. Therefore, as shown by van Kampen (1955), it is indeed possible to derive Landau damping by
using Fourier analysis (an approach adobted here), provided the Landau residue in (52) is retained. The formula (52)
is often attributed only to Plemelj (1908), for his rigorous proof. Sometimes it is called the Sokhotski-Plemelj formula,
because it is argued the formula was derived in the doctoral thesis of Y. V. Sokhotski in 1873, with a proof that can be
viewed as sufficiently rigorous for mathematical standards that existed at those times, i.e. 35 years before the rigorous
proof of Plemelj. The Sokhotski-Plemelj formula is used in many areas of physics, from the theory of elasticity to the
quantum field theory.

5 What actually matters is not the xg, but the frequency w, and the crossing of the real axis I'm(w) = 0. This unfortunately yields that
two separate cases for k| > 0 and for k| < 0 have to be considered.
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n 722
2.4. Easy Landau integrals [ wzizo dx

We want to calculate moments in velocity space all the way up to the 4th-order moment 7, and (including the
3D geometry) we will need integrals only up to n = 5. To this aim, we will use frequently eq. (49), where we find
convenient to use xo and ¢ instead of chasing the sign(kj ), and in the end we will just use the definition o = sign(k)C.
We already saw that the 0-th order moment was

% [ ;:zxodx:sign(k”)Z(C).

Let us now calculate the higher order moments. Since we talked so much on the last pages, we will remain silent for
a moment and we will just enjoy the calculation:

2

1 * ze~ T—20+To _ _ e
— wd Id d
ﬁ/_oozzr—xo e \/_/ T — X \/_/ x—i_\/_ 0 T — To v
=1 =c2(0)
=1+(Z(¢) = R(Q). (53)
1 ® z2e x2 —xo—i-xo _
il z25 «? g —a? il
ﬁ/m$—$o e \/_/ T — xg \/_/ (@ +20)e v / T — o d
z0¢Z(¢)

:%/ xe*ﬁdx—i—\a/j—% efxzdx—i—xOCZ(Q =1z0(1+¢Z(Q))

=x0

—sign(lo CR(O). (54)

1 @ 3 — o 1
ﬁ/ x_xodx_\/_/ 56—5600 ot 7 / T — X :§+<2R(<)' (55)

=g+af =¢3Z(¢)
1 S I46712 .
ﬁ/— v — 20 deSign(k”)(i“CBR(O)- (56)
% phe—a” 3 2

That was easy ! If we ever need a higher order, we will just blindly calculate

n oo —z?

/ - dx = / Co e dy + L S
N T —x0 N T — T VT ) T — 10

=agsign(k))Z(¢)

1 >~ n— n— n— n— n— 7x2 : n n
_ﬁ/ (2" '+ 2" Pwg + 2" e+ aay T+ af ) e da + sign(ky))" T Z(Q), (58)

and we do not worry right now if this general case can be expressed in some smarter way. Now we know how to
calculate the kinetic Landau integrals, so let’s use this knowledge, to calculate the first few integrals of the linear
“kinetic hierarchy”.
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3. 1D GEOMETRY (ELECTROSTATIC)
3.1. Kinetic moments for Mazwellian fo

With the previous integrals already calculated, the calculation of the linear kinetic hierarchy is an easy process.
However, it is important to emphasize, that the hierarchy is linear, and must be calculated as such. Again, as
emphasized before, the kinetic velocity v is an independent quantity, and is not linearized. The total density n = [ fdv,
and at the first order of course ng = [ fodv. The expansion ng + n) = J(fo+ f (M)dv implies n) = ff(l)dv The

density n"), already calculated in (50), was therefore calculated correctly, and using the plasma response function

n® ¢

The velocity moment is nu = [vfdv and at the first order noug = [vfodv. In our specific case, because we do
not consider any drifts in the distribution function, ug = 0. Expanding (ng +nM)(ug +u®) = [v(fo + f*)dv and
neglecting the nonlinear quantity n™Mu®), yields nou* = [vfMdv. The velocity moment calculates

w

(1) _ 1, 4r K qr v
nou _/vf dv = T(O)q)/v(l—l— )fodv T(O)fb(/vfodv—l-/v o fodv)
—— I
[\/avzx}__qrq)no\/aw/ xe "

ku
Y= s
T m k| v—ﬁ Jadv = dz VT Vak I_k_u\/_

no o [~ we _ @ Z Mo
[ o = H\/_} ‘b\/_\/_ x_—xodx— —m‘bﬁ&gn(lﬂ\)cR(Ov (60)

and canceling ng and using 1/v/a = vy, = /27O /m yields

. 270)
u = _%Q\/;Slgn(’ﬂ)@@- oy

The definition of the scalar pressure is p = m [(v — u)?fdv and at the first order py = m [v?fodv, because
again ug = 0. The quantity (v — u)? = v? — 2vu + u? is linearized as v? — 20u?) | and expanding py + pV) =
m [(v? — 20uM)(fo + fP))dv, further linearizing by neglecting u(*) 1), and using ug = 0 yields p™ = m [v2fDdv.

The pressure calculates
v av =x
m/ 2f Dy = (0) (m/v2f0d1)+m/ — ”w fodv) = { ]
VTR Vadv = dx

=Nnoup =0

2

=Po
2
Gr 1m0 \/— xle 7 w
T(0) ﬁ « k” - k—H\/& k”
2 —x?
qr ng x2e qr n
T TO (pO“Lm_O\/O_ = — dx) - _T<o>q’(p°+mEOCQR(O)’ (62)

and dividing by po and using po = n07? to calculate mng/(pocr) = 2, the pressure moment reads

pt g
P TO (I)(l + 2<2R(O)' (63

We will also need the temperature ). The general temperature is defined T = p/n, i.e. the definition is nonlinear.
The process of linearization is essentially like doing a derivative
pH)

P o) P p_gnu), (64)
n no ng

and dividing by T = po/ng yields

RO RN CO NeY
S R (65)

T7(0) Do ng
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If one does not like the “derivative”, the same result is obtained by writing p = Tn instead, and linearizing (po + p(l)) =
(T(O) + T(l))(no + n(l)). Which after subtracting po = T(©ng, neglecting TMn) | yields p) = TMny + TORM)
which after dividing by pg yields (65). The temperature is therefore easily calculated as

T71) ,
7 = (14 2RO - R(Q)). (66)

The scalar heat flux is defined as ¢ = m [(v — u)3fdv and at the first order gy = m [ 03 fodv, and for our case
go = 0. The quantity (v —u)® = v3 — 3v%u + 3vu® — u? is linearized as v3 — 3v2uM). Expanding qo + ¢V =
m [(v®— 3v2uM) (fo + fM)dv, neglecting u™) (1) yields one contribution that is very easy to overlook, and that is of
the same order as the expected m [ v? fWdy, and that is proportional to m J v? fodv = pg. Therefore, the linearized
heat flux ¢(*) must be correctly calculated according to

W = m/vSf(l)dv — 3pouV. (67)

The first term calculates

m/ v fMdv = T(o (MHH/ LH o dv) B L/\gz z zx]

=qo=0

q ng Ja w e w
= o N [ T gp = {xo——\/a]
T(0) ﬁ a3/? k“ T — k—u\/a k“
3 —z? 0
_ G no  To z°’e B 270) 5

where we used a~3/? = (2T /m)\/2T©) /m. And the entire heat flux (67) then reads

T(0)
q(l) = —q;no®

sign(ky) (¢ + 2CR(Q) = 3CR(O)). (69)

The scalar 4th order moment is defined as 7 = m [(v—wu)* fdv and at the first order of course ro = m [ v* fodv, since
again ug = 0. Also, ro = 3p2/po, where pg = mng. The quantity (v — u)?* is linearized as v* — 4v3u(Y). Expanding
ro+rM =m [t = 403uM)(fo + fV)dv, the quantity m [v®fo = go = 0, which yields a simple r) =m fv4f(1)dv.
The 4th order moment calculates

o st s [ =) = )

=r9

2
qr o \/a w zle=® [ w
=——=®(ro +m —_da) = xo:_\/a}
e
—_ T Mo Ty [ae _ _Po o | 44
_ T(O)q)(?”o—l-ma2ﬁ — d:z:) L o (3+2¢% +4¢*R(Q)), (70)

where we have used 1/a? = 4T©2/m?  and mng/a? = 4p3/ po.
The entire nonlinear r is decomposed as 7 = 3p?/p + 7. The first term can be linearized in a number of ways, and
of course, all techniques must yield the same result, since linearization must be unique. For example by using the

derivative ,
2 2 2 / /
D 1 D p- (20 p
<—) = o~ Ly (L2, (71)
p p p pND p

the term is easily linearized as

A LN TCT .
p po\po po/ po\po Mo/
and by further using (65), also alternatively as

p po\TO no /-
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By using ro = 3p3/po, therefore yields useful relations (valid for Maxwellian)

(1) (1) 1 1) 7@ 1 1)
o Do ng ro T ng o

Another possibility (to double check the linearization), is to rewrite % = %pT, so that r = %pT + 7, and to
linearize that one instead. Expanding that expression into rg + r® = 2 ((pg + pM)(T© 4+ TW)) + 71 (where by a
definition/construction 7(®) = 0), after subtracting ro = 2poT®, and neglecting pMTM, yields r) = 2 (pMT©) 4
poTM) + 71, Dividing this expression by rq yields

PO M P )

- -2 4 4 75
70 Do +T(O)+ ro (75)

which when used with (65), is equivalent to (74). Now we can easily calculate the 71) component as

2 1 1
1) 1) _gPo (2p_() — ﬂ» (76)
Po\ Po 1o
that directly yields
R = 009 (262 + 4¢*R(C) + 3R(C) — 3 — 126°R(()). (77)

Now we are ready to explore the possible closures.
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3.2. Ezploring possibilities of a closure

Let’s summarize the obtained linear hierarchy so that we can directly see the similarities. Let’s also for a moment
introduce back the species index r, so that we are completely clear

€]

n’l‘ q’l‘
o _W(I)R(CT); (78)
. ¢ . [217
(1)
Dr QT
. )| g
" .
7~ (14 20R(E) R G)) &
21"
qﬁl) =—qrno,P - sign(kH)(Cr + QCER(Q) - 3CTR(<T)>§ (82)
(1) _ _ 4rPor 2 4 .
r = T (34202 +ACHR(G) ) (33)
RO = BP0 (262 + AGHR(G) + BR(G) - 3 12G2R(G) ), (84)

T

with an emphasis that the charge ¢, should not be confused with the heat flux qﬁl). The ¢, = w/(|k|j|vins) and the

thermal speed vip, = 4/ 2TT(O)/mT. Note the presence of sign(k|) in the expressions for ugl) and qﬁl). The presence

of sign(k)|) can be verified aposteriori, for example by considering the simplest situation when the Landau damping
is neglected, and the R((.) function yields only real numbers for real valued (. (i.e. the R(({.) function can be
approximated with Padé approximants that contain only powers of (?). Simultaneously changing signs of k) and w in
a Fourier mode should give its complex conjugate, i.e., the real part of expressions (78)-(84) can not change its sign in

that transformation. This is indeed true because the expressions for u£ ) and q§ ) contain 31gn(k”)cr =

kjvenr
To better understand what is meant by “a closure”, let’s first examine what is not a closure. Let’s examine the
density n(!) equation. Since in this specific example we used the electrostatic electric field E(V) = —V¢, the only

Maxwell equation left is the V - EM) = 47 >, @y, where g, is the charge and n,. is the total density. Linearization
of this equation, and using the natural charge neutrality that must be satisfied at the 0-th order >, g,no, = 0, yields

V-EW =4rx Yo an£1>, or written with the scalar potential —V?2® = 471 Yo qrnr , and transformed to Fourier space

E2® = 4nx Yo an£1>. We consider 1D propagation parallel to By with wavenumber k|, and to be consistent, we
therefore continue with k) and

2o =4r> gV =47TZan0T Y —47TZn0T a SOR(C), (85)

Or

which can be rewritten as
< +47anoT 4 SR(C )@:o. (86)

Even though the system is now “closed”, the eq. (86) does not represent a fluid closure, and should be viewed only as
a kinetic “dispersion relation”. To have a non-trivial solution for the potential @, the expression inside of the bracket
must be equal to zero. By declaring that kj # 0 (the case kj = 0 is trivial since we need some wavenumber), we can

divide by k” By using the definition of the Debye length of r-species Ap, = 1/kp,, where k%, = 4wng,.q2/T; © , one
obtains a dispersion relation °

1+> #R(Q) =0. (87)

6 An interesting observation (that is perhaps obvious if one considers how the Debye length is derived), is that the Debye length of
r-species Ap, does not depend on the mass m.
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If one replaces here k| — k, the expression is actually equivalent to a multi-species dispersion relation, usually found in
plasma physics books under the electrostatic waves in hot unmagnetized plasmas, with Maxwellian fq,.. See for example
Gurnett & Bhattachrjee, page 353, eq. (9.4.18). We are not interested here in studying unmagnetized plasmas, and
instead, we will just remember (87) as the dispersion relation of the parallel propagating (to By) electrostatic mode
in magnetized plasma, since this mode indeed does not contain any magnetic field fluctuations.

Let’s consider only the proton and electron species, r = p, e, so that

1 [
L+ k2)\2 (0) R(CP) + R(Ce) = O, (88)
| "\De LT}

where the proton Debye length was rewritten with the electron Debye length Ap. = App4/ Te(o) / Tp(o). For a general
case, the dispersion relation has to be solved numerically, and again, can not be much simplified, unless one wants
to consider long wavelength limit kjAp. < 1, where only the expression inside of the big brackets can be used.
The solution contains the usual Langmuir waves, that are obtained by neglecting the ion term (by making the ions
immobile) and by expanding the R((.) in the limit |(.| > 1, i.e. in the limit when the wave phase speed w/k is much
larger than the electron thermal speed vne. Langmuir waves propagate with speeds that are higher than the electron
plasma frequency wpe = /4mnepe?/me, which for us are extremely high frequencies. The solution also contains the
“jon-acoustic mode”, which in plasma books is obtained in the limit |(,| > 1 and |¢.| < 1, i.e. in the limit where the
wave phase speed is much larger than the proton thermal speed, w/k >> vy, but also where the phase speed is much
smaller than the electron thermal speed, w/k < vy, for the result see for example Gurnett and Bhattacharjee, page
356, eq. (9.4.28-29).

So what about the limit |(,| < 1, when the phase speed is much smaller than the proton thermal speed w/k < vinp
? The ion-acoustic mode does not exist in this limit ? Unfortunately, in the classical long wavelength limit, the phase
speeds do not become smaller and smaller, the phase speeds w/k just become non-dispersive and constant. In the CGL
description (with cold electrons), the parallel propagating ion-acoustic mode has a phase speed w/kj = £C), where

the parallel sound speed C’ﬁ = 3p|(‘?o)/P0 = 3T”(2)/mp. The limit |¢,| < 1 is never satisfied, because C| < vy, means

\/ 3T”(2) /mp K \/ 2T”(2) /myp, which is never true. One can estimate the lowest possible value of |{,| to be roughly in

the neighborhood of |(p|min &~ OﬁGL/vtth = /3/2, or in another words |{y|min & 1. There is no expansion of the
Z(Q) for |¢] = 1 and the result has to be found only numerically.

So what constitutes a Landau fluid closure 7 We will use the following definition: Express the last retained moment
through lower-order moments in such a way, that the kinetic R(¢) function is eliminated (for example by using Padé
approximation), so that the closure is expressed only through fluid variables and it is prescribed for all ¢ values.

3.2.1. Preliminary closures for |¢| < 1

As explained above, the limit |{| < 1 is actually a bit unphysical for the proton species in the electrostatic limit,
and is physically plausible only for the electron species. Nevertheless, briefly exploring the linear kinetic hierarchy in
this limit allows us to explore what kind of closures might be possible. In this limit, the plasma dispersion function
can be expanded as

, _ 2 4 8 (=2)n¢n
7(0) = G g1t S e, T E S 1 ]9
(@=ivre < =2 1= 3¢+ ¢ - b e[ <, (89)
Z(Q)=ivme ¢ —2¢ + éc?’ - 345 + Ed +-5 (90)
3 15 105 ’
and the plasma response function as
RQ) =1 +icyree + [ 2+ dct - oy B LT LT et o)
— 7 e i — _ _ [N - - P
3 15 105 2n+ 1! ’ ’
and where for small ¢, the e s naturally expanded as
4 6 —1)" 2n
67<2:1_<2+<__C_+...+%+...; Ic] < 1, (92)

21 3l n!
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yielding

l<1: Z(Q)=ivm—20—ivm* + <3+ £c”‘——c5—'£<"’+—<7 ' (93)

105
\/— VT

R(O) =141 — 92 _; 3, 44, VT 5 8 5 _7 _8 . 94
() =1+ivr¢=2C —ivm® + 3¢ 7507 = 1=C T (94)
For our purposes it is sufficient to keep the series only up to (3, i.e. to work with the precision 0o(¢?). The expressions

entering the kinetic hierarchy in equations (78)-(84) are

R(Q)=1+ivm¢ —2¢% —iv/m¢® + - 0(C%); (95)

CR(C)=C +iv/m¢? — 2¢%; (96)

1+2C2R(¢) =1+ 2% + 273, (97)

1— R(¢) + 2¢*R(¢) = —iv/m¢ +4¢% + 3iv/m(%; (98)

¢ +2¢°R(C) = 3CR(¢) = —2¢ — 3iv/m¢® + 8¢%; (99)

3+2c2+4<4 (¢)=3+2¢% + 4¢h (100)

2¢% + 4C*R(¢) + 3R(C) — 3 — 12C°R(¢) = 3i/m¢ — 16¢2 — 15i/7C3. (101)

An interesting observation is that for small ¢, moments n"), p() and r() are finite, and moments v, T ¢ and
71 are proportional to ¢ and therefore small. We want to make a simple closure for the heat flux ¢(*) or the 4th order
correction 7!, and thus, let’s concentrate on the moments that are small. To clarify how the closure is performed,
let’s write them down only up to the precision o(¢?), so

(0)

Ln__ 2T -~ ).
uf) == T sign(ky) (G- +ivAc?); (102)
7(0) . '
gV = —qrno, ® Slgn(k:H)( —2¢, — 31\/?@?); (104)

~(1) _ (er()r _
R =1 (3f G —16¢7). (105)

T

If we further restrict ourselves to only precision o(¢,) and neglect the (2 terms, we can find an amazing result that we

(1)

can express the heat flux g’ with respect to temperature TT(l) according to

(0)

.o 8T .2TLO .
o(¢r) ¢V = \/1 Slgn(k”)T( ) = —j \/?Tvthrslgn(kH)Tr(l). (106)
The above result is of upmost importance, because it emphasizes the major difference between collisionless and
collisional systems. At this point, the result is derived only with the assumption |(| < 1, even though we will see
later that the result is not restricted to this limit, and the result has a much wider applicability. The result is the
famous expression for collisionless heat fluz, that here reads q ~ —isign(k))T', which is in strong contrast to the usual

collisional heat flux ¢ ~ —V T that in Fourier space reads ¢ ~ —ik)T. We will come to this expression later.

M) with respect to velocity ugl), or to express

With the precision o((,), other obvious possibilities are to express g,
71 through ugl), Tr(l), q,(al) according to

o(Gr) - gtV =—2n0, T Ou) = ~2po,ull); (107)
0 :igﬁvtthOTsign(k||)u£1); (108)
3
= _gvt?hrn()TTr(l); (109)
3
7 = —izﬁvthTsign(kH)qﬁl). (110)

However, if we did so much work that we consider the 4th order moment, it would be a shame not to increase the
precision to o(¢?). Obviously, we need to use a combination of at least 2 different lower order moments. For example,
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by trying
Sk i = agql + ar T (111)

The proportionality constants oy, ar are easily obtained by separation to two equations for ¢, and ¢? that must be
satisfied
PO s /7 = 2agnorviesign(ky) + iar /T (112)

T

16& = +aqnorvth7_sign(/€”)3iﬁ —4darp. (113)

my

Playing with the algebra little bit (for example po,/m, = TT(O)nQT /my = UthnOT /2), the two equations can be solved
easily for the unknown quantities o, a7, and the final result is

32-97

i T, 114
2(371' — 8) VthrT0OrL ( )

. 2ym .
o(¢7) : GRS —Z3W\_F8“thr51gn(ku)qﬁ” +

There are naturally other possibilities and with the precision o(¢?), one can search for closures

o(¢?) : ¢V =arT® + a,ul; (115)
?11) = aqqﬁl) + auugl); (116)
0 — arTO + aul®), (117)
where the first choice yields a closure
o(¢P) qgl) = —i4ﬁ nOT'UthrSign(kH)Tr(l) + 347T — 8n0TTr(0)u7("1)a (118)
— _
and the other two choices yield
16 — 2—
o) A =it sign(hy ) — i o T Osign(l (119)
16 -3 2
7 = —JUEthOTTT(l) +1 VT vtthoTTT(O)sign(kH Julb, (120)

" 8 —27 m—4
For completeness, one can easily find a closure for 7+") with precision o(¢3) (after updating (102)-(105) to precision

0(¢2)) by searching for a solution

(K 7 = agqM + arTM + anul, (121)
and the solution reads
. 10 — 37 . 21w — 64 . 9 — 28 .
o(¢}) : ) = _Zﬁl()’ — 5ﬂvthr81gn(ku)q£1) + mvfhrnmﬂ(l) + Zﬁlﬁ — 57_‘_Uthrp0r51gn(k\\)u7(ﬂl)' (122)

We purposely kept the species index r in the calculations, to clearly show that the closures are performed for each
species separately, and no Maxwell equations or other physical principles are used. The equations would be perhaps
easier to read without the index r.
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3.2.2. FEzploring the case |¢| > 1

For large value of |{|, we need to use an asymptotic expansion of the plasma dispersion function that reads

Z(¢) = ioy/me < — %[1 + % + % + ;—; + 116058 et (2&_2)1”)” } I¢| > 1, (123)
where
0, Im(¢) > 0;
o=41, Im({)=0; (124)
2, Im(¢)<O.

The term with o comes directly from the definition of Z(¢) and there is not much one can further do about it, since
there is no further asymptotic expansion for exp(—¢?) when ( is large. The term is zero in the upper half of complex
plane (0 = 0). When very close to the real axis, i.e. when o = 1, the term mainly contributes to the imaginary part
of Z(¢) (even though only very weakly) and for the real part of Z((), it’s contribution can be neglected. However,
when deeply down in the lower half of complex plane, the term can become very large (for example if ( = —iy,
exp(—(?) = exp(y?) and if y is large the term obviously explodes). Deeply down in the lower complex plane the term
is a real trouble, and even some kinetic solvers such as WHAMP (Ronnmark 1982) have trouble with calculations
when the damping is too large.

We will see shortly, that for our purposes the term can be completely neglected, but let’s keep it for a moment. The
expansion of the Maxwellian plasma response function therefore reads

1 3 15 105 945

202 4¢% 8¢S 16¢® Tgm B I¢] > 1. (125)

Let’s calculate the kinetic hierarchy, at least up to 1/¢*. After a short inspection, one immediately sees that the
hierarchy calculates a bit differently than in the previous case, and to get the 4th order moments with the precision
o(1/¢%), it is important to keep all the terms up to ~ 1/¢® in the R({) expression, since the 4th order moments contain
¢*R(¢) terms. The expressions entering the kinetic hierarchy dully calculate

w0~ RO =iovRGe < = o g ol (126)

) ~ CR(C) =ioy/mc2e ¢ - Qic - % - % (127)

PN~ 14+ 2C2R(¢) =2ioy/mPe ¢ — 2% - %; (128)

T~ 1= RIQ) + 23R = ioy/7e (260 = O = 55 = (129)

o ~ €+ 2CRIC) BRI =ioyme (26! = 3¢%) = 55 — 3 (130)

rM) ~ 3+ 2¢2 + 4CHR(C) = dio/m(Pe < — % - i—gi’; (131)

71~ 2¢% 4 4CHR(C) + 3R(C) — 3 — 12¢2R(¢) = ioy/me <" (4¢° — 123 + 3¢) — %, (132)

where for brevity we suppressed the proportionality constants, including the sign(k)). Interestingly, the velocity u®
decreases the slowest, only as 1/¢. The n(™, p(, (1) and also the temperature T(lg, decrease as 1/¢2. The heat flux
¢V decreases as 1/¢? and the cumulant 7(Y) decreases the fastest, as 1/¢*%. This is not good news, since it is obvious
that the direct closures that were easily obtained for the small ¢ case, can not be easily done here.

To understand how the terms contribute to the real frequency and damping, it is useful to separate ( = x + iy
and calculate expressions with y being small, i.e. the weak growth rate (actually weak damping) approximation. The
exponential term entering (125) can be approximated as

C=(x+iy)?’ = (2" — ) + 2izy ~ 2° + 2ixy;

2 2 -
e e e 2”Ey;

ice ¢ = i(z + iy)e*(g“”'y)2 ~(—y+ i:z:)e*””ze*%xy, (133)
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and the fractions of ¢ are approximately

%:xiiy:xuizg)”é(l_i%):%_%; (134)
&= S - ED - (135)
Cls ~ % 3 y4’ (136)
Ciﬁx_{l ~ai, (137)

etc. For large x, the exponential term (133) is strongly suppressed as e’ (with oscillations €?2*¥). Additionally,
the real part of (133) is proportional to y, which is also small, and its contribution to the real part of R(¢) can be
therefore completely neglected. The imaginary part of the exponential term (133) has to be kept, if one wants to match
the approximate kinetic dispersion relations from plasma books (usually calculated in the weak growth rate/damping
approximation), for example for the damping of the Langmuir mode or the ion-acoustic mode. However, even smart
plasma physics books have trouble to analytically reproduce the full kinetic dispersion relations that have to be solved
numerically, see for example figures in Gurnett & Bhattacharjee on pages 341 & 355, that compare the analytic and
full solutions for the Langmuir mode and the ion-acoustic mode. The trouble is that the damping can become large,
and the entire approach with the weak damping invalid. If kinetic plasma books have trouble to analytically reproduce
the damping with full accuracy under these conditions, we would be naive to think that we can do better with a fluid
model and we know we cannot be analytically exact for |¢] > 1 if the damping is too large. If the damping is way-too
large, and the imaginary frequency starts to be comparable to real frequency, the mode will be damped away very
quickly.

In fact, even the well known kinetic solver WHAMP, neglects this term in calculation of Z({) for large ¢ values, as
can be verified in the WHAMP full manual (Ronnmark 1982) from the asymptotic expansion of Z(¢), eq. III-6 on
page 10, and the discussion of numerical errors on page 13. The WHAMP solver uses an 8-pole Padé approximant of
Z (), which is a very precise approximant, and imprecision starts to show up only if the damping become too large.
For example in the very damped regime when the Im(¢) = —Re(()/2, the error in real and imaginary values of Z(()
is still less than 2-3 %, where the calculation should be stopped (in less damped regime, the precision is much higher).

If a full kinetic solver can neglect the exponential term for large ¢ values, we can surely neglect it as well. It should
be emphasized that the term is neglected only for large ¢ values (i.e. in the asymptotic expansion), the exponential
term is otherwise fully retained and enters the Padé approximation through the power series expansion for small (.
To summarize, the “ideal” large ¢ asymptotic behavior that we would like to obtain reads

(1)

ZZT__;T(%)@[_%@_LL_;_...}; (138)
ugnz_%%mﬁign(;{”){_%_4_353_...}; (139)
(1)

J;ZT__I:JT(%)@[_Q%_%_...}; (140)
(1)

%:_% [_C_z_%_...}; (141)
g = —qrnor Pven,sign(ky ) { - % - 21—55 - }; (142)
Tg):_qxjfr@[_;_é_i_gi_...} (143)
ﬁrl):_q:s?q)[_c_i_...] (144)
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3.3. A brief introduction to Padé approximants

Padé approximants, i.e. Padé series approximation/expansion, is a very powerful mathematical technique, compa-
rable to the usual Taylor series and the Laurent series. Nevertheless, for some unknown reason, Padé series seems to
somehow disappear from the modern educational system that a typical physicist encounter. The lack of Padé series in
classes is even more surprising, if one realizes that the technique is in fact very simple, and anybody can fully grasp
it in very short time. We therefore make a quick introduction to the technique here.

Padé series consist of approximating a function as a ratio of two polynomials. If a power series (e.g. Taylor series) of
a function f(x) is known around some point with coefficients ¢,, the goal is to express it as a ratio of two polynomials

ap + a1x + agw? + - - -

2 3 4 -
Co+c1x +cx” +e3x” g+ = 1+ bz + boz2 + -

(145)

The choice of by = 1 is an ad-hoc choice and the entire decomposition can be done without it, leading to the same
results at the end. Multiplying the left hand side by the denominator 1 + byz + baz? + - -+, and grouping the z™
contributions together, that must be satisfied independently, leads to the system of equations

Ao = Co;

a1 =c1 + coby;

az=cy + c1b1 + cobe;

az=c3 + c2b1 + c1b2 + cobs;

ag=cy + c3by + c2ba + c1b3 + coby;

as=c5 + c4b1 + c3ba + cabs + c1b4 + cobs;

ag=cg + c5b1 + c4bs + c3b3 + coby + c1b5 + cobs, (146)

etc. The necessary condition for the system being solvable, is that the number of variables is equivalent to the number
of equations. Therefore, if we want to approximate function f(x) with a ratio of two polynomials P,,,/Q., of degrees m
and n, we will need the Taylor series on the left hand side of (145) up to the order m + n. The Padé approximation is
sometimes denoted as R,, , or using a function f(x) that is being approximated as f(z)m.n or [f(2)]m,n- If the Padé
approximation exists, it is unique.
For example, the function e” has a Taylor series around the point z =0
2 3
T _ T

e _1+x+2!+3!+ . (147)
Let’s say we want to approximate e* as a ratio of two polynomials of 0-th and 1-st order e* = ag/(1 + byz), i.e. we
want to find the Padé approximant [e*]o,1. Respecting the n+m rule, the approximation therefore consist of equating

ao

_ 148
co + azx 1+ bl(E, ( )
=1 =1

that leads to the system of equations

ag=co = 1;
a1 =0=c1+by => b =—-c =-1, (149)
yielding the Padé approximation
. 1
[€"]o0 =172 (150)

To feel confident with the Padé approximations, let’s find another approximant of e, for example [¢*]1 2. The system
is written as

3 ag + a1x

1 1
1 1 — 22 — = 151
v+vx+ 2 S 6 . 1—1—()1,@4—()2,@27 ( )
=co =c1 ~— ~—
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and yields a system of equations
apg=1;
ay = 1+ bl;
1
ag 2025 +b1+b2;

1 1
(L3=O:6+§b1+b2+0, (152)

which have a solution by = —2/3, ba = 1/6, a; = 1/3, and the Padé approximant

1+ 3z 6+2z
o N . 153
[6]1,2 1_%134_%1;2 6 — 4z + 22 (155)

It is just a straightforward algebraic exercise to find other Padé approximations, for example

N _1+%:17_2—|—x.
[e }171_1—%:17_2—5

_1+§x+%x2 _ 6+4x+a?

[61}271 1— %x T 6—22

1+ 3o+ g2’ + 528 244182 4 6% + 2

[£]5.1 -1y 24— 62 ’

(154)

x

etc. Similarly, it is easy to find Padé approximations to a function e~*, and for example (obviously)

—a 6 -2z —a 2—-1x . 6 — 4z + 22
[e }172:6—1-4:1:—1-:1:2’ [e ]1,1:2+x7 7]y, = 6 + 2

(155)

The approximations were derived from Taylor expansion of e™*

around z = 0, and all 3 choices naturally have the
correct limit lim,_,g e~ = 1. However, we can see that by choosing the degree of the Padé approximation, we can also
control what the function is doing for large values of z. For example, for large values of z the Padé approximations
(155) go to 0, —1 and +oo. Obviously, the smart choice is [e~*]; 2 which approximately reproduces the behavior of
e~ " also for large x. The usefulness of Padé approximation becomes especially apparent when considering analytically

difficult functions, for example the e_m2, where the “smart” lowest Padé approximants are

2 1 2 1 2 6 — 222

S P e AR G (¥ Sk wru s v N G P Sl ey e (156)
Therefore, depending on the required precision of a physical problem, instead of working with e (which for example
does not have an indefinite integral that can be expressed in elementary functions), one can approximate the function
e~ for all x, as 1/(1+42), that is much casier to work with. Curiously, the reader might recognize that the 1/(1+ z2)
is the Cauchy distribution function, often used in plasma physics books to get better understanding of the complicated
Landau damping. The Cauchy distribution therefore can be thought of as the simplest Padé approximation of the
Maxwellian distribution.

Now we are ready to use the Padé approximation for the plasma dispersion function Z({) or the plasma response
function R({). We do not have to explore all the possibilities, and we can immediately pick up only the smart choices.
For large ¢ (by neglecting the exponential term as discussed in the previous section), at the first order Z(¢) ~ 1/¢ and
R(¢) ~ 1/¢?, and both functions approach zero as ¢ increases. Obviously, a smart choice worth exploring will always
be a Padé approximant [ ], , where n > m. In fact, we can be even more specific. We know the asymptotic behavior
for large ¢, and obviously, even smarter choice is to concentrate only on approximants [Z(¢)]n—1,n and [R({)]n—2.n,
since such a choice will naturally lead to the correct asymptotic behavior

3 RN F(5) FET- 1S N3 (157)

Any other choice is not really interesting and therefore, the usual 2-digit notation of the Padé approximation becomes
redundant. We can just use 1-digit notation with “n”, that represents the degree of a chosen polynomial in the
denominator, and we can omit writing the (n —1) and (n —2), since this will always be the case (except for the R1(()).
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The “n” represents the number of poles, and we therefore talk about an “n-pole Padé approximation” of Z({) or R(¢),

and

ao + a1 + -+ + an_o¢" 2
14610+ +b,("

Note that one can directly work with Padé approximants for both Z,,(¢) and R, (¢), and that in general according to
definitions (158), the approximants are not automatically equivalent. The difference is as if one does approximations
to a function f(x) or its derivative f’(z). Usually in papers, the approximant Z,(¢) is calculated, and R, (() is
just defined according to R, (¢) = 1+ (Z,(¢). One can choose another (and better approach in our opinion) and to
calculate directly approximants R, ({), and if really required (which should not be the case), obtain Z,,(¢) approximants
a5 Za(C) = (RalC) — 1)/<.

Moreover, we can do even better than (158). We shall not be satisfied just by approximating the asymptotic trend
~ 1/¢ for ¢ > 1, and hope for the best. For large ¢, the correct asymptotic expansions are Z(¢) — —1/¢ and
R(¢) — —1/(2¢%). By prescribing a,_1/b, = —1 for Z(¢), and a,_2/b, = —1/2 for R(¢), we will obtain correct
asymptotic behavior of these functions, at least at the first order. By doing this, we are not “destroying” the Padé
approximation, since it is easy to argue that if an n-pole approximation is determined to be sufficient for small ¢ values,
we can just add one more pole and use that one to control the asymptotic behavior for large ¢ values. Of course, we
will always use at least the first term in the expansion for ¢ < 1, that yields ag = iv/7 for Z,,(¢) and ag = 1 for R, (¢),
otherwise the functions will have incorrect values at ¢ = 0. The “smart” choices worth considering therefore can be
summarized as

ag+ a1+ an,_ 1"

2,0 =TT RO =

(158)

_ ltmlh e
1+ blC +-+ bn_1<n—1 - 2an—2<”7

Tt alt ot aea ™

1+ blC + 4+ bn_1<n—l - an—lgn’
and have a property to correctly match the Z and R functions at ( = 0 and, have the correct first order asymptotic
expansion at ¢ > 1. The 1-pole approximant R;(() is an exception, and can be defined only as R;(¢) = 1/(1 + b1().

This function obviously cannot have correct asymptotic expansion ~ 1/¢? and the only possibility is to use ( < 1
expansion R;1(¢) = 1/(1 4 b1¢) = 1 + iy/w¢, which yields b = —i/7 and

1

Zn(€)

R () (159)

R =—. 160
(0= T (160)
The 1-pole approximant Z;(¢) can be obtained directly from the definition (159), that yields
T
7= VT (161)

T IoiyRC
and that has correct asymptotic behavior Z;(¢) — —1/¢ for large ¢ values, even though it has only precision o(¢?) for
small ¢ values. Perhaps curiously, in this case R1(¢) = 1 + (Z1(¢) exactly. Alternatively, if the precision for small ¢
is more important than the exact asymptotic expansion for large ¢, it is possible to increase the Z; precision to o(¢!)
and write Z1(¢) = iv/7/(1 — 2i¢/+/7). In this case R1(¢) # 1 + (Z1(¢) exactly, and the functions are equal only for
small ¢ and only with precision o(¢1).

Right now, in the definition (159), we just used 1 pole for the asymptotic series of Z(¢) and R(¢), but one can
naturally use more poles. By opening the possibility to increase the number of matching asymptotic points in the
n-pole Padé approximation (159), the number of possible approximants for a given n naturally increases. To keep track
of all the possibilities, we obviously need some kind of classification scheme. It is useful to modify the usual 1-index
Padé series notation for Z,(¢) and R, (¢) functions (that only specify the number of poles), to a two index notation
Znn (€), Rpn(€). Now we have a wide range of possibilities how to define n,n" and there is no clear “natural” winner.

There are two different existing notations (likely more), introduced by Martin et al. (1980) and by Hedrick & Leboeuf
(1992), that consider Z, ,,/(¢) Padé approximants. The first reference defines n = number of points (equations) used
in the power series expansion, and n’ = number of points (equations) used in the asymptotic series expansion. Even
though perhaps clear, for example 3-pole approximants in this notation are expressed as Zs 1, Z4 2, Z3 3 etc, so to get
the number of poles (which is the most important information), one has to calculate (n + n’)/2. When using a lot of
different approximants, this notation is a bit confusing and is rarely used.

The notation of Hedrick & Leboeuf (1992) can be interpreted as defining Z,, ,,» with n = number of poles (which we
like), and n’ = number of additional poles in the asymptotic expansion that is used, compared to some “minimally
interesting” or “basic” definition Z,, that can be denoted as Z, ¢ (which we like too). The problem with the notation
of Hedrick & Leboeuf (1992) is with the definition of the “basic” Z, o, since the number of asymptotic points used in
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the definition of Z,, ¢ keeps changing with n (and is actually equal to n). The notation is physically motivated, but
the motivation is difficult to follow. The Z5 is defined with 2 asymptotic points, Z3 ¢ with 3 asymptotic points and
so on. This can be easily deduced from their definitions of Zy — Z5, as we will discuss later. We find this notation
confusing.

Importantly, both mentioned notations consider the Padé approximants to Z(¢). We do not really care about Z((¢),
since all the kinetic moments are formulated with R(¢) at this stage. We want to calculate direct Padé approximants
to R(¢), which is actually slightly less analytically complicated for a given n. Here we define the 2-index Padé
approximation to the plasma response function R(¢) simply as

B 1+aiC+as(®+ -+ a,_o(" 2
1 + blc + b2<2 + -+ bn71<n71 — 2an,2C”’

Ry 0(¢) (162)

i.e. as having asymptote —1/(2¢?) for large ¢, and notation R,, ,(¢) means that n’ additional asymptotic points are
used compared to the basic definition R, (¢). The notation feels natural, and the n’ = 0 index helps us to orient in
the hierarchy of many possible R(¢) approximants. It is easy to remember that this asymptotic profile is the minimum
“desired” profile that correctly captures the 0-th order (density) moment, and any profile with less asymptotic points
should be avoided if possible. The R, o(¢) has power series precision 0(¢?"~3) and asymptotic series precision o(¢2),
$0 Ry (C) has precision o(¢2*3~"") and o(¢~27™).

Of course, we want to make the R, ,,(¢) and Z, ,,»(¢) definitions fully consistent, and Z,, ,,(¢) is defined so that

Rn,n’ (C) =1+ CZn,n' (C)a (163)

is satisfied. This dictates that in comparison to Z,,(¢) definition (159), two additional asymptotic points must be used
to define the Z, ¢(¢). We have no other choice and when calculating the Z, ,(¢), we have to start counting from

n’ = —2, and we define

_ Tt a(+ ot ana "]
14 blC +-+ bn—lCn_l - an—lCn .

When calculating the hierarchy of plasma dispersion functions Z(¢), the —2 index is actually a nice reminder that we
are two asymptotic points short of the “desired” profile (162) for the plasma response function R(¢). We want to feel
fully confident that we understand both Padé approximants R({) and Z((), and we will calculate 2-pole and 3-pole
approximants for both functions. For 4-pole approximants and above, we will only work with R(().

Padé approximants were also used for other interesting physical problems, such as developing analytic models for
the Rayleigh-Taylor and Richtmyer-Meshkov instability Zhou (2017a,b).

3.3.1. 2-pole approzimants of R(¢) and Z(()

Zn,—2(C) (164)

Let’s be patient and go slowly. A general 2-pole Padé approximant to R(() is
Ry (C)

14 b1C + b2

where ap = 1. The asymptotic expansion for large ¢ values calculates

(165)

ao ago ago by 1 b1 1 \2
= = -\ttt ) +-
e b ne L= (et 5a) (ot i)+
+ 01C + ba2g 5242(b21<2+51<+1) 2 2(  b2( 2 baC
- ag bl b%—bg
= b2<2 ap b%{g + ao b§<4

and must be matched with the asymptotic expansion (125)

- (166)

R(()=—55—=5 — —t ¢> 1. (167)

Matching the first point implies by = —2ag, and this is how R 0(() is defined. Then matching with 2 equation for the
small ¢ expansion, eq. (94), the classical Padé approach yields

Ry0(¢)

ag . 1
=— = 1 N = = —————
1+ b1¢ — 2a0(? YJFQ@C’ > Rl =12 i/mC — 2C2

=c1

(168)

To match additional asymptotic point (and to potentially find Rz 1(()), dictates that b; = 0. However, the resulting
function R 1(¢) = 1/(1 — 2¢?) does not have any imaginary part for real valued ¢, since it uses too many asymptotic
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points and the Landau residue is not accounted for. Therefore, the R 1(¢) does not represent a valuable approximation
of R(¢), and this approximant is eliminated.
Let’s now explore possible 2-pole approximations of Z({). A general 2-pole approximant is defined as

ap + alc

Z = > 169
2(0) 1+ 01¢ + ba? (169)
and has the following asymptotic expansion for large ¢ values
ap —|—CL1< (al) 1 (CLO albl) 1 ( aobl al(b% —bg)) 1
S N e iy R ) ey e 1. 170
1+ 01C + ba(? by/ ¢ bo b3 /(2 + b3 b3 ¢3 o ¢> (170)
The Z(¢) has asymptotic expansion
1 0 1
VA - __ _ _ _ - et 1 171
(©) cT@ am (> 1, (171)
so by matching with 1/¢ implies by = —ay (as already used previously) that defines Z3 _o (remember, we are starting

to count with n’ = —2). By further matching with 1/¢? implies b1 = —ao, that defines Z» _1, and by further matching
with 1/¢3 implies a; = 2, that defines Z5 o.

The calculation is continued by matching with the power series for small { values, i.e. by using the classical Padé
approach, that is described as

ap + a1<

Zy, _o(Q)=——F——= =iy/T 2 (—i/T(? 172
2, Q(C) 1+b1<—_a1<2 Z\/7_T C Z\/EC ) ( )
=cog =C1 =c2
and the solution is
VT + =5
Z3,—2(Q)=—F7=—"— : (173)
1= 250 15¢
Continuing with Zs _1(¢), i.e. by using one more additional asymptotic term that dictates by = —ag, the matching
with the power series yields
aop + ai( ) iv/T+ (m—2)¢
Zo. = = -2¢; = Zo. = . 174
2, 1(() 1—ULOC—G1C2 Zﬁ Ca > 2, 1(() 1—iﬁ<—(7r—2)<2 ( )
Similarly, considering Zs ¢(¢) yields
ap + 2¢ . i/ +2¢
2;0(<) 1_a0<_2<2 Z\/E7 > 2,0(<) 1_Zﬁ<_2<2 ( )

Obviously, R20(¢) =14 (Z2,(¢) exactly.

3.3.2. 3-pole approzimants of R(¢) and Z(Q)

A general 3-pole approximant of R(() is

an =+ a1<
R = . 176
(0 =13 b1 + baC? + bs(3 (176)
The asymptotic expansion calculates
1 1 1 bo b1 1 by by 1 2
= = l- =+ —+—==|+tl=+——F+——) +
1+ baC2 + b3(3 b b bs(3 [ (b b3C2 b 3) (b b3C2 b 3) }
+01¢+b2C% + 030 03 (# +g + &+ 1) 18 3¢ b3( 3¢ 3¢ b3C 3¢
1 1 by 1 by b3 1 by b3 — bybs
- 124 (2,422 ol = _ 177
NG { Chs | g?( by bg) ] NI T TR (17m)
so that
an + a1< a1 1 ap CleQ 1 aobg b% — b1b3
= — (= - == —( = cee 178
L+ b1C+ baC? +b3¢3  b3(? C?’(b3 b3 ) C4( B YTy ) " (178)

For R30(¢) this implies bg = —2a4, for R31(¢) additionally by = —2ag, and for R32(() also by = 3a;. The asymptotic
expansions (178) can become very long for higher orders of ¢, especially when more poles are considered. It is beneficial
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to write down the following scheme, where in each line, we advance the matching with one more asymptotic point:

ap +ai( a1
= — — 4. => by=—2aq; 179
1+ b1 + b2¢? + b3(3 by (2 ’ ' 1
~
=—1/2
ap + a1 1 a+% 1
R — e —_— e = b = —2 N 180
3,0(C) T4 b1C + baC? — 20103 202 20, & + > b2 ao; (180)
=0
ap + CL1< 1 bl 1
3,1(4-) 1—|—b1<—2a0<2—2a1<3 2(2 4&1 <4+ > 1 ai; ( )
~
=3/4
ag + a1 1 3 1—3a0 1
R _ - - - - ... = — 00. 182
220 S T Bl —2wC 20 ¢ A dw o T M7 2
=0
In the last expression the a; — oo since agp = 1, implying the Rj33(¢) does not make sense and it is not de-

fined. The scheme can be very quickly verified by using Maple (or Mathematica) software, by using command
asympt(expression(¢), ¢, n), where ( is the variable, and n prescribes the precision of the expansion that is calculated
up to the o(¢™™) order. Now by matching with the power series for small ¢ values

_ ao +ai g _ , o2 - =3,
R3,0(C)_ 1 + blc 4 b2<2 _ 2a1<3 =1 + z\/EC 24‘ Z\/Eéh ) (183)
o ap + ai( o . o2,
R3,1(C)_ 1 + blc _ 2a0<2 _ 2a1<3 - 1 + l\//]_TC 2C ) (184)
_ ao +aig _ N
R3,2(C) - 1 + 3a1< _ 2a0<2 _ 2@1(3 - 1 + Zﬁ<7 (185)
and the solutions are
NS R . 1 = - S— (156)
1-— ZEC - Zr_—ﬂ_cz + 21\/%2_—7T<3
1 _Z.4,_,,C
N
R3.1(¢) = : s (187)
1-— %C —-202 + 2247@
avas
1 — W/rm
Rya(C)= z¢ (18%)

1 - 20— 202 4 i/
A general 3-pole approximant of Z(¢) is

ag + ai1¢ + az¢?

V4 = , 189
MO = T 0C T 507 + 0 (189)
and has the following asymptotic expansion
an + alc —+ a2<2 ag al a2b2 1 an CleQ ag(b% — blbg) 1
2 3 bt (__—2)_2 (__ 2 3 )_3+ (190)
14 61¢ + 02¢% + b3(¢ b3¢ b3 b3 /¢ b3 b3 b3 ¢
By matching the first asymptotic term implies bs = —ag, which defines Z3 _2(¢). For Z3 _1(¢) the second term is

matched as well and by = —a;. For Z3 ¢(¢) the third term is also matched and by = —ag + a2/2. To go higher requires
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higher order expansion (190). It is again easier to write down the asymptotic expansion scheme step by step

ag + a1 + ax? az 1
= 2 4. = ba = —ao: 191
T+ 00+ 0aC2 +baC® by C T T eE e (191)
=_1
a0+a1§+agC2 1 a1 +b2 1
Zs,-2(0) = 1+b1<+b2C2—a2C3:_Z_ ag C_2+ = = (192)
=0
. CL0+CL1<—|—CL2<2 - 1 0 ap+by 1 - a2 )
Zs.-1(0) = T+ b1¢—ai®—ax(® ¢ (2 as (3 * => b= g 0 (193)
=1/2
ao + a1 + as(? 1 1 2—a 1
V4 = - - _ - T 4. = =9 194
3,0(C) 1+ (0?2 — CLO)C — a1<2 — a2<3 C 2<3 20,2 <4 + > a1 ) ( )
=0
a0+2c+a2<2 1 1 CLQ—QCLO 1
3,1(C) 15 (% —a0)l — 202 — P ¢ 20 la; & + > az ao; (195)
=3/4
ag +2¢ — ap(?
Z32(C) = —3 —5 3 (196)
1 —35a0C — 2¢% + ao(
Matching these results with an expansion for small ¢ values is done according to
o a0+a1<+a2<2 . . 2 4 3 ﬁ 4.
Zs 20 = Ty i g = VA = 2 VA 4 3¢ i (197)
ao + a1$ + azx(? . . 4
21O = Ty ar e gl = VT VA g (198)
GQ+G1C+G2<2 . : 2
Z = = - 2¢ — ; 199
3.,0(0 1+(_a0+a_22)c_a1<2_a2<3 Z\/E ¢ Zﬁ( ( )
ao + 2¢ + a2 :
Z = —2¢; 200
3.1(0) = T (% —a0)C =207 — ap® iV —2¢ (200)
ag +2¢ — ap(® .
7o) = oy o = VT (200)
and the solutions are
. 72 —307 i/ (97 —28)
Zs () = i/m+ EEIERC + S ¢ (202)
" - i/7(3mr—10 * i/T(9m—28
1- (5(71' 16) )C+ GQ(éw—?é)@ 5(71' 16) )<3
Zﬁ_i_ 107:371'<+ l(57’r 16) <2
Zs,1(Q) = —— gy (203)

1—

¢— 1 10-3m ~2 _ i(5r— 16))(3

3(m—3) 3f7r3

3V (r—3)

Z30(¢)= Wik &2 ek =1 (204)
3,0 _1_zf<_37r 84—2_’_22\/%77734-3'
4—7 4—7 4—

iT 4+ 2¢ — 2i4E 77(2
1—ig(— 2(2—1-224 ”43’
iV +2¢ —iy/m(?
1—2iy/m¢—2¢% +iy/mc®

Z31(Q) = (205)

Z32(¢)=

(206)
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Of course, the following relations now hold exactly

R30(¢) =1+ (Z30(¢); (207)
R31(0) = 1+ (Z5,1(0); (208)
R32(¢) =1+ (Z32(C)- (209)

3.3.3. 4-pole approzimants of R(¢) and Z(()

As before, the procedure of matching with asymptotic expansion yields (for simplicity already assuming ag = 1)

1+a1C+a2C2 ag 1
- c=> by = —2as; 210
141+ baC? + b3(® + baC* b4 at T (210)
:—1/2
1+ a1 + ax¢? 1 ar+% 1
R = =———-—2 — 4. => by=—2ay; 211
4,0(<) 1+ blc + b2<2 + b3<3 — 2a2<4 2<2 20,2 <3 + > 3 ai; ( )
=0
1+ a1{ + ax(? 1 1+% 1
R = =————2 — 4. => by=3ay—2; 212
4,1(0 1+b1<+b2C2—2a1C3—2a2C4 2(2 2az <4+ > 2 a2 5 ( )
N——
=3/4
1+ a1+ a¢? 1 3 by —3a; 1
R = - - _ = 7o ... = b = 3a:: (213
12(0) 1100+ (a2 — 20 —2a10% — 20,01 22 40 day O > bi=3as (213)
=0
14 a1 + az(? 1 3 %a2—2 1 )
R = - - _ 277 = - 4L... = =_2. 214
473(0 1+3a1<—|—(3@2—2)C2—2a1C3—2a2C4 2<2 4<4 4as <6+ > ag 3’ ( )
=15/8
1+a:1¢—3¢2 1 315 9a; 1
R44(C) = ==~ — = => a1 =0, 215
14(0) 14 3a1¢ — 4¢2 — 2a1 (3 + 3¢ 202 4¢4 8¢5 8 (7 ! (215)
=0

where the last relation imply a possible approximant Ry 5(¢) = (1—2¢?)/(1—4¢*+3¢?). However, such an approximant
is not well behaved (it has zero imaginary part for real valued () and the R4 5(¢) is eliminated. Matching with the
power series is performed according to

1 2 4

Ruol0) = Ty e~ Lt iV~ 267 — iG55 (216)
1 2 4

Ror(0) = [ i e —gagy = L+ IVAC = 2 = iv/AC + 3¢ (217)

B 1+ a1+ CLQCQ - . : .
Ry2(Q) = 1T 5:C + (303 — 2)C2 — 20,05 — Dapcd 1+ iy — 2¢% — i/ (218)
1+ a1¢ + aa¢® .
Ry3(¢)= 1+ 3a1C + (3az i12)<2a_2 2a1(3 — 2as(* =1+iy/m¢ — 2¢%; (219)
_ 202
Rus(() = Sl Sk S S (220)

1+3a1¢ —4¢% — 2a1(3 + 3¢
and the results are

1 4 /= (2n? 6T 92) - (972 —69m128) -3
1y 67297 732) 6(672—297+32)

Rao(Q) = (221)
' /T (9m—28) (3672 —1957+256) /7 (337—104) (972 —697+128)
1_17(67727297r+32 C+ 6(672—297+32) ¢ - 6(6772 297r+32)<3 3(6772 297 +32) C4
f(gw 28) (672 —297+32) »2
R B L =i (16— 571')C_ 3(16—57) ¢ ) 999
11(0) = 1 _ ;27 (10=3m) (2171' 64) -2 | ;2v/7 (97=28) 3 | 2(67r2 297+32) 4’ (222)
— T3 @e— 571')C 3(16— 571')C 3 (16— fm)< 3(16—57) ¢
1— Z\/—(lgoﬂ— 387r) 136ﬂ— 5;1' CQ

Rap(C) = (32— 97(1') A (223)

(10=3m) o5, 2(16-5m)
Z\/—(sw 5¢ ~ Gr=s) <2+Z\/— Gr=8) ¢ S+ 371' 8) ¢t
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\/_C (37r 8) 2
Ry3(¢) = 1—i¥§ (97r 16)<2_H\/—<3+ (3= 8)C4 (224)
T 202
RualO)= 1 -3¢~ 3¢ (225)

.3 . :
1— i3 — 42 +iy/mC3 + A¢4
From the 4-pole approximants, perhaps the most known one is Ry 3(¢) used for example by Hammett & Perkins (1990),
Passot & Sulem (2007) etc., and which can be written in a convenient form

4 — 2iy/7¢ — (3w — 8)¢?
4 — 6i/T¢ — (97 — 16)¢2 + 4i/mC3 + 2(3m — 8)¢*

Here we do not double check the derivation of the Z4(¢) approximants “from scratch”, and for a given Ry coefficients,
the Z4 coefficients are of course easily obtained by

1 —|— CL1< + CLQCQ

Ry 3(C) = (226)

(a1 —b1) + (ag — ba)¢ — bsC? — b4<3.

R = = Z = 227
4(<) 14+ b1¢ + a2 + b33 + byt 4(<) 14 01¢C + baC2 + b3(3 + byt ( )
For completeness, the corresponding results are
. (157> —887+128) V7 (337 —104) (972 —697+128)
7 _ iVT— 5 5677 —397+32) ¢ T 15(6m= 297r+32)<2 3(6772 297+32) ¢ 998
10(¢) = | jv/E __(9m—28) (36m2—1957+256) 9 VE(331—104) -3 (9m2—G6Om1128) (228)
_17(671'272971’4*32)(_'— 6(6m2—297+32) ¢ = L86n2— 297r+32< 3(6m2— 297r+32)<
i _ 2(37r2—257r+48)C_ 2y/m (97— 28)<2 2(67r —297r+32)<3
Zar(C) = 3(16—57) 3 (16—5m) 3(16—57) ) (229)
41 1 _ j2/7 (10-3m) (21n—64) -3 | ;27 (9m—28) -3 | 2(67°—297+32)
— T3 @e- 57r)C 3(16 57r)< 3 (16— 57r)< 3(16—5m) C
4(4 71') —2(10— 37r) 2(16757r)
286 = . (32—9m) 2(10 37r) | 2(16-5m)
1_2\/_(377—8)<_ (37—8) <2‘H\/_ (Br— 5 ¢ (37—8) ¢!
Z\/_+ 371'—4< Z\/_CQ 377 8)(3
Z13(Q) = 3\/_ 971' 16) 371' (37—8) (231)
T3 - Oy s 4 BB
i+ 8¢ —iym? - 3¢
Zya(Q) = VT E 50— W (232)

1—i3EC -4 4 iy/med + 4¢4
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3.4. Conwversion of our 2-index Ry, /() notation to other notations

For clarity, we provide conversion tables of Padé approximants in the notation of Martin et al. (1980) and
Hedrick & Leboeuf (1992) to our notation. Comparing our analytic results to those of Martin et al. (1980) (in-
troducing superscript M), can be done easily according to

Z3h =Zo 0y Z3h=Zs 1y Z{% = Zap; (233)
Z3h = Zs 9 Zyh=1Zs 15 Zys= Zs0; (234)
ZY%y = Zap, (235)

and the general conversion can be written as

(236)

M
Zn = Zngnt i _g-
The Table 1 of Martin et al. (1980) can be now easily verified, which reveals a small obvious typo in their Zi‘fg, where
the coefficient py is missing the imaginary i number.
To compare our results to those of Hedrick & Leboeuf (1992), it is useful to calculate asymptotic expansions of their
Z,, definitions (that is defined as Z, o), that calculate

a; — ¢ 1 0 1

T e R A AR =
Aot ) 9
R R = e R S R R (239
4_ 3 _ Lye2 _ — -3
- LT

where “HL” stands for Hedrick & Leboeuf (1992). As one can see, the number of asymptotic points used in their basic
definition of Z,,, increases with the number of poles n. Compared to our definition, their Z; is defined as having
another asymptotic point (for a total of 2), Z3 o has another asymptotic point (for a total of 3), Z4,¢ another one (for
a total of 4), and so on. Essentially, in their notation the basic Z, ¢ is defined as having “n” asymptotic points, and
asymptotic precision o(1/¢™). The conversion between their and our notation is easy, and

Z;IOL =Za _1; ZflL = Z2,0;

Z = Zs1 Z33 = Zs o

Z{8V = Zus; Zy3 =Zus; Z{4 = Za;

Z = Zs s ZVY = Zsa ZES = Zs s ZEP = Zsg,
or the general conversion can be written as

ZE = Zn s (245)

We checked the Table 1 of Hedrick & Leboeuf (1992) that provides coefficients for the Padé approximants (241)-(244)
and we can confirm that the table is essentially correct, except for one coefficient. © The coefficient where a simple typo

is suspected, is the coefficient a; in Z3 ;. Rewriting our 3-pole approximant R3(¢) to the form used by Passot & Sulem
(2007) and Hedrick & Leboeuf (1992) (that corresponds to the ZHL as written in (238) ) yields

—1¢—ag
¢ —a(®— a1 —ao’

Ry(¢) = (246)

7 Compared to our exact analytic expressions, there are also some rounding errors in the last 1-2 digits in ZflL, ZéqlL, Z;J2L
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which further yields

_%C - 2(i4\/;)
R31(¢)= —= — (247)
¢+ (4{;) 2= @6~ 2(4Cr)
_lc — %
2 T
R3,2(<):C3 T ﬂc2 — 3, 4’ (248)
NG 2 NG
and our approximants are
R : = ———— =1.032414; = = 2.32990; = ——— = —2.064821; 249
3,1(¢) ag 54— ) i a = ; as gy i (249)
R32(¢): _ L 0.564194; _3 _ B 1.12838i (250)
3,2 : ao—ﬁ— . [N a1—2, as = ﬁ_ . 1.

For the ay coefficient in Rg 1, both Hedrick & Leboeuf (1992) and Passot & Sulem (2007) use a3 = 2.23990 instead
of the correct a; = 2.32990. The differences are of course small. Nevertheless, the new correct value explains
the observation made by Passot & Sulem (2007), in the paragraph below their Figure 1, where they write: “It is
conspicuous that Rs o provides a fit that is slightly better for small ¢, but turns out to be globally less accurate than
Rs1.” Authors obviously noticed that something is not right, since for small ¢, the R3 has precision o(¢?) and Rj >
only o(¢), so the R3; should be more precise. And it indeed is, authors were just misguided by the wrong value of a;
introduced by Hedrick & Leboeuf (1992).



37

3.5. Precision of R(¢) approzimants

0.95
0.8+
0.74
0.6

0.5

Re R()

£ 0.4

30
31
32

L

Re R(¢)

Figure 2. 1-pole, 2-pole (top) and 3-pole (bottom) Padé approximants of R(¢). Left: ImR((), Right: ReR((), for ¢ being real.

It is useful to compare the Padé approximants to the exact R(¢) = 1+ (Z((), where the plasma dispersion function
can be conveniently calculated (for example in Maple) according to

Z(¢) =iv/me¢ (1 + erf(i()), (251)

where erf(z) = % foz e~t"dt is the well-known error function, defined for any complex z. We plot only approximants
for which we were able to obtain closures. The exact R(() is plotted as a black solid line in all the Figures. Figure 2
top shows 1-pole and 2-pole approximants R;(¢) (red dashed line) and Rz o(¢) (blue dot-dashed line). Figure 2 bottom
shows 3-pole approximants Rso(¢) (red dashed line), R31(¢) (green dotted line) and R32(¢) (blue dot-dashed line).
Figures in the left column show imaginary part and figures in the right column show real part. The input variable ¢
plotted on the x-axis is prescribed to be real, i.e. states in the weak growth-rate/damping approximation are explored
(one might as well prescribe Im({) = +0.01Re(¢) and plot essentially the same graphs, with only small differences in
solutions).

As expected, the very simple approximant R;({) is unprecise for larger values of ¢, and above ¢ > 1, the ReR1({)
even has a wrong sign. Nevertheless, the approximant is still a good approximant for small { < 1 values, and it is also
very valuable from a theoretical perspective, since it is the only approximant that provides a quasi-static closure for
the perpendicular heat flux ¢, (see the 3D geometry Section 4, closure (585)). This has one important implication :
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Re R()
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Figure 3. 4-pole (top) and 5-pole (bottom) Padé approximants of R(().

If one renders the approzimant Ry as not satisfactory (which is true unless ¢ < 1 or at least { < 1), 3D simulations
with fluid models that contain Landau damping can be only performed with time-dependent heat flur equations. All
other approximants in Figure 1 perform reasonably well, and the most precise is R3,0((), followed by R31(().

Figure 3 shows selected 4-pole and 5-pole approximants for which we were able to obtain closures. Unfortunately,
approximants Ry 4(¢) and Rs6(¢) show a bit unpleasant behavior, and the associated closures obtained with these
approximants are therefore difficult to recommend, unless the considered domain is ¢ < 1 or ¢ > 1, or more specifically,
at least ¢ < 0.5 or ¢ > 2. The behavior is not surprising, since approximants R4 4(¢) and Rs¢(¢) have the maximum
available number of poles devoted to the asymptotic expansion ¢ > 1, without being ill-posed. The closures are
therefore specifically suitable for ¢ > 1 regime, for example in the low-temperature limit, or, in the high-frequency
(actually high phase speed) limit (since { = m) For Ry 4(¢), the corresponding closures are the quasi-static closure
(326) and time-dependent closures (353), (355), (357). For Rs¢((), the corresponding closure is time-dependent (383)
and naturally, this is the most precise closure in the ¢ > 1 regime, with precision o(¢~®). Noticeably, the asymptotic
precision is even better than the Rg 3(¢) approximant used in the WHAMP code, which has a precision o(¢™°).

All other approximants in Figure 3 are very precise in the entire considered range of (. To clearly see the precision,
it is useful to calculate the maximum relative errors

Im(%&lﬂo) 100%; Re(%) 100%, (252)

which we define this way instead of for example Re(Ry, . (¢) — R(¢))/ReR((), since the real part of R(() is going
through zero. The maximum relative errors typically appear for ¢ € (0,4), even though some reported values are
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outside of this range. The R;(({) approximant is excluded from the table since its relative error of the imaginary part
increases with . We omit if errors are positive or negative and the results are:

2-pole and 3-pole approximants

Roo | R3p | R31 | 32
error Im% | 35 | 16.4 | 13.3 | 44
error Re % | 44 |14.7| 16.6 | 53
4-pole approximants
Ryo | Ray | Rap | Ras | Raa

error Im % | 6.2 | 4.66 | 4.57 | 11.6 | 49
error Re % | 5.3 | 4.3 | 5.7 | 12.3 | 51
5-pole approximants
Rso | Rs1 | RBs2 | Rs3 | Rsa | Bs5 | Rse
error Im% | 1.9 | 1.42 | 1.34 | 1.46 | 3.4 | 10.3 | 40

error Re % | 2.0 |1.26 126 | 1.81| 3.4 | 10.0| 31

6-pole approximants
Reo | R | Re2 | Re3 | Rea | Re5 | Re | Re,7 | R

) ) ) ) )

error Im % | 0.58 | 0.37 | 0.35 | 0.38 | 045 | 1.0 | 25 | 7.6 | 30

error Re % | 0.64 | 0.40 | 0.31 | 0.36 | 0.54 | 0.9 2.5 7.7 39
7-pole approximants
Rro | Re1 | Rra | Res | Rra | Res | Rrg | Rer | Res | Rro | Rro
error I'm % | 0.18 | 0.10 | 0.080 | 0.087 | 0.10 | 0.13 | 0.29 | 0.65 | 1.8 6.2 35
error Re % | 0.2 | 0.11 | 0.089 | 0.080 | 0.10 | 0.16 | 0.26 | 0.65 | 1.9 6.6 33
8-pole approximants
Rgo | Rg1 | Rgo | Rgs | Rsa | Rss | Rse | Rs7 | Rsg | Rsyo

error Im % | 0.06 | 0.03 | 0.021 | 0.018 | 0.022 | 0.028 | 0.04 | 0.08 | 0.17 | 0.43
error Re % | 0.06 | 0.03 | 0.022 | 0.020 | 0.020 | 0.027 | 0.04 | 0.07 | 0.17 | 0.46

The numbers of course do not reveal the entire story, since the maximum error can occur for different ¢ val-

2
3
Figure 4. % error of imaginary part of Rs,0(¢) (red line), and Rs,1(¢) (green line).

ues. For example, from the plots of ImR(¢) in Figure 2, the approximant R3(¢) captures the maximum (the peak
around ¢ ~ 1) with much better accuracy than the approximant Rs1(¢). However, according to the above table, the
R3.1(¢) appears to be more precise globally. The discrepancy is easily understood from Figure 4 , where % errors of
both approximants are plotted with respect to (. A similar table and figures can be created for the heavily damped
regime, for example for ¢ with the imaginary part Im(¢) = —Re({)/2, where the Padé approximants are less precise.
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3.6. Landau fluid closures - fascinating closures for all ¢

Now, let’s use various Padé approximations of the plasma response function R(({), and calculate the kinetic moments.
Let’s start with the simplest choice of replacing the exact R(¢) with approximant R1({) = 1/(1 — iy/7¢). Let’s drop
the index r. The linear kinetic moments (78)-(84) calculate

T 1 .

BQ: = re T 1 (253)
e _—W(I)Uth&gn(k” )T \FC[ } (254)
p(l) qr 2 . .
=t i \FC {2@‘ i+ 1}, (255)

1) — _ - —av/7m(|;
T = qr@l—iﬁg‘ ES fc}, (256)
¢ = —qrnofl)vth&gn(k”) \/_C {QCS —iyVm(® - } (257)
M, ’;0 vghq) \FC [444 — 20T+ 2¢% — 3i/TC + 3] ; (258)
no 1

A e T

We are looking for a closure, and we want to express either ¢(*) or 7!) | as a linear combination of lower order moments.
To immediately see possible closures, it is always useful to pull out the denominator of the Padé approximant out (as
done above), and concentrate only at the expressions inside the big brackets. Also, similarly to the closures explored
for small ¢, it is useful to forget the n(*), p(1) and ) moments, and just concentrate at the u(¥), TM ¢ and 71
moments. Nevertheless, we will keep the n(") moment, since it helps us to understand the expressions and to somehow
“maintain the touch with reality”.

By exploring the expressions inside of the brackets, it is obvious that it is impossible to express ¢V or 7V as a
linear combination of lower order moments that eliminate ¢ dependence. Moreover, for large ¢, the moments ¢(t) ~ ¢2
and 71 ~ ¢3, which does not make physical sense, since these quantities should converge to zero with increasing
¢, as explored in the ¢ > 1 limit, see egs. (138)-(144). The R;(¢) approximant therefore does not yield a closure.
The same conclusion is obtained by using the R ¢(¢) approximant, where no closure for ¢ or 7 is possible. We
note that the approximant Rs 1(¢), that was eliminated because it is not a good approximant of R(¢) yields a closure
g = —2pou?, which is equivalent to the closure (107), that was obtained for small ¢ with the precision o(¢). This
closure is therefore disregarded.

Let’s try the 3-pole Padé approximants. The moments with Rs1(¢) approximant are proportional to

Raa(©): nl~— %<—21‘2+2i47fé3 1+ %(w—é&)(}; (260)
)~ oo 21-2 TR _\%(ﬂ —4)¢ + C}; (261)
T I=C = 21‘2 + 2523 :_ iﬁq; (262)
q(l)ml—%<—2z‘2+2i4ﬁg3 :—ﬁ(?ﬂr—fﬂ)é‘?—%}; (263)
PO~ Egs 222 T2 :— %(?ﬂ -8)¢° —4¢ + 32'\/%(}, (264)

where we have suppressed writing all the multiplicative factors including the minus signs (it does not mean that
these were neglected, full expressions are considered, we are just not writing down the full expressions, which helps in
spotting the possible closures). There is a possibility to express ¢V through the combination of the lower moments
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TM and u™. The full expressions of these moments are

41 -
Ry D=(1-—2¢-2+ 22T ¢*); (265)
VT VT
1
u =~ L duusign(hy) 5 [7< — )¢+ ¢; (266)
T(l):—qwﬁﬁ[— iﬁ(}; (267)
. 1 i
g = —qrnofl)vth&gn(kﬂ)ﬁ [ — ﬁ(?nr —8)¢2 — 24 , (268)
where we have used a convenient notation D for the denominator of the plasma response function, and the closure is
3m—8
R31(Q) : g = 47T noT@u) — i4ﬁ nOUthSign(kl\)T(l)u (269)
-7 -7

which is equivalent to the (118) closure (which was obtained for small ¢ with the precision 0(¢?)). Continuing with
the next approximant R32((¢), the moments calculate

Rya(Q): D=(1- 3iﬁ< =2+ i/ (270)
2 N% 1 i } (271)
e N% Z\ng +¢]: (272)
7 N% [~ ivc]; (273)
e N% [~ 2); (274)
F0 o [ - a¢? 4 3iviac]. (275)

It is possible to express 1) ¢! through T(M: 2) 7 through the combination of u(*) and ¢™; 3) 7V through the
combination of (") and T(). The first choice yields a closure

.2 .
R3o(¢): ¢ = —i—=novmsign(k))TV, (276)
N

that is equivalent to the (106) closure obtained for small ¢ with the precision o(¢). This is indeed the famous simplest
possible Landau fluid closure that expresses the collisionless heat flux with respect to temperature, and it equivalent
to eq. (7) of Hammett & Perkins (1990). ® The closure is written here in Fourier space. The important part is the
isign(k)) that typically written as ikj/|ky[, and that in Real space rewrites as a Hilbert transform, which we will
address later. The R32(¢) was obtained with o({) power series expansion, and o(1/ ¢*) asymptotic series expansion.
How good is this closure ? By exploring expressions (270)-(274), the quantities n(*), v, T() have all correct
asymptotic expansion for large ¢ (including the proportionality constants), however, the heat flux decreases only as
g ~ 1/¢? instead of the correct ~ 1/¢3, see eq. (142). For large ¢, the heat flux is therefore overestimated by
this simple closure, which typically leads to an overestimation of the Landau damping in fluid models that use this
simplest closure. Nevertheless, the closure is very beneficial because it clarifies the distinction between the collisional
and collisionless heat flux.
The other two possible closures with Rs 2(¢) are

4 . (3T +38 .
Rap(Q): 7= ——ﬁvthnoT(O)SIgn(/ﬁ”)u(l) - 7/(47\/7_T)Uth51gn(k”)q(l); (277)
"
#) — ——\/ZEUthnoT(O)Sign(k”)u(l) _ W”g}]nojﬂl), (278)

8 With their later found constant x1 = 2/+/7, and remembering that their thermal speeds are defined as vy, = /T(9) /m, whereas ours

are vy = 1/270) /m.
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and one can go from (277) to (278) by using (276). Obviously, it would be also possible to construct a closure

7 = a,u® + ayq) + arTM, where o, = —%’UthnOT(O)Sign(kH), and where o, and ar are related by satisfying
2n0vthsign(k”)aq +i/mar = wfhno 32”+8 i.e. one could consider a closure with a free parameter, which we will not

consider. Additionally, all constructed closures should be checked with respect to obtained dispersion relations, and
closures (277), (278) will be later disregarded as not well behaved (see the discussion below eq. (300), (439) and (456)).
For R4 2((), the kinetic moments calculate

e I
n<1>N%:((53 ))<2+ \F(( )><+1] (280)
u<1>~%_<(53” )><3+M<( >)<2+<} (281)
T<1>~%_ g” ))C ~ivac]; (282)
TEINES z‘ﬁ((?;—__;)& -] (283)
ﬂ1>~%:—iﬁ2giizf)g3— 2((231: ))C2+32\/—C (284)

The only possibility is to express 7! through a combination of u(!), T() and ¢(*), and the solution is

(217 —64) ,
2(16 — 57)

(97 — 28)

e

. 10 — 37 .
Ry 2(C) : 7 = —z\/E( )vths1gn(k”)q(l) +

(16 — 5m) venT Ongsign(ky)u'?,

(285)
which is equivalent to the closure (122), that was obtained for small ¢ with precision o(¢?). Obviously such a closure
is precise for small values of ¢, however for large values of ¢, the asymptotic behavior of ¢ ~ ¢=2 and 7V ~ ¢~ 1,
instead of the correct (73,(~* profiles (see eqs. (142), (144)), and these quantities will be therefore overestimated.
Nevertheless, the solution is interesting and we are not aware of it being reporting in any literature.

Continuing with Ry 3(¢), the kinetic moments calculate

Ris@: D=(1-i2Tc Ty mea ) BT28) ), (250)
n<1>~% :(S_T?”T)g? —igu 1; (287)
w0~ LB Vi ], (288)
e N% :_ 24; (290)
0 % :(9%_32)@2 +3iv/7c. (291)

It is possible to express 7! through the combination of ¢(*) and T and the result is

(32-9m) ,

(82 —97) M,
2(37 — 8) vinoT (292)

R4 3(¢) : rt) = _i(gii\/_%&vthﬁgn(kll)q(l) +

which is equivalent to the closure (114), that was obtained for small { with the precision 0(¢?). The heat flux has
a correct asymptotic behavior ¢(*) ~ ¢=3 (even though with incorrect proportionality constant), and the quantity
71 ~ (=2 instead of the correct ~ ¢~*. The closure was first reported by Hammett & Perkins (1990), and is
equivalent to the (non-numbered) expression between their eq. (10) and (11).

Continuing with R4 4(¢) approximant, the kinetic moments are (let’s stop writing down n(") from now on since we
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know we can get it from u(1))

Ria©: D= (1= g 1ivac + 3¢ (209)
C U B - B~ :
V| =560 - vt +¢); (204)
PN BT Ry~
7O~ 5| = 3¢ - ivac; (295)
q<1>N%__2<}; (296)
#0 < [3iv/c]. (207)

It is possible to express 7 through ¢(*) and the closure is

3 .
R4,4(C) : 7 = —11 wvths1gn(k|\)q(1). (298)

The result is equivalent to the (110) closure, that obtained for small ¢ with precision o(¢). This very simple closure has
only precision o(¢), however, it does have the correct asymptotic behavior of the heat flux ¢ ~ —3/(2¢%) (including
the proportionality constant), and 71) ~ (2 that is closer to the correct (~* than the previous closure.
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3.7. Table of moments (), Ty, qy, 7)) for various Padé approximants

To clearly see possibilities of a closure, it is useful to create the following summarizing table, that is self-explanatory
after reading the previous section, i.e. all the proportionality constants (including the minus signs) are suppressed.

Even though the table here is created for 1D geometry, we will see that exactly the same table is constructed for 3D

geometry, where all the quantities are given a “parallel” sub-index, i.e. u) — ul(ll)’ 7O - Tll(l)’ ¢ — qﬁl) and

7 - ?ﬁ) The table is therefore useful to spot all the possible closures that can be constructed in 1D geometry

(1) (h)

for quantities ¢V, 71, as well as in 3D geometry for quantities q and e The approximants Ry 1, R4.5, 6,9 and

Rg 13 are marked with an asterisk “*”. These approximants are not well-behaved (because the Landau residue is not
accounted for) and are provided only for completeness, these approximants should be disregarded.

1-pole and 2-pole approximants
Iy Roo | R3;
e ¢ ¢
T | ¢ ¢
R N CNCNG INEN ¢
¢t L] ¢

3-pole approximants
R30 R31 | R3o
R ENGNG ¢ | ¢3¢
T | 3¢ ¢ ¢
NN CN G I ¢
el KSR K554 ISR
4-pole approximants
Ry Ryq Ry Ry Rya | Ris
N NN RSN SN IS NN G FSN SN NN EN S KNG
T | 3,¢3¢| ¢3¢ ¢ ¢ G¢ | ¢
A SR NN G BN ¢ ¢
D¢ 3] ¢ ¢

5-pole approximants
Rs Rs 1 Rs o Rs5 3 Rs 4 Rs 5 Rs 6

MON NI G e P I PRl IV P ol I PR ol BN G R,

A NG F SN SN NS N SN NN G RSN N FENGNE
Cl ¢t | 3] GiC ¢?.¢ %< %<

SRS SR RS S ST IS ¢ ¢

6-pole approximants

Re o Re 1 Re 2 Re 3 Re 4 Re 5 Re 6 Re 7 Re g Rg o
ORI NC I NI el e Tl N Rl NG R  al NC al e R l N G Rl NN e
AON NI NIl Ne el e PR el Na It e PRIl NG RRITl Na PRIVl N PR el BN e N
qM | OO BB B | B B B ¢3¢
Y IS I ISR s E S RS St S ¢

It is obvious by now that any higher-order Padé approximants will not help to achieve a closure. Or is it 7 One
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might still hope for “a miracle” thinking that perhaps the 7-pole and 8-pole approximants with the maximum-possible
number of poles devoted to the asymptotic series - the R7 19 and Rgi2 - might yield a closure. However, this is
unfortunately not the case, and the table for 7-pole and 8-pole approximants reads

R7o Rzv |-+ | Rrao Rso Rgq1 |- | Rgai2 RS 13
uM [ B¢ 8¢ || ¢ T T ¢ | (7,00, ¢
TM | ¢6...¢|¢®---¢ || T8 6| ¢5,¢4,¢?
N AT N Py o[ ¢ (T S RGN eNe
OB T G| ¢V B ¢ ¢ ¢t ¢

By observing the entire table, there are 7 possible quasi-static closures (that were already addressed):

R371 : q(l) éauu(l) + OéTT(l);

Rss: ¢ Zarr®; 7 L Tag; 1) X a7

Ris: 7V Za,u® 4+ arT® + ayqW;
Ry3: ) L arT® + ozqq(l);

Ryy: D L ozqq(l). (299)
There are also 13 time-dependent closures (that are addressed in the next section):
Rsz: CqW + gV Lau®; (W Z e T a7,
Ris: (g + aqq(l) L ogu® + arTW;
Ris: (¢ + oeqq(l) éaTT(l); ¢V 4 o, 71 ~au + aqq(l); GRET RN T + ozqq(l);
Ria: CqV + agq® LarT®; G O AP, (O D X Foga;

Ros: 4o Lanu® +arT® + ayq®;
R5)4 : C?A“‘(l) —+ Oér;"(l) éO(TT(l) =+ aqq(l);
R5)5 : C?A“‘(l) + OéTF(l) éOéqq(l)

Rsg: P+ a7 LayqW, (300)

)

New closures should be always checked. Later on, we will consider propagation of the ion-acoustic mode, satisfying
kinetic dispersion relation (423). We believe that a good “reliable” closure of a fluid model obtained with R, ()
approximant, should yield a fluid dispersion relation that is equivalent to (423), after R(¢) is replaced with Ry, /()
(equivalent to the numerator of (423) once both terms are written with the common denominator). Closures that
satisfy this requirement are marked with “v"” in the above table. Closures that do not satisfy this requirement were
eliminated, and can be further split to two categories. Both eliminated categories actually appear to describe the ion-
acoustic mode with the same accuracy as a corresponding “reliable” closure satisfying (423), however, the difference is
in the higher-order modes. The first category of eliminated closures, marked with “x”, produces higher-order modes
with positive growth rate, and these closures can not be used for numerical simulations. The second category, marked
with “!”, produces higher-order modes that are damped, and these closures can still be useful. However, there is no
guarantee that these closures will behave well in different circumstances (for example when used in 3D geometry) and
these closures were therefore eliminated.
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3.8. Going back from Fourier space to Real space - the Hilbert transform

The quasi-static Landau fluid closures explored in the previous section, were constructed in Fourier space. For
direct numerical simulations that can use Fourier transforms (that are usually restricted to periodic boundaries), or
for solving dispersion relations w(k), this is the easiest and natural way how to implement these closures. Nevertheless,
it is very beneficial to see how these advanced fluid closures translate to Real space.

Provided all equations are linear (and homogeneous), transformation between Real and Fourier space is usually very
easy and so far we just needed

o A
% —iw; V — ik; f(z,t) = f(k,w), (301)
where we did not even bother to write the hat symbol on the quantities in Fourier space, since it was obvious and not

necessary.

With equations encountered in simple fluid models, transformation back to Real space is easy and one can usually
just flip the direction of the arrow in relations (301). However, the constructed Landau fluid closures contain an
unusual operator isign(kj) = ik /|k|. How does this operator transforms to Real space ? Considering just spatial 1D
transformation between coordinates z <+ k||, a general function Fourier transforms according to

f(z)= % /jo fllp)e™izdky = F~1f(ky); (302)

fn)= [ T e = Fi(2), (303)

where the first equation is the inverse/backward Fourier transform and the second equation is the forward Fourier
transform. As usual, we often do not bother to write the hat symbols on quantities in Fourier space. The location of the
normalization factor 1/(27) is an ad-hoc choice, but one has to be consistent, especially when calculating convolutions.
As a first step, we need to calculate F~! of a function sign(k) ). However, if such an integral is calculated directly, one
will find out that the result is not clearly defined.

It is beneficial to use a small trick, where instead of a function sign(k ), one considers function sign(k)e , where
« is some small positive constant a > 0. And after the calculation, one performs the limit @« — 0. The considered
function is

70‘|kH|

ak . .
sign(ky )e 11| = —eT Ry <0 (304)
+e My k>0,
and the integral calculates
00 0 00
/ sign(ky e File™i=dg :/ (—L)etokiet=dey + / (+1)e”Fieidk,
—0o0 —o00 0
0 oo
— _/ e(+a+iz)k” dk” +/ e(—a-‘riz)k” dk”
—0o0 0
___ 1 ratia ’0 L carink |
(a+iz) kj=—cc (—a+1iz) k=0
1 1 —(a—iz)+ (a+1iz) 2iz
(a+iz) (—a+iz) (a+iz2)(a—iz) a? 4+ 22
further yielding
1 [ - z
—1 1 —alk -3 —alk)| ik z

F [z&gn(kn)e | ”I] =5 /_OO isign(k )e kil g2k dky = TreE i) (306)

By taking the limit a — 0,
1 [ ; 1
F [isign(hy)] = o / isign(ky )e™1*dly = ——. (307)
2 J_ mZ

In Landau fluid closures, the operator isign(k) acts on a variable f (kj), and to transform this to Real space, we
need to use a convolution theorem for Fourier transforms. To make sure that we get the normalization factors right,
let’s calculate it in detail. The convolution between two real functions is defined as

1G9 = [ T fe - e (308)
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For brevity, let’s temporarily suppress the parallel subscript on kj and use only k. By decomposing the function f(z—2")
to waves (using the inverse Fourier transform), f(z—2') = 5~ f f (ky)e e*=2") dk splitting the e*(z=2") = gikzg—ikz"

and changing the order of integrals

/ fz—2")g(z")dz' —/OO [% /_OO f(k)eik(z—zl)dk}g(z’)dz’ = % b {/OO g(z')e_ikz/dz'}f(k)eikzdk

— 00 — 00

=g(k)
= iﬂ /_OO fk)g(k)e™=dk = F1[f(k)g(k)]. (309)
For normalizations (302), (303), the required convolution theorem therefore reads
FHfOatky)] = [F71F )]« [F (k)] = £(2)  9(2), (310)

and of course, f(2) * g(z) = g(2) * f(2). Now it is straightforward to calculate how the isign(kﬂ)f(k”) transforms to
Real space

F [isign(ky) f(ky)] = [F~ isign(k”)}*[rlf(k”)]:_%* f(2) (311)

The convolution of % with a function f(z) is a famous transformation, called the Hilbert transform. According to the
definition (30%), the convolution 1 x f(z) should be defined as [, - f(z’)dz’. However, because of the singularity

2 12, , such an integral will likely not exist, and the convolution mtegral is defined with a principal value. The definition
of the Hilbert transform “H” that is acting on a function f(z) reads

1 1 = ED G

H = — =-V.P. —=dz 312
fe)=— e =ve [ 1 (312)
The use of the Hilbert transform allows a very elegant notation, how the isign(kj) f (k) transforms to Real space, it
is according to

Performing a lot of calculations, we like shortcuts, and the quantity isign(k)) can be viewed as an operator, that is
acting on many possible f (k) variables, such as the velocity u, the heat flux ¢V, etc. (see the Landau fluid closures).
Therefore, in addition to the usual shortcuts (301), we can write an elegant shortcut for the operator isign(k), that
is very useful for advanced fluid models when transforming from Fourier to Real space, and that reads

isign(k)) — —H. (314)

Le., the operator isign(k ) in Fourier space, is the negative Hilbert transform operator in Real space. Curiously, doesn’t

the Hilbert transform integral [ Z (_zz,,)

dz’ reminds us something ? What about, if we prescribe the quantity f(z’)
to be a Maxwellian f(z) = e=*" 7 Oh yes, this is the dreadful Landau integral ! This is how the plasma dispersion
function was essentially defined. This is indeed the reason, why the paper by Fried and Conte 1961, that is well-known
for tabulating the properties of the plasma dispersion function, has a full title: “The Plasma Dispersion Function.
The Hilbert Transform of the Gaussian.”

Now we are ready to reformulate the Landau fluid closures in Real space. Purely for convenience, often in modern
Landau fluid papers another operator H is defined that is equivalent to the negative Hilbert transform, and that

absorbs the minus sign, i.e.
s

This “H” operator is therefore defined as

Hf(2) = ——  f(z) =~ V.P, I %V.P- /°° 1E) gy

! !

Tz 0 oo B — 2 o 2 — 2
1 oo o
———V.P./ L,Z)dz’, (316)
0 o z

and allows us to write

F [isign(ky) f (k)] = Hf(2), (317)
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or in the operator shortcut

isign(ky) — H. (318)

This new definition is of course not necessary. However, it is often used in Landau fluid papers, and there is indeed
some logic behind it. First of all, we do not have to remember another minus sign, and we will make less typos,
perhaps. Second, the definition is consistent with another “spatial” operator Fourier shortcut ik — 0.. Third the
Landau integral and the plasma dispersion function were defined with integrals f fa) ) da: and not as f J@) d:z: and
the H operator therefore can feel more natural than H. Whatever the choice, we now talked about it detall and all
possible confusion between H and H should be clarified. We will use the H operator henceforth.

3.9. Quasi-static closures in Real space

With our new shortcut (318) as discussed above, the transformation of closures from Fourier space to Real
space is very easy. For example, the heat flux closure obtained for Rs2(¢) that in Fourier space reads ¢V =
—i%novthsign(kH)T(l), is transferred to Real space as

R32(¢):  ¢M(z) = —%novthHT(”(z). (319)

Again, the H operator shows its slight advantage over H operator, because it is easy to remember that for the usual
collisional heat flur ¢ ~ —0,T, whereas for the collisionless heat fluz ¢ ~ —HT.

Let’s rewrite the Hilbert transform a bit further, so that we can clearly see what this distinction means physically.
Rewriting the principal value

1 oo ! —€ _
Hf(z) = ——V.P./ L,Z)dz’ =~ lim / Fe=2) (320)
™ — z ™ e—>+0
using the substitution 2z’ = —y in the first integral (so that dz’ = —dy and —oo — 00, —€¢ — ¢€),
Hf() = -1 tim / f‘”y / fz_z ’}, (321)
T e—=+0
and renaming back y — z’, the H operator reads
1 o0 !/
()= —= lim [—f(”z)d iC ,Z>d4
T e—=+0
o
=— lim / U f(z & )dz'. (322)
T e——+0

Instead of remembering the limit, it is more elegant to write the final result as V. P. fooo. In the simplest closure (319),
the collisionless heat flux is therefore expressed with respect to the temperature as

2 ©TW(z 42— TW(z -2
R35(¢): qW(z) = __gnovthV-P-/ ( ) - ( )dz’, (323)
0

T2

which is equivalent to the eq. (8) of Hammett & Perkins (1990). Writing the Hilbert transform and the collisionless
heat flux in this form is very useful, because it reveals what the Hilbert transform of the temperature means physically.
The equation says that to obtain the heat flux in Real space, one has to calculate integrals - and sum the differences
between temperatures according to (323) - along the entire considered coordinate z. Here we calculated the expressions
in the linear setting/approximation, and in reality, the integrals (323) should be performed along the magnetic field
lines.

What is perhaps the most non-intuitive and most surprising about the expression (323), that the expression is
telling us that the entire temperature profile along a magnetic field line is important, since it will be encountered
in the integral (323). Therefore, the collisionless heat flux ¢(z) at some spatial point z, depends on the temperature
difference between that point, and the temperature along the entire magnetic field line. This effect is summarized with
an appropriate word of non-locality of the collisionless heat flux, since it is in strong contrast with the usual collisional
heat flux, that depends only at the local gradient of the temperature at that point. For time-evolving systems, this
effect is also directly associated with the “isotropization” of temperature along the magnetic field lines. Physically,
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the effect of non-locality in collisionless plasma is caused by particles that can freely stream along the magnetic field
lines. Locality in collisional transport is caused by collisions, which introduces a mean free path.

To rewrite the other quasi-static closures that were explored in the previous section to the Real space is trivial, and
for example the quasi-static closure (292) of Hammett and Perkins 1990 obtained with Ry 3(¢) reads

2y'm
(3 —38)

(32 — 97)

ml}?hnoT(l)(Z). (324)

Ry3(C) : 7 (2) = - vinHg™M (2) +

The closure (285) obtained with 4-pole approximant R4 2(() is rewritten to Real space as

Ris(C): #0(z) = _Mvtth<l>(z) L @lr—64) o noTM (2) + M%J(mno%u(l)w

(16 — 57) 2(16 — 57) b (16 — 57)
(325)
the closure (298) obtained with R4 4(¢) is rewritten as
3
Ria(Q): 7V (2) = = v/munHe (2), (326)
and the closure (269) obtained with Rs1({) reads
3m—8
Rs1(C) : ¢ = wnoT(O)u(l) _ VT novin HT™. (327)
’ (4—m) (4-m)
The closures (277), (278) obtained with Rs 2({) read
4 (3w +8)
. FO = 0) gy, (D _ 20 T2 .
R32(C) : T ﬁvthnoT Hu W venHg s (328)
4 3 8
Rs2(C) : 7 = —TvthnoT(O)Hu(l) - %UfhnoT(l), (329)
T 7T

however, these closures are not “reliable” and will be eliminated, see the discussion below eq. (300), (439) and (456).
To summarize, we obtained altogether 7 quasi-static closures. Additionally, one closure was disregarded since it was
obtained with approximant Rs 1(¢) that is not a well-behaved approximant.
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3.10. Time-dependent (dynamic) closures

In addition to the “quasi-static” closures explored above (sometimes called simply “static”), it is possible to construct
a different class of closures that we can call “time-dependent” closures, or “dynamic” closures. For example, for the
approximant Ry 3(¢), the temperature T7(!) and the heat flux ¢*) read

®r8—37 ,
Riz(¢): TW= _qTB[ 2 ¢ - “/EC}; (330)
@ .
¢ = —qTEnovths,lgn(kH) [ — 24 , (331)
where D is the denominator of Ry 3(¢) defined in (286). Calculating the ratio
TM 1 3r—8 i
b L [Iro8 T (332)
g novpsign(k)) L 4 2
using the definition { = \kuﬁ and multiplying by |k|ven and novinsign(k ), allows us to formulate a closure
3m—38 AT
Ra3(Q) { Vi + lgvtﬂknﬂq(l) = novfthT(l), (333)
that is further rewritten as
, 2w dngvd,
Rig(©): [ —iw+ vkl ¢ = -2 iy 7). 334
43(C) Wt gy ikl g Br—g) M (334)
To go back to Real space, we need a recipe for the inverse Fourier transform of operator ||, that acts on a general
quantity f(kH). The transform calculates easily by using |kj| = —(ik))isign(k)) and writing
—1 £ 1 > . : £ ik z 21 < . £ ik z
F {|k|‘|f(k”):| = (—1)(Zk||)251gn(k”)f(k”)e I dk” = 7= ZSlgn(k}H)f(kH)e I dk”
21 J_ o 0221 J_o
0 __4T.. ; 0
= — - F ! isign(hy)f (k)| = =M (2), (335)
that allows us to write a useful shortcut
0
k A, 336
Kyl = =5 H (336)
The closure (334) therefore transforms to Real space as
0 2 0 dngv3, 0
ivth_’ﬂ ¢W(z) = _ﬂ_T(l)(z)7 (337)

ot (3r—8) "0z (31 —8) 0z

and represents the time-dependent evolution equation for the heat flux. The last step in these type of Landau fluid
closures is to recover Galilean invariance, that is achieved by substituting 9/0¢ with the convective derivative d/dt,
and the final closure reads

d 0 dngv3, 0
Ra3(Q) [E - %Utha}[}q(l)@) = _%&T(l)(@' (338)

To easily compare this expression with the existing literature, a small rearrangement yields

d VT 0
{E + 74(1 — %)Uth—rﬂ}q(l)(z) =

0z
The expression is equal for example to equation (57) in Passot & Sulem (2003) for the parallel heat flux ¢ (where in
that paper vy, = /T /m is used, whereas ours here is vy, = /27 /m).

The time-dependent closure (338) was obtained with the approximant R4 3(¢). Interestingly, if the derivative d/dt
is neglected, the closure is equivalent to the quasi-static closure (319) obtained with Rs 2(¢) (which can be easily seen
in Fourier space, or by using HH = —1). Also, it is useful to compare the time-dependent (338) with the quasi-static
closure (3241), that was obtained for the same approximant Ry 3(¢). To compare these closures, we need to use a
time-dependent heat flux equation where the closure for 7 will be applied. In Part 1 of this guide, we derived nonlinear

novh, 0

S0 = 3_77)82T<1>(z). (339)
8
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“fluid” equation for the parallel heat flux ¢ (see Part 1, Section “Collisionless damping in fluid models - Landau fluid
models”). Quickly rewriting it in the 1D parallel geometry that we use here yields (dropping the parallel subscript)
9q

S T 0:(qu) + 0.7 + 3p0 (%) 1 3¢0u =0, (340)

where for brevity 9/9z = 9,. The equation can be of course obtained by direct integration of the 1D Vlasov equation
of /0t + vd.f + (q-/m,)EDf/Ov = 0, as done by Hammett & Perkins (1990), and prescribing Maxwellian by r =
3p?/p + 7. The equation is nonlinear and to compare closures that were done at the linear level, we need to linearize
the heat flux equation. This eliminates the 2nd and the last term, the 4rd term is linearized as 3(po/m)d.T™"), and
since po/m = ngv3, /2, the linearized equation reads

g™

3
=+ 0.7 + Znew3 0, 7Y = 0. 341
ot g VTth

This is just a 1D linear heat flux equation, where no closure was imposed yet. The quantities ¢V, 7, T() were not
calculated from kinetic theory by using approximants to R((), etc. The equation was obtained by a general “fluid
approach”, that we heavily used before we started to consider kinetic calculations (perturbations around Maxwellian
are assumed here because of the prescribed r). The equation (341) greatly clarifies relations between the quasi-static
and time-dependent Landau fluid closures. For example, by using the quasi-static closure (324) in the heat flux
equation (341), the time-dependent closure (337) is immediately recovered.

Often, time-dependent closures can not be straightforwardly constructed by a simple division of two moments as
done above. It is useful to learn a new technique that will allow us to see and construct possible closures in a quicker
way. Let’s explore the closure (334). It is apparent that whenever we attempt to use 9/9t of some moment (in this
case OgM) /0t), it is logical to also use the same moment without the time derivative (¢")) in the construction of the
considered closure, i.e., in this case we search for a closure

Ra;3(C) (¢ + ag)q™ = arTW, (342)

where ag, a7 need to be determined. By using expressions for ¢V, T the above closure is separated to 2 equations
for ¢ and ¢? that must be satisfied independently if the closure is valid for all ¢, and solving these 2 equations yields

. 2ﬁ 4TLO’Uth .
=i g 0T Grogenth) (343)
The closure therefore reads
. 2\/% 4novth .
R : _SVE g = k)T™ 344
1,3(¢) C+i Gr—9))¢ Br = S)Slgn( nT, (344)

and is of course equivalent to (334).
We are now ready to construct all other possible time-dependent closures. Still considering R4 3(¢) approximant,
another possible closure is
Ris(Q):  (¢+an)f =auul +agq®, (345)

which when separated into 3 equations for ¢, ¢? and ¢? that must be each satisfied yields

i16+/T , _ (32-9m) (8172 — 5527 + 1024)
(32— 9m)Br—8) 7 Br-_g) 2(32 — 97)(3m — 8)

the closure reads

Ry 3(C) : {—iw—l—

vthnoT(O)sign(k”); g =

oy =

vthsign(kzn ), (346)

16,/7 s (32=9m) (8172 — 5527 + 1024)
32— om@r—g ek @T T (B3r—8) 2(32 — 97) (37 — 8)

d 16 32-9 8172 — 55271 + 1024
[ — VT vthazH}%ﬂ) = —( ) vfhnoT(O)azu(l) — (81 il )Ufhazq(l),

vfhnoT(O)ik”u(l) — vfhik”q(l);

dt (32— 9m) (37 —8) (3 —8) 2(32 — 97) (37 — 8)
(347)
and this closure will be eliminated.
Another closure with Ry 3({) can be constructed as
R4 3(¢) : ¢ = a,u® + arTW + ayq®; (348)

(32 — 97) . , N (2772 — 1607 + 256)
O = g gy v T signlh)s - ar =i i 0= -

vthsign(kzn),
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so the closure reads

. (32 - 97) , N (2772 — 1607 + 256) . |
Ris(Q): —iwitt = “Gros) v noT Vikyu® — Br—3) vinolky | TM + 23— 8)? vk
d (32— 97) 8T | (277 — 1607 + 256)
22 T2 0 70)g 4,1 o, HT! 2 5 41
T R e s 2Br—sp o
(349)

and this closure will be eliminated as well. The time-dependent closures (348) and (345) are of course closely related,
and one can go from one to another by using the quasi-static closure (324) that expresses 71 as a combination of 7'()
and ¢,

Continuing with R4 2({) approximant, it is possible to construct the following closure

Ry2(C) : (+a« q(l) = aTT(l) + auu(l); 350
, q

. ~10—37 . m—8 ) 9 — 28
g = Zﬁm; ar = novthslgn(k”)m; Oy = ZTLOT(O)\/E16 “Ea
that implies
10 — 37 3m—38
[ w + \/_ 'Uth|k|| |} novth ﬁlkHT(l) + nOT Uth\/_16 5 | H|
d 10 — 37 3m—8
Ry2(Q) : [E - \/—16 - V0 H} novfhﬂa T — T )'Uth\/_16 5r 6 Hul (351)

and the result is consistent with using the quasi-static closure (325) in the linearized heat flux equation (341).
Continuing with R4 4((), it is possible to construct

Ria(Q):  (C+ag)q™ =arTW; (352)
3T 3 .

g =1 \/_; ar = -novgsign(ky),

4 2
and the closure reads
[— iw + 3\/;vch|/€|||]q(l) = _gHOUtthkHT(l);
d 3 3
R44(0) [E - \/_Utha ’H} = —EnovfhazT(l). (353)

The obtained closure is related to the quasi-static closure (326), since by using the quasi-static closure (326) in the
linear heat flux equation (341), the time-dependent closure (353) is recovered.
Another closure with Ryq 4(¢) is

Ria(Q):  (C+an)™ =arTW; (354)
3 9

ar =125 ap = —i2YT02 g
4 8
3 9

[—iw—i— ﬁvthm”l}%{l) = — ﬁvs’hn0|/€”|T(l)
d 3

Rya(C) : {E \i—vtha 7—4 \/_U?thBZ’HT(l). (355)
And yet another closure with Ry 4(()

Ria(Q): ¢ = apTW 4+ a,qW; (356)
97 97 .

or = —ZT\/—Ufhno; g = —1—61)th51gn(k”);

. 9y/m 97 o .
—iwr) = — U?hn0|k” |T(1) + Evfhzk”q(l);

d 9 9
a?ﬂ) \/_vfhn()aZHT(l) + Tgvfhazq“). (357)
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The closure (357) is related to the closure (355), because one can use the quasi-static closure (326) to express 71

through ¢!, however, the closure (357) will be eliminated.

The R4 5(¢) was eliminated because it is not a well-behaved approximant (see discussion above), nevertheless, for

completeness the following closure can be constructed
3 .
Ris(Q): ¢ =arTW;  ar = Snovasign(ky);

3
Eq(l) = —§novt2hazT(1).
With Rs32((), the following time-dependent closure can be constructed

R32(¢) : (C+ag)q™ = ayu;

2 =M O

N VA

2 4
[ —iw+ ﬁmhm”@q(l) = == T Oy

3
—iwg® = —inovfhik”T(l);

Oéq:

R32(¢) : [d 2

at - Jmh

4
—_ 6ZH:| q(l) = +ﬁnOT(O)’UthazHu(l)7

and similarly, yet another one

4
ly = —ﬁnoT(O); or = —;novthSign(kll)?

4 4
—iwq(l) = ——nOT(O)vth|k” |U(1) + —novfhikHT(l);
™

N

d 4 4
Eq(l) = +ﬁnOT(O)Uthaleu(l) + ;novfhﬁzT(l),

however, the last closure will be eliminated.

(358)

(359)

(360)

(361)

(362)
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3.11. Time-dependent closures with 5-pole approximants

Now we can use this technique to construct time-dependent closures with 5-pole approximants of R((). Starting
with the R5 4({) approximant

14 a1¢ + asl? + asl®

R = , 363
5’4(<) 1 + 3(@1 + ag)C + (3&2 — 2)(2 + (30,3 — 2&1)(3 — 2&2(4 — 2&3(5 ( )
where the constants a1, as, as are given in the Appendix (A8), the kinetic moments calculate
Rsa(): D= (143(ar +as)C + (3a — 2)¢* + (33 — 201)¢* — 20¢" — 205 ); (364)
qr . 1
D = —m@vthmgn(kﬂ)ﬁ [a3C4 +asC3 4+ a1+ Q} : (365)
1
T(l) = _qT(I)B [2&3(3 + ZCLQCQ + (2&1 + 3&3)<:| ) (366)
) 1
¢ = —g.no®uasign(k) [3a3C2 - 2(} , (367)
n 1
= =g D0 { — (6as + 4)C% — (6a1 + 9a3)<} . (368)
It is possible to construct time-dependent closure for 71), by searching for a solution
(€ + o)V = arTW + a,qW. (369)
Separating the equation to 3 equations for ¢, (2, (3, the solution is
az 9 3a2+2_ . 2a1 + 3asg
oy = a—37 ar = —TLQ’UthTaB7 Qg = —’UthSlgn(k”)T, (370)
that evaluates as
217 — 64 5 256 —81m 32— 97
=f—; =1 _ = ign(ky)=———. 371
O =i agy) 0T = MoV —ogy = @ = vasien(ky) 50 (871)
The Rs 4(C) closure therefore reads
217 — 64 256 — 817 32 — 97
—1 ———— vk }Aﬂ): 3 k[T — v ———— ik g™V 372
{ Wt o sy kIl |7 = movih e = Rl Yo or —28) I (872)
and transformation to Real space yields
d 21m — 64 256 — 817 32— 9
R : {——7 0, }A{l):— 3 HHTW — 02— _§.qW 373
54(0) & Jror —28) moH]T MO0V 3o —a8) o O Yth5 gy — 28) %! (373)

The closure is interesting, since the R 4(¢) is a very precise o(¢?), 0(1/¢®) approximant, and it is therefore only one of
two closures that have precision o(¢3). For large (, the moments have correct asymptotic behavior up to the heat flux
¢ ~ —3/(2¢%) (including the proportionality constant) and the 7(*) ~ 1/¢3, which is not bad either. Additionally,
the closure does not contain u(!), which is advantageous.

Constructing a closure with Rs 5(¢) is done quickly, by using as = —2/3 in the kinetic moments for Rs 4(¢), so
R55(C) : D= (1 +3(a1 +az)¢ — 4¢* + (3az — 2a1)¢% + %& - 2a3§5); (374)
gV = _anO(bvthsign(k”)% {i(:;z;\/;gﬂe - 2C} ; (375)
P =g, 23,0 [3iviac], (376)

where a1, a3 are given in the Appendix (A9). Searching for a closure (¢ + a,.)7") = a,q!) has a solution

. 6ﬁ ,‘,(1) 97T . (1)
AV = S kg 377
[C T 9#)}r 2(32 — o Censien(ki)a (377)
—i VT ekl =T 2 e (D)
{ Wt 3y —gm vnlk |]T 2(32 — 9rr) RIS
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and the closure in Real space reads

d 6/ 9

2 EvR ~y g 2 (1)
@ (32— gm) O 3032 — o) " 0=1 (378)

R55(C) :

The Rj55(¢) approximant has precision o(¢?), 0o(1/¢7). The increase of the asymptotic precision reproduces correct
asymptote 71 ~ 1/¢*, even though with proportionality constant 7(1) ~ —2(32277797;)& = —11.38/¢* instead of the
correct —6/¢%.

Continuing with the approximant Rs ¢((), the kinetic moments calculate

. —15 . 5 4 AT
R56(C) : DZ(l—lﬁgC—‘l@‘Hﬁ—@*‘g&—1§C5); (379)
31
M= _QTnoq)vthSIgn(kll)D { \/_ - 2(}; (380)
n 17,
) =g, S0 _31\/&*}, (381)
which yields a closure
8 -
[C + im_ 7 =2v,sign(ky )g; (382)
[ — 1w + 3\/_vth|k||| 17(1) = —2vt2hil€||q(1),
that in Real space reads
d 8
. L _° 7 — 9,2 1
Rso(©):  |& - ﬁvt}ﬁz%}r 202,0.¢). (383)

The R56(¢) approximant has precision o(¢), o(1/¢®). Even though the precision for small ¢ is relatively low, the
closure correctly reproduces the asymptotic behavior 7! ~ —6 /¢* (including the proportionality constant).
Finally, it is indeed possible to construct a closure with precision o(¢?*), by using Rs 3(¢). The approximant Rs 3(()

is defined as
1 + alc —+ a2<2 —+ a3<3

1 + b1< + (3@2 — 2)<2 + (3&3 - 2a1)§3 - 2a2§4 — 2a3C5’

where the constants ai,as,as, by are given in the Appendix (A7). Using this approximant, the kinetic moments
calculate

Rs53(¢) =

(384)

Rs55(C) D= (1 + b1 + (3a2 — 2)C2 + (3az — 2a1)¢® — 2a9¢* — 2G3C5); (385)
ulh = — Lo Suusign(ly) - [agg +ax* +ar? + (s (386)
1
T = —g.0 % [2a5¢* + 2056 + (by — 1) (387)
¢V = —qrno®ugnsign (k) —= {(bl —3a1)¢? — 2@“} : (388)
n
=g, 20 v§h<b5 {(21;1 — 6ay — 6as)¢? — (6az + 4)¢2 + (3a; — 3b1)g] (389)
It is possible to search for a closure
R53(C) : (C+ ozr)?ﬂ) = a,uM + arTW + ayqW, (390)
and the solution is
3 3as — b
=2 o= _vthnoﬂmwﬁgn(m
asz as
3as + 2 2a1 + 3a3) .
Q= —"nyv th%, ag = —UthM&gn(lﬂH). (391)
as 20,3

The correctness of the algebra can be quickly checked by prescribing b; = 3a; + 3as, which immediately recovers the
closure (369)-(370) that was obtained for Rs4(¢) with only asymptotic expansion coefficients (and the power series
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coefficients unspecified), which yields o, = 0. The Rj5 3(¢) closure reads

3&1 + 3&3 - bl) (3&2 + 2)

. .a . .
R5.3(C) : [ —iw — z—2vth|k” |} 7 =02 ngT® ( zkHu(l) + ingud, k) |7
as as 2a3
2 3
+U§hMiqu(1). (392)
20,3
By using the calculated coefficients from the Appendix (A7),
ay . (104 -337)y/7T 3a1 +3az — by (135w — 7507 +1024)
2 _; =0 = = Qs
as  2(972 — 697 + 128) as 2(972 — 697 + 128)
_ 2 _
3as + 2 _; 3(160 — 51m)/7 = idp: 2a1 + 3as _ (547* — 3337w + 512) —a, (393)
2a3 4(972 — 697 + 128) 2a3 2(972 — 697 + 128)
the closure in Fourier and Real space then reads
R573(<) : |: —iw + &Tvth|k:” |:| ?(1) = vghnoT(O)&uik”u(l) — nov?h&ﬂkn |T(1) + vfh&qz’k”q(l); (394)
d ~ ~ ~
{E — aTvthazH} 7 = vghnoT(O)auazu(l) + novfhaTaz’HT(l) + vfhaqazq(l), (395)

where the perhaps complicated appearing proportionality constants (that come from the Padé approximation), are
just constants, that are numerically evaluated as

o, =5.13185; a,, = 1.78706; ar = —5.20074; aq = —10.53748. (396)

For numerical simulations, we of course recommend to re-calculate these constants from the above analytic expressions,
to fully match the numerical precision of the considered simulation. For complete clarity, the fully expressed closure
in Real space reads

d (104 — 337)/7 13572 — 750m +1024) . (4

R : L 0. 417D — o2 7O ]
53(0) it~ 2(972 — 697 + 128) " H}T VinTo 2(972 — 691 + 128) -
3(160 — 517)y/7 (5472 — 3337 + 512)
3 DHTW + 2 d.qW. 397
0V 07— gor 4 128) 2t V0.2 — oo 1 128) 02 (397)

This is the only closure with precision o(¢*), and the asymptotic precision is o(1/¢®). To conclude, we altogether
obtained 13 time-dependent closures. Additionally, we also obtained 1 time-dependent closure for Ry 5(¢) that was
disregarded since the R4 5(¢) is not a well-behaved approximant.
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3.12. Parallel ion-acoustic (sound) mode, cold electrons

After all the calculations, it is advisable to verify if we obtained anything useful. Let’s consider only the proton
species, make the electrons cold and neglect electron inertia, so we have only 1-fluid model. Let’s continue to work in
physical units and later we will switch to normalized units. From Part 1 of this guide, the linearized fluid equations
(obtained by direct integration of the Vlasov equation for a general distribution function f) can be written in physical
units as

1
o kyjul) = 0; (398)
ng
02 p(l)
1 whll . P ,
il
1 (1)
Py 1 il
—w—gy + 3kyul) + k| ~ =0 (400)
il il
(1) (1) ~(1)
9" 35 P nl "l
—w—g + 5 k(———)+k—:0, 401
(0) thi| ™l p(o) no I p(o) (401)

where the fluctuating parallel temperature T”(1) is linearized as

1 1
T e W

o
The superscript (1) on quantities n(), ugl), pﬁl), qﬁ ) (and T”( )) signifies that these are just fluctuating quantities,
the superscript does not mean here, that these quantities are obtained by integration over the kinetic f(1). This fluid
model is accompanied by a closure for ?(IITI)’ and that one was obtained from linear kinetic theory by integrating over
the kinetic f(1). Let’s choose the Ry 3(¢) closure, eq. (292)
~(1) (1)
T 32 — 97 p nM 2/7 q
1 2 (I vV I
NORNSTC (p<0> ) e gUmiisiEn(hy) gy (402)
I I P)
Now the model is closed, and calculating the determinant yields the following dispersion relation

e 2iy/m (97 —16) , 3iy/T

2
. 3 3,3 o 4, 4
371_ — SkH’UthHSlgn(k”)w — mkl‘ th|| — mk”vth”&gn(k”)w + mk”vthﬂ =0. (403)
By examining the expression, an obvious substitution offers itself
w w (404)

- sign(kpkyvey kylva)”
that transforms the polynomial to a completely dimensionless form

2V 5 9T—16 , 3iyT 2 (105)

— =0.
3m—8 2(3#—8)C 37T—8C+

4
¢+ 3m—8

The ¢ is obviously a very useful quantity, and one could rewrite the fluid equations (398)-(401) directly with this
quantity. The polynomial (405) can be solved numerically, and the approximate solutions are (writing only 3 decimal
digits)

¢ = £+1.359 — 0.5344; ¢ = +£0.392 — 0.710¢, (406)

yielding solutions in physical units

The first solution is the ion-acoustic (sound) mode and the second solution is “a higher-order mode”. Both solutions
are highly damped, and the higher-order mode has actually higher damping rate than its real frequency. We can now
also see how important was to keep track of the sign(k)), since the modes are damped for both &k > 0 and &k < 0.
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If we have ignored the sign(k)), we would obtain that for & < 0 the sound mode has a positive growth rate and is
unstable, which would be unphysical.

Of course, each closure will yield a different dispersion relation. Exploring the simplest closure with quasi-static
heat flux qﬁl) obtained with Rs 2((), the equations (398)-(400) are closed by

qﬁl) 2 pﬁl) n(t)
—o = ——=veisign(k)) ( 5 — — ), (408)
pl(\O) T (pl(o) no )
which yields a polynomial
2i 3 i
Sy (P -¢-—=0. 409

Numerical solutions are ( = +1.041 — 0.327¢; ( = —0.4744, showing that in this case the higher-order mode does not
propagate and is purely damped. The ion-acoustic mode is also very damped and has a dispersion relation

w= |k|‘|vth||(:|:1.041 — 0.327i). (410)

We examine two more closures. The most precise quasi-static closure (285) obtained with R4 2(¢) yields the analytic
dispersion relation

10 — 37 32 —-97 i/ 3r—8
4, - 3 2
— — =0 411
¢ +Z\/7_T16—57r< 32—107T< 16—57r<+32—107r ’ (411)
and the solutions are
w= |k|| |Uth|\ (£1.294 — 0.7904); w= |kH |Uth|\ (£0.385 — 0.9561), (412)

the first one being the ion-acoustic mode. Finally, the only available o(¢*) closure (397) obtained with R 3(¢) yields
analytic dispersion relation

~ ~ SO 1, - 3 2 ~
¢+, " + (8 = 3)C° — (3@, — Ar)C? + 5(@, — 3, + 5)C + i(zm —2a7) =0, (413)
where the coefficients are specified in (393), and the numerical solutions are
w = |k” |'Uth|\ (:|:1.589 — 0.908i); w = |k‘” |'Uth|\ (:|:0.710 — 1.084i); w = |k‘” |Uth|\ (—1.147i), (414)

the first being the ion-acoustic mode.

Let’s compare the obtained results. Perhaps curiously, it appears that as the precision of closures increases, so does
increases the real frequency and the damping rate of the ion-acoustic mode, and the differences are quite significant.
So what is the correct kinetic result, i.e., how close did we get to the kinetic theory ? That is not as easy question as
it appears to be. By opening kinetic books, there is no such a discussion as long-wavelength limit of the ion-acoustic
mode, when the electrons are cold. Even the exact numerical solutions are usually considered only for T, /T, > 1, see
for example Figure 9.18 on page 355 in Gurnett and Bhattacharjee.

Let’s examine the analytic dispersion relations (405), (409), (411) and (413), that were obtained with approximants
R43(C), R32(C), R42(¢) and Rs3(¢). One notices that the dispersion relations exactly match the denominators of
the associated Padé approximants ! Or in another words, without doing any calculations whatsoever, it appears that
if a closure of a 1D fluid model is available for a R, ,/({) approximant, the dispersion relation is equivalent to the
denominator of that R, ./ (¢). How is this possible ? The explanation is simple, if one considers the electrostatic
kinetic dispersion relation for the proton and electron species (88), which at scales that are much longer than the
Debye length simplifies to (423). By prescribing massless electrons yields R({.) = 1, implying dispersion relation
R((p) = —Tp(o) / 7Y For cold electrons, both real and imaginary parts of R({,) obviously diverge, so that

L

R(Cp)
The above expression can be considered electrostatic dispersion relation of proton-electron plasma, where the electrons
are massless and completely cold. The reason why such an expression cannot be found in any plasma book is, that
from the kinetic perspective, such an expression cannot be solved and is ill-defined. The function R(() is directly
related to the derivative of Z(¢) according to Z’'(¢) = —2R((). Infinitely large R({) means that Z(¢) has infinitely
large derivatives, i.e. that Z(¢) is not continuous and, not analytic, which contradicts the entire definition of Z({) and
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how the function was constructed. However, when Padé approximants of these functions are considered, and when
R(Q) is replaced by Ry, ./ (C), so that

_
Rn,n’ (Cp)

such an expression does make sense, and is equivalent to the denominator of R, ./ (() being zero, i.e., it directly
yields the dispersion relations of the considered fluid models. We note that while the plasma dispersion function
corresponding to a Maxwellian distribution function does not display singularities at finite distance in the complex
plane, this is not the case when considering kappa distribution functions, see e.g. Podesta (2004).

=0, (415)

3.12.1. The proton Landau damping does not disappear at long-wavelengths

There are several extremely interesting phenomena worth discussing. 1) In the dispersion relation for the ion-
acoustic (sound) mode (407), the usual phase speed w/k is constant, implying that the Landau damping (of the
parallel propagating sound mode) does not disappear, however long-wavelengths are considered. With cold electrons
as considered here, the parallel sound mode is always heavily damped, and disappears in a few wavelengths, even on
large astrophysical scales. A very good discussion can be found for example in Howes (2009), who concluded that in
general (unless electrons are hot), the MHD sound mode represents an unphysical spurious wave that does not exist in
collisionless plasma. 2) The equations (398)-(401) do not even contain the parallel electric field £j. This might sound
surprising, but the parallel electric field completely disappears at long wavelengths, even though the Landau damping
(as expressed through the constant phase speed), does not disappear. The parallel electric field does not disappear, if
electrons have finite temperature, it also enters (very weakly), if the electron inertia is included. In the 1D linearized
geometry considered here, the contributions will be

1 Me OUse
Ej = ——0.p). — — 5= 416
I g 2Plle T T Ty (416)

e

3) The presence of Landau damping in the long-wavelength limit is exactly the reason why usual fluid models such as
MHD or even much more sophisticated CGL description, do not converge to the collisionless kinetic theory, whatever
long-wavelengths and low-frequencies are considered. There is always a mismatch in dispersion relations when the
phase speed is plotted, that depending on plasma parameters, can be quite large. This does not concern only the
damping rate (which in MHD and CGL is of course zero), the differences in the real frequency, which is always coupled
to the imaginary frequency (for example through the polynomial (405) for that specific closure), can be large too. 4)
If the heat flux qﬁl) is prescribed to be zero, i.e. if a CGL model is prescribed, the dispersion relation of the parallel
propagating sound mode is determined only by the parallel velocity eq. (399) and parallel pressure eq. (400), yielding
the CGL result w? = %vfhnkﬁ, so that

3
wOCL = j:|k||vth|\/; = |k vy 1.225. (417)

For comparison, the MHD result can be written with the usual MHD sound speed C2? = y22 = %vfh where v = 5/3,
Po
SO

5
WMHD — i|k|||vth\/; = |k [v4,0.913. (418)

It is important to examine the influence of isothermal electron species.



60

3.13. Proton Landau damping, influence of isothermal electrons

Let’s prescribe electrons to be isothermal, with some finite electron temperature, but let’s neglect the electron inertia.
The proton momentum equation is changed to (429), the electron pressure equation reads

(1) 0)
Plle . _ T

—W—gy + kHTug ) = 0; T= 70 (419)
lp Ip

where for brevity, we define the ratio of electron and proton temperature as 7. Using the R4 3(() closure as before,
the coupled dispersion relation reads

2i\/T
4 3 _
¢ +37r—8<

97 — 16 + (37 — &)1
2(37 — 8)

The above expression is equivalent to eq. (A6) in Hunana et al. (2011).” The Ry 2(¢) closure yields dispersion relation

¢ ivm(10 —3m) 5 3297+ (16 —5m)7 ., iy/m(2+ (10 — 37m)7) N (Br—-8)(1+17)

16 — 5w 32 — 107 32 — 107 32 — 107

Let’s use (420) and focus on the ion-acoustic mode, since the higher-order mode is always highly damped. Solutions
for few different 7 values are

i/m(3+7)
3m—8

2(147)
3T —8

¢ - ¢+ =0. (420)

=0.  (421)

7=0:  (=+1.359—0.5343;
r=0.1:  (==£1.367—0.514i;
7=05:  (==£1.409 — 0.439i;
r=10:  (==+1.481—0.361i;
7=20:  (==£1.640— 0.260i;
r=50:  (=42054—0.1313;
7=100:  (=42.591— 0.061i;
7=100.0:  (==7.180— 0.001i. (422)

This is excellent, as in kinetic books, with increasing electron temperature, the Landau damping of the ion-acoustic
mode decreases. Compared to kinetic calculations (see the last column in (438)), the total Landau damping is here
of course underestimated, especially for high electron temperatures, since here in the fluid model, only the proton
Landau damping is contributing, and the electron Landau damping is turned off. Let’s turn it on.

3.14. Proton and Electron Landau damping
Considering wavelengths much longer than the Debye length, the exact kinetic dispersion relation reads
7(0)

o R(G) + RG) =0, (423)

llp

mp
Uthlle = Vehllpy/ -
e

is of course much higher than the proton thermal velocity (unless the electrons are cold), and by using the abbreviated

where the electron thermal velocity

(424)

7(0) .
T= %; p=_= (425)
Il P
so that
w w 1
= —-— e = ————— = —, 426
Cp |y loom ¢ |y [venje Cp\/: (426)

9 Dispersion relations in the Appendix of that paper assumed k > 0. We later noticed that (420), (421) are equivalent to the dispersion
relation TR,, ,,7(¢p) +1 = 0. We also noticed that for isothermal electrons the R4 2(¢) closure with eq. (421), can produce positive growth

rate for high electron temperatures. The R4 2(¢) behaves correctly when the electron Landau damping is introduced, see the next section
3.14.
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and the exact kinetic dispersion relation reads

R(G) + R(Gv/u/7) = 0. (427)

Let’s see how close did we get. One of the greatest advantages of Landau fluid models is that we do not have to resolve
electron motion to obtain the correct form of electron Landau damping at long wavelengths, and the electron inertia
in the electron momentum equation can be neglected. The correct electron-proton mass ratio can enters equations
for the electron heat flux ¢ and the 4th-order moment 7., and the electron inertia influence the solutions only
insignificantly. However, let’s keep the electron inertia for a moment. The equations for the proton species read

n®

_wn_ + ) =0 (428)
0
® (W
1 chnp Pip | Ple Me 1y _ ..
wuld + k||< (0)+W)—w ulM = 0; (429)
b Pl Mt
Pl 4y
p p .
o + 3kl + k=g = 0; (430)
Pp Pp
e 1 N ~(1)
Ay | 3 4 Plp _ nf Tl _
RO Uth||pk|\( 0 ) + ko =0, (431)
no
llp llp Pp

and the electron inertia represents the last term in (429). The electron equations are written in a form so that they
are normalized with respect to the proton pressure

(1) (1)

Ple e _ .
o7 T 3kl + k=5 = 0; (432)
llp Pp
(1) (1) ~«1)

Qe 3 5 my, (P W Tlille

—w— + =V, — k)T —T— | +k =0. (433)

©) " g thllpyy, ( (0) ) N0

Pjp m P, "0 Pllp

Note that the electron fluid speed uile) = u,%) (so we omitted the index p). The fluid equations are accompanied by a
closure from kinetic theory, for example the Ry 3(¢) closure

~(1) (1) (1)
r 32 — 91 p nM 2\/7 q
"lllp _ 2 llp llp
( ) 7(371_ —y Vthlp (p(o) e ) 3oz 8vth|‘p231gn(k”) o) (434)
Pyp Il Pyp
~(1) (1)
T 32— 97 m, /P n 2,/
llle _ 2 My (Ple
© _mvthl\pm_eT( © —Tn—o) Uchum/ . V/Tisign (k) e (435)
Pp Pp Hp

The equations (428)-(435) now represents a fluid description of the ion-acoustic mode, and contain both proton and
electron Landau damping. It is rather mesmerizing, that the relatively complicated dispersion relation of this fluid
model, can be shown to be equivalent to the “simple looking” kinetic dispersion relation

"Ri5(G) + R (Gv/uf7) =0, (436)

i.e. equivalent to the full kinetic dispersion relation (427), where the exact R(¢) is replaced with the R4 3({) approx-
imant (by transferring the proton and electron terms of Ry 3(¢) in the expression (436) to the common denominator
and making the resulting numerator of that expression equal to zero, Maple is great in this regard).

Nevertheless, here we want clearly demonstrate that the electron inertia can be neglected and the electron Landau
damping still nicely captured, and we use fluid dispersion relations obtained from the system (428)-(435), where the
last term in (429) is neglected. It is important to normalize properly and for example the R4 2(() closure for electrons
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~(1) (1) (1)
Tllle N _Z\/_(l() 37T)v mp Jrsign(k) qu (2171' —64) (21m —64) , %T(p“e 7—n(l))
p(o) (16 — 5m) thp me || ) 2(16 — 5) thilp gy p(o) no
llp llp
9 — 28 m
+ivT E ; Vihllp\| T /Slgn(’fn) . (437)

In the table below, we compare these fluid solutions of the quasi-static Ry 3(() and the R42(¢) closures, and the
time-dependent Rj5 3(¢) closure to the exact kinetic solutions, calculated from (423), for various electron temperatures.

R43(C) closure | Ra2(C) closure | R53(¢) closure Exact
7=10 | (=1487—-0.373¢ | 1.434 —0.506¢ | 1.511 —0.591¢ | 1.457 — 0.627¢
T=20 | (=1.645—-0.276¢ | 1.629 —0.3727 | 1.691 —0.3937 | 1.692 — 0.425¢
7=25.0 | (=2.057—-0.154¢ | 2.080 —0.212% | 2.116 —0.188¢ | 2.136 — 0.189¢
7=10.0 | ( =2.593 —0.094¢ | 2.627 — 0.123¢ | 2.635 —0.089: | 2.640 — 0.072¢
7=20.0 | ( =3.417—0.069¢ | 3.446 — 0.075¢ | 3.432 —0.052¢ | 3.421 — 0.046¢
7=50.0 | ( =5.1567—-0.078 | 5.170 — 0.0727¢ | 5.156 — 0.070¢ | 5.153 — 0.073¢

7=100.0 | ( =7.180—-0.105; | 7.186 —0.099¢ | 7.179 —0.102% | 7.177 — 0.103¢

(438)

Instead of a table, we can create a figure. The Landau damping of the ion-acoustic sound mode, is nicely demonstrated
for example in the plasma book of Gurnett and Bhattacharjee (Figure 9.18, page 355), where on the x-axis is 7, and
on the y-axis (logarithmic), is the ratio of damping and real frequency. The same parameters are plotted in Figure 5
left, and in Figure 5 right we extend the plot to higher electron temperatures. The figure shows that both new closures

0.04+
0.03+

0.02+

0.01+

Figure 5. Landau damping of the ion-acoustic (sound) mode. The black solid curve is the solution of exact kinetic dispersion
relation (423). The other curves are dispersion relations of a fluid model (428)-(433) where the electron inertia is neglected,
supplemented by a closure for TI(ITI)T' The red dashed line is the R4,3(() closure of Hammett and Perkins 1990, the green
dash-dotted line is our new static closure R4 2((), and the blue dotted line is the new time-dependent closure Rs 3(().

are very precise in the very important regime, where the electron temperature 7 ranges between 7 = 1 and 7 = 5. The
R5.3(C) closure is the most globally precise closure. If static closures are preferred, the comparison between R4 2(()
and Ry 3(¢) is more difficult to summarize, the R4 2(¢) is definitely preferred in the regime 7 € [1,5] and perhaps also
for T € [25,60], however, the Hammett and Perkins closure Ry 3(¢) is the better fit in the regime 7 € [5,25] and also
for 7 € [60,100]. We checked that the inclusion of electron inertia is insignificant for all 3 fluid closures, and by eye
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inspection, it appears that the largest global difference is seen for the Rs 3(¢) closure, roughly for 7 € [30, 60], making
the closure (very slightly) more precise. In Figure (6), we calculate the other selected obtained closures. We use the
full dispersion relations with electron inertia included. The figure shows, that if static closures are preferred, for value
of roughly 7 > 15, the best closure is actually the static closure R4 4(¢). The most precise closure for 7 > 15 is by far
the time-dependent Rs¢(() closure, which achieves an excellent accuracy for high values of tau. If a global accuracy
for all values of T is required, our favorite closures are Rs 3(¢) and Rs 4().

0.5 0.0146-
0.3 0.01457 -
0.2 0.01444 ° -
0.11 0.01434
-— 0.07 -— 0.0142
r _ r
0.04 0.01414
0.03 0.0140+
0.02- ®
0.01391
O'Ol-l T T T T T 0.0138- T T T T T T T
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 40 50 6 70 80 90 100

-
0
Te
T
p

Figure 6. Similar to Figure 5, but different closures are compared, and electron inertia is retained. The Rs 3(() closure (blue
dotted curve) is kept in the figure so that the comparison to other closures can be done easily. Also, by comparing the Rs.3(¢)
solution with Figure 5, it is shown that the effect of electron inertia is negligible. The R4.4(¢) is the only static closure, and all
other closures are time-dependent.

With the help of Maple software, we analytically investigated dispersion relations of all the obtained fluid closures,
and we investigated if the resulting dispersion relation (including the electron inertia) is equivalent to the kinetic result
(423), after replacing the R(¢) with Ry, »/(C), i.e. if the fluid dispersion relation is equivalent to the numerator of

(0)

T,
lle _
WRn,n' (Cp) + B (Ce) = 0. (439)

I

All the closures considered in this subsection satisfied this requirement, however, some other previously obtained
closures did not. We concluded, that satisfying (439) should be indeed considered as strong requirement for a physically
meaningful closure, and closures that did not satisfy this requirement were therefore eliminated. The results are
summarized in the subsection 3.6 “Table of moments (u”,T”,q”,F””) for various Padé approximants”, eqs. (299),
(300).
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3.15. Electron Landau damping of the Langmuir mode

In addition to the ion-acoustic mode, let’s calculate the Landau damping for the second (perhaps first) typical
example, how Landau damping is addressed in plasma physics book, the Langmuir mode. Focusing on the electron
species and making the proton species cold and “very heavy” with m, — oo, i.e. immobile with ug}o) = 0, the proton
species completely decouple from the system, and their role is just to conserve the leading-order charge neutrality
Nop = Noe = No. Since we haven’t dealt with such a system so far (not even in Part 1 of the text), let’s write down the
basic equation nicely in Real space in physical units. Neglecting the electron heat flux, the basic system of linearized
equations reads

(1)
82; + npd.ull) = 0; (440)
6u,(zle) 1 (1) e
ot - 6zp”€ + EE” = 0; (441)
ap(l)
8'1'; +3p00.ull) = 0. (442)

By using the general electrostatic Maxwell’s equation for the current (including the displacement current)

. c 1 0F
J= ;%nrur —}—WY//B— I oL (443)

that in our specific 1D linear case considered here reads

. 1 OF
Jj = —enouly) = T 4rn 8tH’ (444)

prescribes the electric field time evolution, and the system of equations is closed. By applying 9/9¢ to the momentum
equation (441), the equations can be combined, yielding a wave equation

0? 3p|(| )

ot2  meng

02 +w |ull) =0, (445)

where the electron plasma frequency wge = 4meng/m.. This wave equation describes the basic plasma physics mode,
known as the Langmuir mode, and the dispersion relation is

3TH(O)
2 _ 2 e
W =w,, + k” (446)

If we ignored the displacement current 0E)/0t, the o.) . term would be absent. By d1v1d1ng w1th w . and by using the
Debye length Ap. = 1/kp,. where k%, = 4me? nOe/ He , 5o that the Debye length )%, ”e /(m8 pe) the dispersion

relation (446) reads
w? 2 12
= 14 3ADCkj- (447)
pe
Obviously, the electron plasma frequency and the electron Debye length are the natural normalizing units of this
system, and one should use normalized quantities w/wpe and kjApe. A useful relation also is A, = vy, ./ (2w)e)-
Often, in plasma physics books, the CGL adiabatic index v = 3 in the above two equations, is substituted with a
general adiabatic index 7., so that a more “general” case can be considered. This is especially useful if the Langmuir
waves, which are the basic waves of plasma physics, are introduced early on (in an early chapter of a book), where
the correct CGL value of 7 = 3 is difficult to introduce. Again, we have an advantage of not being a plasma book,
and we are not describing the general electrostatic case, we are describing the fully electromagnetic case, but we are
focusing only on one mode - the electrostatic mode that propagates parallel to By. In the view presented here, and
as elaborated in Part I of the text, playing with adiabatic indices, does not make much sense. No adiabatic index can
match the CGL and the MHD, the CGL is always different from MHD, even for isotropic distribution function with
H(O) = J(_O). Therefore, we are not introducing any adiabatic index, and the correct CGL value is used, and fixed to
3. Instead, we introduce the electron heat flux and get closer to the kinetic theory in a much more sophisticated way.
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The basic linearized fluid equations in Fourier space read

(1)
—w— + kHu( ) = 0;

no
(1) 2
1 p 1v U
1 2 |le thlje Uze .
_wuge)—f— §’Uth”e]€”p(0 + = B )\2 " =U;
lle
(1) (1)
Plle 1 e
~w—gy + 3kjuld + ky—g; = 0; (448)
Plle le
(1) (1) (1) ~(1)
Qe 3 5 Ple _me "lile _
Ile I le
and are accompanied for example by the R4 3(¢) closure
ey (1) 1 (1)
Dl _ 732_971’ 2 (Ple e’ _ 2V Ven|letsign(ky) —= Gle (450)
pﬁo) = 2(3ﬂ__ ) Uth|le p|(|o) o 371 _8 th|le?S1g I OK
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The dispersion relation of this fluid model reads (suppressing e in the electron Debye length Ap,)

2zf , 3m—=8+(Om—16)k{NE |, i/ +3k{AD) - 2(L+kfAD)

4 —
C 8Ce - 2(37T — 8)kﬁ)\% Ce - (37_‘_ — )kﬁA% Ce + (37T — )kﬁA% = 0, (451)

where

w w 1
[k [venge  wpe V2]ky|AD

The exact kinetic dispersion relation reads

1+ W R(G) = 0. (453)

As can be verified, the fluid dispersion relation (451) is equivalent to the kinetic one, if R((.) is replaced by Ry 3(Ce).
Using the static R4 2(¢) closure, the dispersion relation reads

10— 37 , 16—57+ (32— 9m)ki3, 10 -3+ 2k3)3, (3w —8)(1+k2A3)

4 . _ 2 ) =
A Ty 2(16 — 5m)k7 A3, G —ivr 2(16 — 5m)k7 A3, N TiT 5Tk A 0, (454)

using the static Ry 4(C) closure yields

3, 146k 3(143k3A3)  3(1+K3A)
4 . /=93 ~ "MITD g : _ 4
VA~ g Vg e =0 (455)

and the simplest static R32(() closure yields
% , 1+ 3/€ﬁ)\2 i1+ kﬁ)@ )
ﬁge -

WAL, T VRN
All dispersion relations are fully consistent with the kinetic dispersion relation (453) when R((.) is replaced by the
corresponding Ry 2(C.), Ra,4(¢) and Rs2(¢.) (equivalent to the numerator of the resulting expression). We verified
that this is also true for the static closure R31(¢.) and actually all the “reliable” closures marked in (299), (300) with
“v7 including the time-dependent closures Rs2(Ce), Ra,2(Ce), Ra,3(Ce), Ra.a(Ce)s Rs,3(Ce), Rs,4(Ce)s Rs.5(Ce), Rs,6(Ce)-
To clearly understand the obtained solutions, let’s solve the simple Rs 2((.) dispersion relation (456) for a few values
of k” /\D-

¢+

(456)
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kjAp =0.001: ( ==+707.1—1.13i x 1076 ¢, = —1.13i;
kjAp =0.01: ( ==+70.7—1.13i x 1074 ¢ = —1.13i;
kAp =0.1: (o =+717-107Tix107%; (= —L11j;
kjAp =0.2: (. =+373-3.73ix107% (. = —1.05i;
kjAp =0.3: (= +2.63 — 0.07i; C. = —0.99i;
kAp =1.0: (. =+1.28 —0.23i; . = —0.67i.

The first mode is the Langmuir mode, and the second mode is a purely damped higher-order mode. In the complete
limit kjAp — 0, the Langmuir mode becomes undamped with a solution (. = 1/(v/2|kj|Ap), which corresponds
to oscillations with electron plasma frequency w = wpe; and the higher-order mode has a solution (. = —2i/\/7.
Considering the weak damping limit . = z+iy, where x > ¥, at the leading order (? = 22 +i2zy and (2 = 23 +1i322y,
which when used in the dispersion relation (456) that is separated to real and imaginary parts yields

s, 4 1+ 3k{A%

xr — ﬁiﬂy — W‘I = Uj

22 2, 143k} 1 1+k{AD .
Y _Wy_ﬁw_ ’

and for x > y at the leading order
1+ 3k3)% 1 2 k2N
22— I y=— —_= b (457)
2kﬁ)\2 ’ /T2 V(14 3kﬁ)\2 )’

which approximates the above numerical solutions reasonably well up to let’s say kjAp = 0.3, and from (452) the z,y
expressions are equivalent to

8 |kyPA%
2 2 _ I
W, —w (1+3I€A ) wi——\/;mw e- (458)
For kjAp < 1, the Landau damping of the Langmuir mode goes to zero, however, the damping rate is very overesti-
mated. The approximate kinetic result found in plasma books (see for example Gurnett & Bhattacharjee (2005), page
349) has of course the same real frequency, however, the damping rate reads

w 1+3kH>\D
2 2. T pe ERECEYA
wi = w (1 +3kH)\ ); w; = 3 |k|||3)\3j3€ "o (459)
Since kjAp < 1, Landau (1946) writes (see his eqs. 16 and 17)
1
T w RETrrv
r = wpe(1 kA2 i =\ e P 460
w wp( +35 ) w 8|]€”|3)\3De ( )

For kjAp < 1, i.e. approaching long wavelengths, the exponential term suppresses the Landau damping much quicker
than our result (458). To understand the discrepancy, let’s quickly consider how the kinetic result (159) was obtained.
The result is obtained by considering asymptotic expansion |(.| 3> 1 of the exact kinetic dispersion relation (453),
which in the weak growth rate approximation (see eq. (125) with o0 = 1) reads

1 1
3|2 444
By using (. = x + iy with = > y and kyAp < 1 yields at the leading order z* = (1 + 3kﬁ)\2D)/2kﬁ/\2D which agrees

1+ +i/TCee™ ] (461)

with (457) and the damping rate is y = \/Ex4e_””2, which recovers (459). The e~ term in the damping rate comes
from the last term in (461), and as discussed previously, this term is neglected in the asymptotic expansion when
constructing the Padé approximants of R({) (it is however included in the power series expansion), explaining the
discrepancy.

The damping rate of the Langmuir mode is plotted in Figure 7 and the real frequency in Figure 8, where solutions
of various fluid models are compared with exact kinetic dispersion relation (453), depicted as the black solid line.
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Figure 7. Landau damping of the Langmuir mode. Numerical solution of the exact kinetic dispersion relation (453) is the black
solid line, and asymptotic kinetic solution (459) is the black dotted line.
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Figure 8. Real frequency of the Langmuir mode.

Additionally, the asymptotic kinetic solution (459) from plasma physics books is plotted as the black dotted line.
Figure 7 is plotted in log-log scale and Figure & uses linear scales. It is shown that for kjAp > 0.2, fluid models can
reproduce the damping of the Langmuir mode quite accurately, and the most accurate closure is R5 3(¢). This closure
also reproduces the real frequency of the Langmuir mode very accurately and actually better than the asymptotic
kinetic solution (459).

Nevertheless, as discussed above, because of the missing exponential factor in fluid models, the Landau damping
becomes very overestimated at scales kjAp < 0.2, i.e. it is the long-wavelength limit (and not the short-wavelength
limit) that represents trouble. This is because in the long-wavelength limit, the frequency of Langmuir mode does
not go to zero but approaches electron plasma frequency wy., and so the phase speed w,/kj (and the variable )
becomes large and for kjAp — 0 goes to infinity, where the fluid closures become imprecise. Landau fluid simulations
of the Langmuir mode should be therefore restricted to scales kjAp > 0.2. At longer wavelengths, some closures can
actually become ill-posed and instead of Landau damping, can produce a small positive growth rate. For example,
if one insists on numerical simulations in the domain below kjAp < 0.2, the closures that have to be eliminated are
closures Ry 2((), R53(¢), R5,4(¢), since they produce a small positive growth rate. We briefly checked, and all other
closures seems to be well-behaved all the way up to kjAp = 10~%. At even longer scales, such as kyAp = 1072, two
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other closures become ill-posed, the Rs55(¢) and R56(¢), and the remaining closures R31(¢), R3,2(¢), Ra,3(¢), Ra,4(C)
do not appear to have a length-scale restriction. It is useful to note that this is not only a problem of Landau fluid
closures, but at long-wavelengths, it is actually the kinetic theory itself that becomes very difficult to solve, and in

the region kjAp < 0.1, we were often not able to obtain correct numerical solution when solving the exact dispersion
relation (153).
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3.16. Selected closures for 5th-order moment

Let’s work in the 1D geometry and continue with the hierarchy. In Part 1 of this text, we called the n-th order
moment X (™. However, when linearizing, we want to use our (1) superscript as before. Therefore, here we move
the (n) index of the n-th order moment down, and refer to the n-th moment simply as X,,. The fifth-order moment
X5 =m [(v—u)®fdv is linearized according to

Xél) = m/v5f(1)dv — 5u(1)m/v4fodv, (462)
To

and direct calculation yields (dropping species index r everywhere except on charge g;.)

27(0)
XM = —¢,®

%sign(kn ) (3< + 203 + 4C°R(C) — 15gR(<)), (463)

and alternatively po/m = ngv? /2.
The most precise (power-series) static closure can be constructed with Rs 3(¢) approximant

(104 — 337) /7 (81r—256)  , g
2(97% — 697 + 128) 2(972 — 697 + 128) 7
3(160 — 517)y/7 (13572 — 7507 + 1024)

- ision (ky v3 ngTW — 7(0),,(1) 464
10977 — 697 5 123) “n(k)vinno (077 —69r 1 123) Vol ul (464)

Rss(¢):  xM=- isign (ky )oY —

and other static closures with Rs 4(¢) approximant
(217 — 64)

(97 — 28)\/T
(256 — 817)

* 2(97 — 28)/7

Rsa(Q):  X{V=- 2(0r —28) b4

isign(ky| Yogu D
isign(ky novd, T, (465)

with Rs 5(¢) approximant

Rss5(0):  xV= @fi%isign(kﬂvthﬁl) + %ﬁhq@, (466)
and with R5¢(¢) approximant
Rso(Q):  X§=- 33;isign<ku>vthﬂ” + 5. (467)
In Part 1 of this guide, we derived directly from fluid hierarchy that at the linear level
95w 4 8. X" — 302.0.qM = 0. (468)

ot

Now, importantly, by using this equation, it is directly shown that the above static closures with X 5()1), are equivalent

to time-dependent (dynamic) closures with 7(!) obtained for the same R(¢) approximants, closures (397), (373), (378),
(383). The process can be viewed as a verification procedure. Indeed, it should be always possible to double check a
dynamic closure, by calculating a static closure at the next moment with the same Padé approximant.

The most precise (power series) dynamic closure with X5, is constructed with approximant Rg 4(¢), by searching for
a solution

[C + aws]Xél) = a, 7V + aqq(l) + T + au®, (469)

and the closure in real space reads

2 3(6757% — 47287 +8192) ) )
h 9 (80172 — 5124 + 8192)
3(94572 — 81847 + 16384)

[i _ 3(18072 — 11977 + 1984) /7
dt  (801m2 — 51247 + 8192)
s 3(285m — 896)y/T

Ro.4(C) : UthazH} xW =

0, HqM — v 9. 7™M
Ui 3(801a2 — 5124 + 8192) 2P0 T V050172 ~ 5124x 1 8192)
45072 — 2 4352
+ oty 2007 — 27997 + 4SSV ) (410)

(80172 — 51247 + 8192)
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The closure has precision 0(¢?), o(¢~%). It was verified that the closure is reliable, i.e. it satisfies (123) once R(() is
replaced by Rg 4(C). The closure is plotted in Figure 9 with orange line.

0.5-
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0.2- 53
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Figure 9. Landau damping of the ion-acoustic mode, calculated with exact R(() - black line; Ra4,2(() - green line; Rs53(() -
blue line; Rg.4(C) - orange line; and R75(¢) - red line. The solutions represent the most precise dynamic closures that can
be constructed for the 3rd-order moment (heat flux), 4th-order moment, 5th-order moment, and 6th-order moment. It was
analytically verified that all closures are “reliable”, i.e. equivalent to the kinetic dispersion relation once R(() is replaced by the
associated R, ,/(¢) approximant. The next most precise closure constructed for the 7th-order moment is Rg6(¢), which is not
plotted, but we checked that the solution is basically not distinguishable (by eye) from the exact R({) solution. Figure shows
that it is possible to reproduce Landau damping in the fluid framework to any desired precision.
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3.17. Selected closures for 6th-order moment

The sixth-order moment X = m [(v — u)® fdv is linearized simply as Xél) =m [v5fMdv, and since

6 —z? 3 1 . s
\/_/ e sign(ky) (¢ +5¢* + CR(Q)) (471)

and direct calculation yields
x{ = —qTCImOp (15 +6¢2 4 4¢* + 8COR(Q) ) (472)

and alternatively po/po = v /2. Separating the deviation of this moment with tilde (similarly to 7, see also Part 1 of
this guide) is done according to

- S
T x0 528 (52 473
=X -1 528 ( o), (473)
which directly yields
- 2
X = —aeno (30R(C) - 30+ 66 — 00C2R(C) + 4¢* + 8C°R(() ), (474)
0

Considering static closures, the most precise power series closure is constructed with Rg 4(¢) and the closure reads

Roa(c):  XW— _ 3(18072 — 11977 + 1984) /7 3(6757% — 47287 + 8192) 02 5D
(80172 — 51247 + 8192) 2(80172 — 51247 + 8192)
3(285m — 896) /7 3(706572 — 430567 + 65536)
" 2(80172 — 51247 + 8192) 4(80172 — 51247 + 8192)
9(45072 — 27997 + 4352)/T
(80172 — 5124m + 8192)

v XY

vihHe" - vk T

noTovd, Hub. (475)

This verifies that the dynamic Rg 4(() closure (470) was calculated correctly, since from the simple fluid approach
(Part 1), the static and dynamics closures (475), (470) must be related by

0 15
x4 0.x8 + Zngu,0.7D = 0. (476)
ot 2

The most precise (power series) dynamic closure for )Zél) can be constructed with approximant Rr 5(¢), by searching
for a solution

[Q + ams};(él) = awsXél) + a7 + aqq(l) +a:TM + au®, (477)

and the closure in real space reads

d 18(1545m2 — 97437 + 15360) /7
dt " (1080073 — 12091572 + 4401607 — 524288)

R775(C) N ’UthazH Xél) =

3(52425m2 — 3315847+ 524288) 5 . (1)
2(108007° — 12091572 + 4401607 — 524288) 75
3(7875m2 — 50490 80896
( i T+ )\/7? v?haz']-[;:(l)

(1080073 — 12091572 + 4401607 — 524288)
3(1620007% — 175882572 + 62630407 — 7340032)
2(1080075 — 12001572 + 4401607 — 524288)  "h%=4
27(1582572 — 992607 + 155648) /7
2(1080073 — 12091572 + 4401607 — 524288)
3(1890007% — 161221572 + 45346567 — 4194304
(2(108007r3 — 12091572 + 4401607 — 524288) Lm0, (478)

02 nod, HTW

The closure has precision 0(¢%), o(¢™7), and it was verified that the closure is reliable. The closure is plotted in Figure
9 with red line.
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3.18. Conwvergence of fluid and kinetic descriptions

In general, for a given X,,, the most precise (power series) closures are of course dynamic closures, and we have
seen that for the 3rd-order moment it is Ry 2(¢), for the 4th-order moment it is Rs5 3(¢), for the 5th-order moment it
is Rg,4(C), and for the 6th-order moment it is R75(¢). Therefore, it is reasonable to make a conjecture that for an
nth-order moment X,,, the most precise closure will be constructed with approximant Ry, 11 n—1(¢).

The dynamic closures above are directly related to the most precise (power series) static closures that can be
constructed, and we have seen that for the 3rd-order moment it is with approximant R ;((), for the 4th-order
moment it is R4 2(¢), for the 5th-order moment it is R5 3(¢), and for the 6th-order moment it is R 4(¢), and therefore
for an nth-order moment, it will be with approximant R, ,—2(¢). Regardless if dynamic or static closures are used,
this implies that one can reproduce the (linear) Landau damping phenomenon in the fluid framework, to any desired
precision, which establishes convergence of fluid and kinetic descriptions.

The convergence was shown here in 1D (electrostatic) geometry, by considering the long-wavelength low-frequency
ion-acoustic mode. Nevertheless, the 1D closures have general validity, and are of course valid also for the Langmuir
mode, that we considered in section 3.14. However, see the discussion about limitations of the Langmuir mode modeling
at the end of that section, since the closures can become unstable for kjAp < 0.2, i.e. in the long-wavelength limit.
For a curious reader, the damping and real frequency of the Langmuir mode obtained with Rz 5({), are plotted in
Figure 10.
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Figure 10. Landau damping of the Langmuir mode (left), and real frequency (right), calculated with the exact R(¢) - black
line, and R75(¢) - red line.

If one wants to pursue a proof of our conjecture, the general Landau integral with ™ can be calculated, for example
by considering separate cases for “n” being odd and even. The result can be expressed as

2 (n—3)/2
1 [ 2"e™® _ (n—=20=2)I! 5
n=odd : —/ dr=C""RIO+ Y, S5l
VT ) oo T — o — 2( )/
_ (n—4)/2
1 [ ane ™ . e Z (n—20—3)!
n = even . ﬁ / Z — Zo dx281gn(k||) |:< 1R(<) =+ WCQZJrl 5 (479)
—oo 1=0

and it is valid for n > 3. Alternatively, one could say that the result is valid for n > 1 and that the sums are zero
when the upper index is negative. One can write expressions for the general n-th moment X,(zl)7 and the moment is
proportional to (" R({). Therefore, considering static closures where the X,(Il) is expressed through all the lower-order
moments X,(,%); m =1...n—1 (for even moments the deviations X have to be considered), it is obvious that the
closure has to be achieved with n-th order Padé approximant of R(¢). Similarly, considering dynamic closures where
the (X,(ll) ~ ("TIR(C) is expressed through all the lower-order moments, the closure has to be achieved with (n+1)-th
order Padé approximant of R(¢). To finish the proof, one needs to show that the number of required asymptotic points
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corresponds to Ry, ,—2(¢) and Ry41.,-1(¢), and that such a closure is “reliable”.

The next logical step would be to establish such analytic convergence of fluid and kinetic descriptions in 3D elec-
tromagnetic geometry in the gyrotropic limit. However, in 3D, for a given n-th order tensor X,, the number of its
gyrotropic moments is equal to 1 + int[n/2] and increases with n. Therefore, it might be much more difficult to show
the convergence in 3D, even though the convergence should still exist.
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4. 3D GEOMETRY (ELECTROMAGNETIC)

Considering gyrotropic fo, let’s remind ourselves the linearized Vlasov equation (12), that reads

ot 4rBo 0f M q 1
A v <1>_r__:__r(E<1> z xB(l))-VU ' 480
ot tv-Vf mec O¢ my, + cv fo (480)
We want to describe the simplest kinetic effects and we demand that f() must be gyrotropic as well, so 9f(1) /0¢ = 0.
This eliminates the third term on the left hand side of (480) that is responsible for complicated non-gyrotropic effects
with associated Bessel functions. However, even without this term the equation still appears to be complicated. For
gyrotropic fo, the operator on the right hand side can be shown to be (see Appendix, eq. (B70), written in Fourier
space)

(E+ %v X B) - Vofo= (B, +Eyvy){(1 - v”—k”)i% + ﬂ%]

w /vy dvy  w Oy
Ofo  vzke +vyky (Ofo v Ofo
F|l——— = ——— ). 481
+ {6’1)” w ((9’1}” vV (%L) ( 8 )

Written in the cylindrical co-ordinate system

V] COS @ k1 cosvy
v=| vy sing |, k= kisiny | (482)
il ki
so that
Vpky +vyky =vi ki cospcosth+ vk, singsiny = v, ki cos(¢p — ¥); (483)
v-k=wv k| + vk cos(¢d — ), (484)

which yields

(E+ %'v X B) -Vofo=(Ey cos¢+Eysin¢){(l — Un—kl‘)% + oLk %}

w /JOovy w Oy
0fo _kicos(¢—v) ¢ 0fo  0Ofo
+E. [ 5o prammnt (1 For ¥ 31u> . (485)
The Vlasov equation in Fourier space now reads
: r . v kN 0 vik) O
—z(w — vk — vkl cos(¢ — w)>f(1) = —i—{(Ew cos ¢ + Ey sin ¢) [(1 — %) % + t} I 8—;}:3]
Ofo _kicosto—v) ¢ 0fo  Ofo
+ EZ |:81)|| w (’UL 8’UH UH 8UL ) ' (486)

This equation is not very useful. If the equation is divided by the (w—v- k) to obtain f (1, and integration over fo% do
is attempted, leads to integrals that are not well defined. On the other hand, if (486) is directly integrated over d¢
(each side separately), almost all the terms disappear since fo% cos(¢p — )d¢p = 0 etc., except

QTE%

— Lz
m, 81)” ’

—i(w —vyhy) f = - (487)
and the system reduces to the simplest case of Landau damping that we have already described in detail (even though
only in 1D geometry). We could divide (487) by (w — v k), integrate the system in 3D geometry and consider Landau
fluid closures, but this would be a bit boring right now. We want to get a bit more kinetic effects out of the system.
We need a different approach and we need to obtain a better gyrotropic limit for f().

It turns out that to obtain the correct gyrotropic limit for f(), the 3rd term in the Vlasov equation (480) cannot
be just straightforwardly neglected. The term has to be kept there, the relatively complicated integration around the
unperturbed orbit has to be performed (see Appendix, Section C), and only then the term can be removed in a limit.
This is very similar to other mathematical techniques that were encountered earlier, for example when calculating the
Fourier transform of sign() ), where instead of that function, one needs to consider sign(kn)e’o"k\\ |, and only after the
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calculation the term is removed with the limit o — 0. Without the additional term e~ ¥il that was removed later, the
calculations were not clearly defined, and a very similar situation is encountered now. Nevertheless, it is indeed mind
boggling that the complicated integration around the unperturbed orbit has to be performed to recover the gyrotropic
limit. This is exactly why the 3D case is so much more complicated than the previously studied 1D case, even though
the Landau fluid closures will not be more complicated at all, as we will see later. An alternative approach that we
will discuss only very briefly, is to use the guiding center variables where the gyrotropic limit is recovered perhaps
more naturally. However, we will skip a huge amount of calculations that lead to do the guiding center approach, so
the amount of complexity is probably similar at the end.

4.1. Gyrotropic limit for f)

We need to consider the full kinetic (V) with all non-gyrotropic effects, that is obtained in the Appendix, Section C,
eq. (C117). By using the z-component of the induction equation 0B/dt = —cV x E written in Fourier space (C141)
(that is an equation of general validity not introducing any simplifications), the general f() eq. (C117) is slightly
rewritten as

O eti(m—n)(¢—7) Jn(\r)
i n
O S g e L0 )H L (Brcos v+ By sin)

T n=—0o0 Mm=—0o0

W Ky 9for knm dfor
+7/Jn()\r) CkL Bz:| |:(1 w ) 8UL w 8’UH

Ofor nlY (6f0r Y| 3f0r)] }

8’UH w

81)” (AN 8UL (488)

+E.Jn(\r) [

This f() contains all the information of linear kinetic theory, with associated Bessel functions In(Ar), where A\, =
kivy/Q, and Q, = ¢,By/(myc). Two summations through integers “n” and “m” are present in (488), that originate
in using identities (C80), (C81). The general (488) contains “singularities” where w — kv — n, becomes zero, that
are called wave-particle resonances. For n = 0 the resonance is called the Landau resonance, and resonances for n # 0
are called cyclotron resonances. To get rid of the summations and Bessel functions, we want to consider dynamics at
spatial scales that are much larger than the particle gyroradius, which corresponds to limit A\, < 1. Additionally, we
will need to consider low-frequency limit w/Q, < 1. We find illuminating to first separate the n = 0 resonance from
all the other expressions, without performing any approximations, i.e we want to separate

1 — <1>’ <1>’ , 489
R R s (489)
Separating the n = 0 case directly yields
; O ptim(o—1) B, A for of
(O] B JnOW AT O — oy ) 2228 4 o 2O
T m;w ooy O O (w ”“”)a TRy
afOr
E.Jo(Ar . 490
+ED O G} (490)

Note that nJ,(z)/z = (Jp—1(x) 4+ Jnt1(x))/2, which when evaluated for n = 0 is zero exactly, since J_1(x)+J1(x) =0
exactly. Since there is no dependence on angles ¢, 1 inside of the big brackets, the sum can be summed (or put to its
original form where it came from)

- 4+, sin(¢p—1p) B, A for 3 for
—q—ei{ —Jg(AT)E[(w—m”)iva Ofor ]+ i, Jo (M) 20 } (491)

f(l) -
n=0 my w — k”v” 8UL ov H 8’UH

T

Very interestingly, for one B, term, the complicated denominator w — kj v cancels out, yielding

B, 8fOT k||vL aJ(‘Or 1B, 8fOT
CkJ_ [6“ + w — kHU” (%H + JO )\T w — k”U” (9’0” '

£

_r +ix, sin(¢w>{ — T

n=0 my

(492)

This is an exact kinetic expression for f(!) corresponding to n = 0 resonances, that is accompanied by an expression
for all the other resonances f(],o (that is equivalent to (488) where n # 0 is added below the sum with n). Now
considering the limit A, < 1, the Bessel functions Jo(\,) = 1, Jj(A\r) = —A,/2, the exponential term disappears,
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which yields the final f() in the gyrotropic limit that reads

BZ T k T T .EZ T
JONCES Ofor  _ Mor  Ofor| _ar i dfo , (493)
2 BQ 61@ (w — kHUH) (%H my (w — kHUH) (%H
or alternatively
f;l) _ B, a.fOr B, kllvi a.]007“ qr 1B, 8fOr (494)

— v — - .
2BO + 6’UJ_ 2BO (w — kHUH) (%H my (w — k”UH) (9’0”
—_————

p=const.

magnetic mirror force Coulomb force

As we will see shortly in Section 4.2, the expression has a very nice physical interpretation, where the first term comes
from the conservation of the magnetic moment pu, the second term comes from the magnetic mirror force and the
third term comes from the Coulomb force. The same expression is obtained by directly picking up the m = 0,n =0
contributions from the general (488). Up to replacing B, with |B], the expression agrees for example with eq. (19) of
Ferriere & André (2002), and is of course equivalent to expressions of Snyder et al. (1997) (formulated in the gyrofluid
formalism). In those works, the expression is derived perhaps more elegantly, in the so-called guiding-center limit of
the Vlasov equation (see Kulsrud (1983)). The difference between B, and |B| arises, because the fully kinetic f(*) in
(488) is linearized completely.

Note that to obtain the gyrotropic limit (493), we did not have to explicitly perform the low-frequency limit w/Q, <
1. However, it is important to emphasize that by only picking up the n = 0 resonances, we have performed the
low-frequency limit implicitly. The power series expansion of the Bessel functions for n > 0 reads (with integer n)

> (=1)%  ya\nt2s s (=1)mts /gy nt2s
Jn(z) = —_— (—) ; J_n(x) = 7(—) , 495
(z) gs!(n—i—s)! 2 () gs!(n—i—s)! 2 (495)
where the second expression can be easily replaced by J_,(z) = (=1)"J,(z). The first few terms are
z? ozt r 23 2?2zt
D) =1-Z 4 Tbs N@)=t T B = -k
r a3 z?2 a2t
J_ 24z 4. J_ =2 _Z 4. 496
1(z) 5 + 16 T 2() 3 6 +e (496)
and the derivatives of these functions read
r 1 322 r
J(r)= -2 4+ ... Jr)== -2 4 ... Jx) =2 —Z_ 4.
1 322 r
J’ =1 . J’ =2 _Z 4... 497
71(‘T) 2 + 16 + ) 72(‘/'[:) 4 24 + ) ( )

and the derivatives can be also calculated by using identity J),(z) = (Jn—1(x) — Jpt1(x))/2. In the full equation (488),
the term with E, B, components contains Jp, (z)(Jn—1(x) + Jnt1(x)), so for m = 0 terms with resonances n = £1 do
not disappear in the limit A, < 1. Similar situation is for the B, components (which for n # 0 is actually easier to
reformulate to the original formulation without the B, induction equation to recover the correct limit). If we like it or
not, to get rid of these terms and to obtain the gyrotropic limit (493), one has to do the low frequency limit w < €,
as well.

A few notes are in order. 1) If we now calculate the kinetic moments with f() described by (493), which was
obviously obtained in the low-frequency limit, and find possible fluid closures for the heat fluxes ¢, ¢ or the 4th-order
moments 7, 7L, 711, such a fluid model will not become necessarily restricted only to a low frequency regime w < 2.
At the linear level, the parallel propagating ion-cyclotron and whistler modes are completely independent from the
Landau fluid closures, and these modes remain undamped.'’ For example Figure 6 in Part 1 remains unchanged, and
the simplest ion-cyclotron resonance where w — € for high wavenumbers (neglecting FLRs), will not be suddenly
“removed” by using a low-frequency Landau fluid closure. All figures for the (strictly) parallel firehose instability
remain unchanged, and the same applies to the perpendicular fast mode.

2) There is nothing “esoteric” about ion-cyclotron resonances. Similarly to the kinetic effect of Landau damping,
the ion-cyclotron resonances just represent some integral, which indeed has some wave-particle “resonance”, i.e. the

10 The situation is different in nonlinear numerical simulations, where the modes are damped by nonlinear coupling with the strongly
Landau damped ion-acoustic (sound) mode, see for example Landau fluid simulations of Hunana et al. (2011).
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integral has some singularity in the denominator. Similarly to Landau damping, in the case of bi-Maxwellian fy this
singularity can be expressed through the plasma dispersion function Z({) (similar generalizations exist for a bi-Kappa
distribution etc.). The variable ¢ is only modified to include the resonances, and for n = +1 one can work with

_ W+ @+ ) _w-yay_ (@w-9)
1= - ) -1 — = B
i [y k) [oen L k) [ven

(498)

or for general n with ¢, = (w + n8)/(|k|j|ven)). No new discussion how to treat this singularity is required. The
singular point zy in the complex plane is only moved to some other location, and all the previous discussion about
the Landau integral fully applies. We could potentially integrate over all the ion-cyclotron resonances and obtain
expressions for the heat flux or the 4th-order moments (with the same techniques as plasma physics books do, even
though they usually stop at the 1st-order velocity moment, since it is enough to obtain the kinetic dispersion relation).
Even though complicated in detail, these would be just standard kinetic calculations. The difference between advanced
fluid and kinetic description is, that we need to find a closure after all of these kinetic calculations. I.e., we need to
find a way to express the last considered moment through lower order moments, that the closure is valid for all the
values, for example, by using the Padé approximation for R({). Such a closure remains elusive for the ion-cyclotron
resonances.

3) Advanced fluid models are not restricted to work with () in the gyrotropic limit (493). In Landau fluid models of
Passot & Sulem (2007), no assumption about the size of the gyroradius is made, and only the low-frequency condition
is used and therefore, the f(l) of these fluid models contain Bessel functions J,(\.). The integrals over dv, are
slightly more difficult, and for example if a term proportional to Jo(A)Jo(A) fo is encountered, the integration over dv .
(d*v = vy dvidvjdg) is calculated as

o 1
/ 'r‘]’r%(a:.f)eixzdx = 5670'2/2]71(0:2/2)7 (499)
0
implying
/oo JOQ(k_LvL)efou_vivldvl = |:x: ‘/QL'UL:| = L/OO Jg( ki {E)eizzxdft _ eibjo(b) (500)
0 Q a1 Jo Q. /a7 200 | ’

where the new parameter b (which should not be confused with the magnetic field unit vector 5) is

kL kivd, kiTEO) Lo o
T T ERT S L (501

Calculations like this lead to the functions T'g(b) = e°Io(b) and T'y(b) = e~*I;(b). We note that the limit b — 0 yields
Fo(b> — 1 and Fl(b) — 0.
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4.2. Coulomb force & mirror force (Landau damping & transit-time damping)

The gyrotropic limit (493) has a very meaningful physical interpretation. To clearly understand what kind of forces
are present in such a system, one needs to consider that a particle quickly gyrates around its slower moving center,
called the “guiding center”, and express the full velocity of a particle v as being composed of the quick gyration vgyro,
and a motion of the guiding center, that is further decomposed to its free motion parallel to the magnetic field line
v”B and all the possible drifts of the guiding center : the ExB drift wg, the grad-B drift, the curvature drift, the
polarization drift etc. The plasma physics books by Fitzpatrick and Gurnett & Bhattacharjee (2005) have detailed
introductions about single-particle motions in the presence of Lorentz force, where the drifts of the guiding center
are calculated. Then one should follow the gyrofluid approach, and by performing integrals over d¢ (gyro-averaging)
and by expanding for example with respect to Larmor radius, one should get the “guiding center limit” of the Vlasov
equation and the expression for f(1 One should follow Kulsrud (1983); Snyder et al. (1997) etc. Very useful paper
is also by Ferricre & André (2002), that explores the discrepancy between the usual CGL and the long-wavelength
low-frequency kinetic theory in great detail and that we follow here.

Without going through the lengthy derivation, it can be shown that at the leading order (for low frequencies w/<
and long wavelengths kry), it is sufficient to consider the motion of the guiding center with velocity

E x B

'U:’UHIA)‘F'U/E, UE:CW, (502)
where the perpendicular equation of motion satisfies the conservation of the magnetic moment
2 2
muy d(vj_) dvy v, d|B]
_ _ te = — (L) =0 = - = —_— 503
F=gmB ~ ™ =7 @\iB dt  2B| dt (503)
and the parallel equation of motion satisfies
dvy - . dug
— =qFEy —ub-V|B| —mb- —— 504
m—y = 4B — pb- V|B| —mb- —=, (504)

where E)| = b-E and d/dt = /8t +v-V = /0t + (v||5+ upg)- V. The first term on the right hand side of the above
equation is the Coulomb force, responsible for acceleration of particles along the magnetic field lines. The second term
is the magnetic mirror force, responsible for trapping of particles in the magnetic bottle. The third term is a non-
inertial force associated with the time dependence of the ExB drift of the gyrocenter. The similarity of the Coulomb
force and the magnetic mirror force can be emphasized by using the scalar potential ® and rewriting E| = —V®,
which yields

dUH du E

m—=~ = —gb - V® —pb - V|B| —mb . —= (505)
dt —_—— dt

Coulomb mirror

The similarity is immediately apparent, one just needs to replace the charge of the particle with its magnetic moment
q — p and replace ® — |B|. Therefore, in a similar way as a charged particle reacts to electric field, a gyrating
particle has a magnetic moment that reacts with the gradient of the strength (absolute value) of the magnetic field.
The damping effects associated with the Coulomb force are called Landau damping. The damping effects associated
with the mirror force are called transit-time damping or Barnes damping (Barnes 1966). Therefore, it is often stated
that the transit-time damping is a “magnetic analogue” of Landau damping. Often, the two effects are not separated
since both represent the n = 0 particle resonance and one talks only about Landau damping. Nevertheless, it is
emphasized that Landau fluid models in 3D geometry contain both damping mechanisms, and these models contain
both the Coulomb force and the mirror force.'!
The equations of motion (503), (504) should be used in gyro-averaged Vlasov equation

dUJ_ 0 dU”

(U”b—i_UE) Vf+ [ dt 8’UL dt 8’UH

= 506
ot f= (506)
and the equation should be expanded f = fo+ f(1). We are interested only in linear solutions, and we can simplify. To
avoid discussing compatibility conditions for fo (see Kulsrud (1983)), we can just simply claim, that fy does not have

any time or spatial dependence. By further noticing that linearization of up = ug) —l—ug) yields ug) = cEyx By/B? =

11 In the 1D geometry where only v|| is considered, the gyration of particles, the magnetic mirror force and the transit-time damping of
course disappear, since these effects naturally require v as well.
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0 since Fy = 0, we can immediately write that at the linear level

of® dv, 0  dv 9

Z 1) — _ i
+v”8zf [ dt Ov, dt (9’0”

-~ | fo (507)

Noticing that the ExB drift wg is always perpendicular to the direction of B (and also E) implies b-ug = 0, and the
last term in the dvj/dt equation (504) rewrites

_B'ﬁt—tE:_%(wH“E %, (508)
=0
which at the linear level disappears, since
uE.‘ﬂ%’g@.%ng).dzﬁ) _o. (509)
=0 \;/O"
The magnetic mirror force contains 9,|B| = (’L\/B%—I—B—E—FBE = b 9,B, where linearization yields 0.|B = 9,B,.

Similarly, the dv, /dt equation (503) contains d|B|/dt = b- dB/dt that linearizes as d|B|/dt = (0/dt + v)02)B.. The
linearized equations of motion therefore read

@) m g vi
dvl lin ULl 8
— =55 = > ) Bz, 11
dt 280(6t+v”a) (511)
yielding the final expression for f(!) in real space
0 vy (0 dfo q v dfo
— +0)0: ) fV = ——— (5 +v0: ) B: 57— — (=B — 5=0.B.) 3— 512
(5 *+w0:)1 5 i+ 010=) B, (B = o, >av”’ (512)

which when Fourier transformed recovers the f(!) in the gyrotropic limit (493). Instead of fully linearized equations
with B, one can also work with |B|, i.e. one can write the leading order equations of motion as

dUH q ’Ui

—I_2p - LB 513
dvy vy (0

W_ZBO(({%—’_U”&Z)'BL (514)

which yields analogous equations (512), (493) where B, is just replaced by |Bl|.
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4.3. Kinetic moments for Bi-Mazwellian fqy

Since in the Vlasov expansion the gyrotropic fo was assumed to dependent only on v, i.e. fo(v?, vﬁ) and be x,t
independent, the fluid velocity w is removed from the distribution function and the “pure” bi-Maxwellian is

|

fo = noy/ =t Eemoni—aset (515)
T
where m m
o) = ©)° o ©)° (516)
2T, 2T
I 1
or in the language of thermal speeds,
27" o7(®
I - -
Vi = e Lo v = ﬂi =aj! (517)

We prefer the o notation instead of the thermal speed vy, since in long analytic calculations, there is a less chance of
an error. We work without the species index r except for charge ¢, and mass m,. It is straightforward to calculate

that
9fo
8_1)u:‘2auvnfo (0 RIS (518)
H
0 my
%Z—ZQL’ULJCO = _W’Ulfo’ (519)
L TJ_
Instead of E., we will work with the scalar potential ® as before
The f(V) that we want to integrate reads
B, ay ko v? kv
w_ B, {v Lo _kon ]Jrq)&m 1Y 591
f BO + Lf ) (w—k”v”)fo m, I (w—k”v”) 0 ( )
or alternatively expressed with temperatures
B, m T(O) kjopv? kv
1) _ v [ ot VYL 0} L0 TS (522)
Boar® | 70 G- Fjvp) 7 (w = k)

Il Il
Now we want to calculate the linear “kinetic” moments over this distribution function. The kinetic moments are

n(l):/f(l)d%; “l(\l) _ i/v”f(l)d% (523)
Pﬁl)zmr/vﬁf(l)dgv; (1) = T/ 1ra (524)
qﬁl)zmr/“ﬁf(”d?’v sp s d = /”IU FOd = pui; (525)
om0t s o

We have so far avoided integration in the cylindrical co-ordinate system, and all the previous integral were done in
Cartesian co-coordinate system. In the cylindrical system, d®v = v dv 1dv|d¢ and the integral with respect to v, is

from 0 to co. The Gaussian integrals are
—az? 1 3 —ax? 1
dr = oV de = —;
e T 7 / xre T 5q2’

/ e dy = —\/z; / ze %" dy = —; / z?
0 2 a 0 2a 0
e 3 e 1 e 3
/ x467a12dx — _2\/f7 / x567a12dx — _3, / xﬁefamzdx — \/7 / ZC e G.CE d.’L‘ —
o 8a%\ a o a 0 16a3

Therefore, integrating over dv, d¢ is straightforward and

= A el [T o2 S
fovidv, do = 2w fovidv, =2mngy/ —e M — vie “rdv) = ngy/ —e X0,
0 ™ ™ 0 ™

=1/(2a1)

(527)
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and similarly

f Sdv | do= ﬂ _O‘Hvzi- 5 — ﬂ —auvzl,
ov  dvidp=ng e [ ; fovidvide =mng e I —;
T o T a’
« —av? 6
/ fovjdudqﬁ:no,/?”e H ey (528)

and these are all of integrals over dv, that are needed right now. The basic integrals (without singularity) calculate

1
/fod3U:’rL0; /UHdeBU = 0; /Ul‘fod V= n02 ”

3
3p 3. 0. 4y 33 _
/v” fod’v=0; /vaOd v= nOEﬁ, (529)
and each integral yields further 3 cases from (528) just by multiplying, so
1 2 6
2 ¢ 53 44 53 6 ¢ 13
d’v=ng—; 30 = np—: Bo = np—-:
/UJ_fO v nOO[L, /UJ_fO v noai, /UJ_fO v noai7
11 VI 06, 3 _ 1 6
/’UH’UJ_fodv n0204”04 /v|vj_f0dv—nog”¥, /v|vJ_f0dv—n0g”E,
3 1 4,4 ¢ 3. 3 2 4,6 ¢ 13 _ 3 6
/’UH’UJ_fodv oo Ha—, /v|vj_f0dv—n0raﬁ@, v”vJ_fodv—n()raﬁE. (530)
By using Landau integrals (53)-(57), the following integrals can be calculated
Ropfo Fiepfo
————d’v=—ngR((); /7d v =——Lsign(k)CR(O);
/ w — kv w— kv VA
kit fo no kv fo 1
T o= (G CRO) [ St = i) (3¢ + CRO))s
/ w =k o w = kv ﬁ/Q 2
kjj fo ng (3 (2
= gy — D82+ 5+ CRO), 531
/ w — k”’l)” Y Oéﬁ 4 + 2 + C (C) ( )
and each of these integrals yields further 3 cases from (528) just by multiplying, so that
Fiovl fo s 1 Riogvifo s 2
L e —noR . L e = —noR e .
J = —nor©) = [ R = noR(Q)
R vl fo s 6
— RO 532
/ w — kH’UH U 1o (C) ozi’_7 ( )

k 2,2 k 2,4
/ BT g3 - 10y RO / BT g, —jo_”signww(oa%,

w — kv V| o w =k a

kHUHUJ_fO ng 6

S 3y = — ion (K )CR(C)—: 533
B o osign(h CRIO) 5 (533)

Fpivifo o ng gl 1. Fjojvifo o no 2 2.
/w—knvn ! U__a_u(5+c R(C)>_’ /7d T (2 « R(O)O‘Q 7

/ k”’Uﬁvﬁlfo Bo— _ng

; (534)
w =k ol
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knvﬁvifo 3 1 3 1 k”vﬁvifo 3 1 3 2
———d’v=— ign(k))( ¢+ ¢C°R(C) ) —; ————d’v=— ign(ky)( =C+ CR() ) —;
/w_k”v” aﬁ/zsg (k) (56 + CRO)) - /w_k”v| ﬁ/QSg () (¢ + CRO)
Fvjvifo 5 1 6
/ w— k| d’v = _aﬁ/g Slgn(k”)(§§ + CBR(O) Ea (535)

k”vﬁvifo no 3 C 1 ' k”vﬁvifo _om 3 <2 . 9 '
/md% (44'74‘(4 (O)_a /76131)_——2(—-1-_4_(R(O)a_z7

” (62N w — k”UH OéH 4 2

kyvjvt fo no (3 ¢ 6
/ﬁ == = (5+ 5+ CR©Q) o (536)

Now it is easy to calculate the kinetic moments.

DENSITY

The density calculates

B, / o / kIIUIIUJ.2 ] ar kIIUH
=== / d3 + — — d3 + d—2 —_— d3
n [0} v v v [0} v
BO |: 0 « (w — k”’UH) 0 m, I (w - kH’UH) 0

_ Bz no CY” 1 qr
~ Do [ 2 ) R() ] + @ 2 o) (G,
so that the ratio
n® B, Q qr
—=—\1-—R —®—2qR
=1 20| - @220 re0)

and the final result reads

n B, Tio) qr
m 1= )| - o), (537)

PARALLEL VELOCITY

The parallel velocity calculates

kyvio? kyv?
(1 _ B Bo 2 / [P I / [
nou” Bo oL |:/UI|UJ'fO Vol ) (w — k”UH)fO vl my a” (w — kHUH) fO v
| S —

B, ny «p .
:—B—W—g_”a—[slgnw)w(o @20 ﬂslgn@”)a%(o
_\;L;_”Slgn(kH)CR(C) |:§O a” + &— ar 204|:| (538)
so that
27" B, T
=y L sign(lq)CR(O{ eTOR %} (539)

H Il
PARALLEL PRESSURE

The parallel pressure calculates

kyviv? kvl

w_,. B [/ s, 9 VYL, 3 ] qr / 1Y) 3
=M, —0 vivs fod’v+ — | ————— fod’v +mr<1>—2oz — fod’v
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—mTB—OM[W‘za—”(E“zR@)ﬂ‘mf‘l’m—f‘“'_u( *CRO)



83

so that

no TBO2O(H

(1+2¢0(0) | - 20 (1+22R(0),

L

and

P’ B [1 _ ﬂ(l + 2C2R(g))] Y (1 + 2<2R(<))

0Bl
-2 (1 1+ 92C?R ) B. i + oI 540
= Bo C (C) By T(O) T(O) . ( )

I I
PARALLEL TEMPERATURE

The parallel temperature calculates (linearizing p; = Tjn)

R R

i i N e (541)
that yields
" BT .
L =5 T (142 R(0) - R(Q) ) - @2 (1+267R(0) - () ) (542)
r? B 7"
B.T" ¢
— 2 _ 2L _ar
= <1 + 2¢°R(C) R(C)) [Bo TH(O) Tl(o)}
PERPENDICULAR PRESSURE
The perpendicular pressure calculates
4 2
m_mr By 4 3 ﬂ/ o A My o dr o / o
pl 2 BOQL[/UL][O ’U+ [6AR (w — k”’UH)fO v + 2 my a” (w — k”v”)fo v
m, B, 2 o 2 My _ Qr 1
=T 22 = D) RO = | + 22 L 90 (—no) R(C)—
5 Byt [noai + %( no) (C)ad T ) (=no) (C)%,
so that W
Py B. 1 o o
PL 22— 120 — ®g,—LR(0), 543
L — e 1= 2| - a0 2L i) (543
further yielding
(1) (0)
an B, [ TJ_ qr
L= Z2ol1 - 2L R(O)| — 2L _R(0). (544)
(0) B, (0) (0)
p 0 T T
PERPENDICULAR TEMPERATURE
The perpendicular temperature calculates (linearizing p; = T\ n)
Tf) B P(Ll) n®
PR Rt (545)
L Py 0
that yields
T B, { T\
b= 211 - =L R()|. (546)
70~ By TH(o)

We might be tired of calculations at this stage, but, this result nicely shows that (at the linear level and at the
long-scales and low-frequencies considered here), the Landau damping (~ E.) does not influence the perpendicular
temperature, however, the transit-time damping still does.
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PARALLEL HEAT FLUX
The parallel heat flux calculates

B. kjvitv?

q(l):mr—ou v ’UJ_fodBU—Fa” I [

I Bo [ oL
N—————
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(w — kHUH)de U] * mrq)mr 2aH / (w — kHUH)de v H H

B, C 3 1 dr
_mTB—O =373 ﬁ/2 31gn(k|)< + C (C)) Z — mT(I)m_T2aH ﬁ/2 51gn(k|)<

S+ ERO) - 39!

nomr C B: a oy 0),,(1)
Q)
so that
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=— \/L_Hsign(lq) (C +2C°R(¢) — 3<R(C)) {

or alternatively

27" B. T
qr
qﬁl):_ Trl\ TH( )51gn(k|)<c+ 2C3R(¢) — 3CR(C)> {Bo 70 (I)T(O)] (548)
Il I
PERPENDICULAR HEAT FLUX
The perpendicular heat flux calculates
kool kyviv?
W _meB. e H/ oL, s L Mg O, / 1917 ¢ g3y — p @y (D
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(1)
1 B.2oy | 54, (1)
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p(f) \/_H By o m, I
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= sign(ky)(R 549
- RO T L (549)
or alternatively
2T(0) T(o) B,
1) _ . (0)
il ==\ S s RO F (550)

The perpendicular heat flux q(j) (similarly to the perpendicular temperature Tf))7 is also not directly influenced by
the Landau damping (~ E.), even though it is influenced by the transit-time damping (~ B.).
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4TH-ORDER MOMENT 7

The 4th-order moment | calculates

kjvov? kyo?
w_, B: Pt 2 YL, s 3.9 9 / [
Tl mTBOaL [/U|Ulfo v+ — oL (w— k”v”)fo v +my o o (= k”v”)fo v
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JTH-ORDER MOMENT DEVIATION 7
The 4th-order moment “deviation” %(HTI) calculates (linearizing rj = miTpHT“ + 7 with definitions rﬁ(ﬂ) = mirpl(lo)T”(O)
and 7“(”?') =0)
MO p(O) 70 (0)?
I I I I
or equivalently
Q) p@)
~_ @ _ 3 0PI
ST T P T <p<0> +—T(0)>’ (554)

which yields
(0)(0)

S0 PUT fp y 2 B.1" g
A = (262 + 4 R(Q) + BR(C) 3~ 12¢*R(Q) ) | 52 EeoRErolk (555)
I I
4TH-ORDER MOMENT |,
The 4th-order moment 7|, calculates
kyvdv? kyvdv?
(1) _ mr Bz e ||/ YL o s o Mg Oy / [
ML= BOMUUWJO vt (w_kHU”)fo M Tl (w_kHU”)fo v
m, B, ng o 2 (1 9 My - Qr ng 1 9
= 22 _ 2 S+CRQ)| - 2ol (5 +¢CR©)
2 Boou{mai ou_noaﬂai 2+< (©) 2 m, a“OéHCU_ 2+< (©)
m, B, ng 1 9 1 B, q
=—— —my — R )— i R L)
2 Boa”Ou_ mn0(2+< (C) OCHCU_ |:BQCYJ_ 2 my OZ||
so that
(0)(0) (0)
m_Pjpt &_( 2 )BT 1
1= {2 5.~ (2HACRO) | 5 70 + 2<1>T”(0> (556)
4TH-ORDER MOMENT DEVIATION 7).
The 4th-order moment “deviation” ?‘ﬁ? calculates (for example linearizing r|, = mLTpHT 'L + 71 with definitions
KO = 070 1 540 )

I = mrP)
ORI CO RS
r P
"L P VT
S (557)
oot re o
e op T



86

or equivalently

(1) (1)

~_ w1 o 0P TL
ML T P T <W+W ’ (558)

" P L

and the result is (0) (0)
p T Bz
H el (1 +2C2R(C) — R(c)). (559)

my
4TH-ORDER MOMENT r |

The 4th-order moment r, | calculates

6 4
1 _mr B 6 ¢ 3 ﬂ/ Flogvi ;s My o O / L LA
TJ‘J‘ 4 BQQL{/’ULJCO v+0u_ (w—kH’U”)fO vt 4 my a” (w—kH’U”)fO Y
m, B, 6 o 6 My - Qr 2
=——= —_ - — — | - —P—2 R({)—
e e ooy = SLnaR(O 1y | - T 2RO -
(560)
and the result is (©)m(®) ©
m _ 2 T %(_TL )_ ar
VL= o~ {330 1 T”(O)R(C) <I>TH(O)R(C) . (561)
4TH-ORDER MOMENT DEVIATION 7 |
The 4th-order moment deviation ?‘ﬂll calculates (for example linearizing r; | = W%p T, + 7 with definitions
) = 2070 a7} =0)
1 1 1 1
© -~ 0o oo (562)
LTI Ty i1
or equivalently
0) (0 1 1
A =) - 2T (ﬁ N )) (563)
my p(f) TiO)
which yields
7l =o. (564)

. . . . 1
This is an excellent news, since we will not have to consider closures for ?{J_J)_
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4.4. Landau fluid closures in 8D

Let’s separate the kinetic moments to two groups. The first group:

o7

ul(ll) _ m”r sign(k)CR(C) [%% + @%} ; (565)
% =- (1 +26°R(C) - R(O) % % + @%} ; (566)
gV =- 2:1(0) noﬂ<0>sign(k|)<< +2¢*R(¢) - 3<R(<>> [ﬁ—o% + 1?{0)] : (567)
" I I
Rl = — 1%7;'(0) (262 +4¢*R(Q) +3R(Q) 3~ 12C*R(C) [%% + o TT(TO )] , (568)
And the second group:
% -1 %R(O} = (569)
¢V =- %&P%agn(k”)cmo% (570)
HO p(j:%it)) (1 +2C2R(C) — R(g)) %Z), (571)

One immediately notices that the moments in the first group, are extremely similar to the moments we obtained in

the simplified case of 1D geometry, where we neglected the transit-time damping, i.e. in the system (78)-(84). In fact,
)
g—z ;{0) + @% is replaced by @% Therefore there is nothing more

I I I
(1)

we can do here, and all the discussion and closures from 1D geometry, applies here in 3D geometry to closures for q)

the system is completely the same, if the variable

and ?{”h) without any changes. So for example,

2 -
Rs2(0) : qﬁl) = —ﬁnovthnwgn(k”)TH(l); (572)
) ~1) 2y/m . 1y, (32—=97) , )
Ry3(¢) = —mvthw&gn(kn)q” + mvth”nOT” ) (573)

and similarly for all the other closures that we considered in the 1D geometry.
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4.4.1. Closures for qi and 7)1

For the second group, we do not have much choices and the calculations are quite simpler. In comparison to the
first group, the expressions for q(j) and 7:{”11 contain only powers ¢ and ¢2. On one hand, this is good news since the
analytic calculations are simpler and we will explore all possible cases of closure very quickly. On the other hand, this
means that we will be able to use only relatively low-order Padé approximants to R({), implying that the closures will
be less accurate.

To easily spot closures, it is perhaps beneficial to use

o7 7 B
Y S| _t1i o _ D=
'Ut,h” - my, ’ a;D - T(o)? BZ — B_Q, (574)

and the moments read

PRI
@ =B, {1 - apR(C)} ; (575)
¢\ =—vp" aysign(ky ) B. {CR(C)}; (576)
A =~y p LB [+ 2CR(Q) - R(Q)|. (577)

Before proceeding with Padé approximants, it is very beneficial to briefly consider the limit { < 1, where the R(¢) — 1.

And a problem is immediately apparent. The quantities qg_l) and ?ﬁlﬁ are small and converge to zero, however, this is

in general not true for the perpendicular temperature Tj_l), where the result depends on the temperature anisotropy

ratio a,. With anisotropic mean temperatures (a, # 1), the quantity Tj_l) will remain finite and will not converge to
zero due to cou(pling with magnetic field perturbations B,, essentially because of conservation of magnetic moment.
The quantity T' Ll), at least as is written now, is therefore not suitable for construction of closures. Or in another words,
the technique with Padé approximants of R(¢) will not work, since the technique is based on matching the expressions
for all ¢ values. To consider closures, we have to separate this finite contribution, so that the Padé technique can be
used, i.e. by writing

7 N B
TJ(_O) =B:|1-ap+ap— apR(C)} = B.(1 —ap) + B.ay [1 - R(O} )
1L
and by moving the finite contribution to the left hand side
T -
o T+ Belap —1)=Beap {1 - R(C)} : (578)
L

Eyn

Therefore, instead of looking for closures with Tj_l), we have to look for closures with a quantity that is proportional
to the left hand side of this equation, that we call 7, (T written with “mathcal” command in latex), and for clarity
written with the full notation

YT B, B. T
=Tt (—Tl(o) )B—O, T, = B [1- R (579)

where on the left is the definition of the new quantity, and on the right is the kinetic moment that this new quantity
satisfies. Only now we are ready to use the Padé approximants of R({) and construct closures.
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1-POLE CLOSURE

By using approximant R;((), the moments calculate
Ri(Q):  D=(1- iﬁc)- (580)
71 - ap |: Z\/_<:| (581)

. 1
¢ = —vthnpi)apSlgn(ku )B. ) M ; (582)
1 a
A =~ p® % B 202 — iv/ac], (583)

and the heat flux qﬂ_l) can be directly expressed through 7 according to

(0)
p .
R1(C) : q(f) = ——\/L%vtthSlgﬂ(kn)ﬁ, (584)

and using full notation and transforming to real space
(0) T(l) (T(O) ) Bz]

an
Ryi(Q) : ¢V == th|74 Bl
<o> (0) B
4 T 0

(585)

Up to the replacement of B, with |B|, the closure is equivalent for example to eq. (40) of Snyder et al. (1997) (their
thermal speeds do not contain the factors of 2). The closure is similar to the corresponding closure for the parallel
heat flux (572), and for isotropic temperatures the term ~ B, disappears. The closure is therefore very useful for
understanding of the collisionless heat flux, however, the closure is not very accurate and for ¢ > 1, the heat flux (582)
does not disappear and instead, converges to an asymptotic value. Alternatively, since later on, the normalization is
always done with respect to parallel quantities

(1)

T( ) B,
Ri(C) %:_it/h—”H{T (%‘1)3#0} (586)
Il Il

1)

and when the temperature Ti is expressed through the pressure and density, it is useful to note the difference between

7W P(f) n®

-L 4L
RN
Tf) (1) n®
H(O) |(‘0) apn—o. (587)
2-POLE CLOSURES
Continuing with the Rz ¢({) approximant, the moments calculate
Roo(Q):  D=(1-ivm¢ —2¢); (588)
~ 1
T =a,B. [ - 262~ iv(]; (589)
. ~ 1
¢\ = —vap apsign(ky ) B- ) M ; (590)
1 0)ap 5 1 .
A == 2B 5 [ - v (591)
The ?ﬁ [ can be expressed through qg_) and the closure reads
7T ..
Roo(¢): 7)) = \é_vth|\181gn(k||)q(f)7 (592)

or in real space

™
Ra0(Q) : Aﬁlﬁ _§Uth||HQS_1)- (593)
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The closure with Rs ¢(¢) is naturally more precise that the closure with R;(¢), and both q( ) and 7:(” j at least converge

to zero for ¢ > 1. The closure is equivalent to eq. (35) of Snyder et al. (1997).
There are 3 another closures that can be constructed with R ¢(¢), all of them time-dependent. The first one is

obtained by searching for ({ + aq)q(j) = a77T,, and the solution is

(0)

The closures (595) and (593) are related. In the companion paper (Part 1), we derived “fluid” nonlinear equation for
perpendicular heat flux dq, /0t. Linearizing this equation yields
(0)

B,
+ 0, A(“i) th”a T —|— vth||( — 1)8Z— =0, (597)
2 By

T
Roo(Q): [¢+ 257 ol = Bhovisien(y) 7o
VT ¥,
[— 1w + TUtthH@ qi):—?vghnlkHTL, (594)
and in real space
. d V7 w_ o, o B

Ra0(C) [E — TUthHazH} == UthH(f? [T(O) + (W — 1) BTJ (595)

Alternatively, considering future normalization with parallel quantities

, d V= ¢ _ thn " B.

Ra0(¢) {E - TUth”azH] @ 0. { +ay (ap )B—O} (596)

8q Oq, "
ot

where since at the linear level 8,b, = 0, the quantity V - b 2 10 (0:By + 0yBy) = —B%)asz- Now by plugging the
quasi-static closure (593) into the linearized heat flux equation (597), immediately recovers the time-dependent closure
(595). As discussed before, the difference between B, and |B| again arises only from how “deeply” the linearization
is done. For example, exact calculation of V - b yields

- B b
vb:v-(—)——v B+B- v( ) V|B|, (598)
B/ Bl Bl 1B
and instead of linearizing completely, it is possible to stop the linearization at the level V - b= ——8 |B|.

Another closure can be constructed by searching for (¢ + aT)rﬁ l) = ar7T,, and the solution is

1 z
Rool@): [o+ f} L= \F P b 7L (599)
[_i“+ \/_Uthll|kll|} ML= %PL Oy 1Ry 715
d 7w VT (0) T(l) Tio) B,
3~ 50 rfl) =+ 20 0. H{ o+ (W -1) BTJ’ (600)

and yet another related one by searching for Crl(llﬁ = aqq(ll) + a7, with solution

Q .
Rop(@: ¢rll) =~ Tunysign(iya - Tp 0, 71 (601)
. a T o VT o
—zwrﬁﬁ :+th2h”zk”q5_) - Tpg_)vf’hn LA
d (1) \/— (0) T(l) Tio) B,
L= Ty thnazfu T PL Vi Oz H[ (—T(O) - 1) B#O] (602)
I

(1)

The last closure (602) can also be directly obtained from (600) by using the quasi-static closure (593) and HH = —
Both closures (602), (600) are not very interesting, since the quasi-static closure (593) for 7. and the time-dependent
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closure (595) for the heat flux q(j) are of the same precision and much simpler to implement. Importantly, after

checking the dispersion relations, closure (602) has to be disregarded since it can produce positive growth rate.

For completeness, there is also 1 time-dependent closure with R 1 approximant ¢ q(j) = ar7T) that is not considered
and is disregarded, since that approximant is not well-behaved.

3-POLE CLOSURES

As in the 1D case, we can suppress writing the proportionality constants (including the minus signs) and concentrate
only on expressions inside of the big brackets. Continuing with the Rs1({) approximant

Ra(©): D=(1-2z¢—2 + 2 ); (603)
Ti~t [%%@ ~ 22— iy (604)
d\~ %[—i(‘l%/;)c%c}; (605)

A~ = [ — V. (606)

No quasi-static closures are possible. A time-dependent closure can be constructed by searching for (¢ + aT)?“ﬁll) =

aqq(f), and the solution reads

. W T (),
33,1(0- [C I—n } L= UthHmSlgn(kH)qL ;
VT T ()
{— iw + v [k |} L= Ufhumlknfu : (607)
and in real space
. d V= ) _ o T (1)
R3.1(C) {E - Evchnaﬁl} L= —Uchnmazfu - (608)
Continuing with the Rs 2({) approximant
3. 2 3
Roa(©): D= (1-3ivaC =20 +ivac); (609)
1. .
Ti~— [z\/ﬂ‘?’ o zﬁ(}; (610)
W L7 % —a ]
qr D[ 2ﬁC +<}, (611)
1 .
A~ o [ - zﬁ(] (612)
By searching for (¢ + ogr)?ﬁlﬁ = aqqil), yields a closure
29 .
Rs32(C) : [C + ﬁ}ﬁnlﬁ :vth||51gn(k”)q(j);
, 2 ,
|~ et el 7 = oyl (613)
and in real space
d 2
R32(¢) : {E - ﬁvthuaz?"l}?ﬁlﬁ = _vt2h||azq5_l)' (614)

Closures (608), (614) are equivalent to closures of Passot & Sulem (2007), after one prescribes gyrotropic limit in that
paper (and replaces the wrong coefficient in the Rs1(¢) closure introduced by Hedrick & Leboeuf (1992)).
Finally, it is indeed possible to construct an o(¢?) closure for the perpendicular quantities considered, by using the
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R3.0(¢) approximant. The moments calculate

Rio@:  D=(1-i -8 gy T,

4—m
Ti~ 5 [2ivA] :j’c”’ S RN
¢V~ —[—l\/_ +C};
i~ g v

and by searching for (¢ + ar)?“ﬁf = aqq(ll) + arT, yields a closure

31— 8 -7 N
2\/_(( ))}A{Il ”thﬂﬂmgn(kﬂ)qi +p(f)vth||4\/_((”_ ))71;

. : 1o 6 — 57
{ 2\(/_( ) )vthl\ |k|\ @ L= vth” mlkl\q(l) S?)vgh” 4(;_( ))

and the full expression in real space reads (Hunana et al. 2018)

Rs,0(C) [C +

|/€|||71,

8zq(f)

Rso(C) : [d (3 — 8) (4—71'

2
Py S H} Ml T T g —g)

(1) 0
0,3 (16 —57) T " B
L g )8ZH[Tj°) +(T(O) Y%,)

or again considering normalization with respect to parallel quantities

~(1)
d (37 — 8) TIL 4—7 9 qi)

R3,0(¢) : P mvthnaﬂi W thnﬁ : ﬁo)

8 —5m) ’H,[T(l) ap(a, ~1)72].

CayEE =) T

The R30(¢) has precision o(¢?), o(1/¢?).

(615)
(616)
(617)

(618)

(619)

(620)

(621)
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4.5. Table of moments (T'L,qL,7| 1) for various Padé approzimants

The following summarizing table for quantities TJ_(TF)),q(j),?ﬁE is created to clearly see the possibilities of a

closure. All the proportionality constants (including the minus signs) and including the common denominator of R((),
are suppressed here. The approximants Rz 1, R4 5, Re,9, Rs 13 are marked with an asterisk “*”, because these do not

account for the Landau residue and are not well-behaved. These approximants are provided only for completeness and
should be disregarded.

1-pole and 2-pole approximants
Ry | Roo | R34

To| ¢ |G ¢

¢’ ¢ | ¢
Al ¢ ¢

3-pole approximants
R30 R34 Rs0
IS GN G NN RSN CNG
il B SN I CNO IENG
RIS ¢ ¢

4-pole approximants

Ry Ry Ryp Ry Ry R
To| ¢ ¢r | ¢ e e et e
q(j) G| B3| BB B
A B ] B | g | ¢
5-pole and 6-pole approximants

Rs Rs1 |- | Rse Re Re1 |-+ | Regs Rg o

S NS R NG RN NG RERY el e R Al R N R Gl e N G N
q(j) S I R I T e e IV Il I IV IRl I e e
7:4”12 A NI B s Y P VS S N Ve Sl BV e

7-pole and 8-pole approximants
Rz Req |- | Rrao Rs Rg1 |-+ | Rgaz RS 13

T |7 | T [T || B | B e | B ] 8,05, ¢4
q(j) O[O [ B[ T T | T T,
724”1) SR T T e B e S VI I VB I e

By observing the table, there are altogether 2 possible quasi-static closures:

Ry : q(j) =arTL;

Rop ?ﬁlﬁ :Oéqq(ll)a (622)
and 6 time-dependent closures:
Rao: (C+ Oéq)q(f) =arTL; (C+ ar)%{”i) =arTy; i) = B ar T
Rso: (¢C+ ar)?“ﬁlﬁ = aqqi) +arTi;
Rsi1: (C+ ar)?“ﬁlﬁ = aqq(j),
Rsp: (C+an)i) =agql!. (623)
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We briefly checked dispersion relations that these closures yield for parallel propagation (proton species only, elec-

trons cold), where the q(j) and 7“(”11 closures produce only higher-order modes. This eliminated one Rj ¢ closure that

produced a growing mode. The R; closure yields ¢ = —i/+/7; the remaining Rs o closures yield { = /8 — w/4—iy/7/4
(result reported also in the Appendix of Hunana et al. (2011)), the Rg o closure yields ( = £0.92 — 0.914; { = —1.023;
the Rs 1 closure yields ¢ = £0.96 — 0.644; ¢ = —0.787; and the R3 o closure yields ¢ = £1.04 — 0.33%; ¢ = —0.474.
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5. CONCLUSIONS

We offer a brief summary of the major results discussed throughout the text.

e The kinetic Vlasov equation implicitly contains “singularities” in velocity space, referred to as wave-particle
resonances. These resonances occur, because particles of a given species traveling along magnetic field lines with
a velocity component v interact with plasma waves propagating in that system with a parallel phase speed
(w + nQ)/ky, where Q is the cyclotron frequency for that given species and n = 0,£1,£2... is an integer.
Wave-particle resonances can be separated into Landau resonances (n = 0) and cyclotron resonances (n # 0).

e The presence of wave-particle resonances in the Vlasov equation is revealed by considering perturbations f(1) =
f— fo around an equilibrium distribution function fy, and by obtaining an explicit expression for f(1) that satisfies

the Vlasov equation. For example, in a simplified 1D electrostatic geometry (which can be viewed as electrostatic
igE) 8fo/0v)
T Tm w—v k|

propagation along By), the perturbations read f M = , and contain Landau resonances.

e Obtaining f*) in a general 3D electromagnetic geometry requires quite complicated procedure of integration
along an unperturbed orbit (zero-order trajectory, from time ¢’ = —oco to t' = t), see eq. (15). The procedure can
be considered as a core of any plasma book and here it is summarized in Appendix C. General f(!) perturbations
around a gyrotropic fy are given by eq. (C117). Prescribing bi-Maxwellian fy yields (C123), and prescribing
bi-Kappa fo yields (C127). Obviously, perturbations f() ~ W, and contain Landau resonances and
cyclotron resonances.

e After an f(!) is obtained, integration over velocity space can be performed, eventually yielding an infinite

hierarchy of “kinetic” moments. Combining Maxwell’s equations V x B = 47” 7+ %%—? and V x E = —%%—?
yields the following wave equation
2 A1
kx(kxE)+“—2(ﬂj+E):o. (624)
A\ w

Therefore, to obtain full dispersion relation of kinetic theory, it is sufficient to stop the hierarchy at the 1st-order
(velocity) moment, which determines the current j = > ¢ n,u, = o - E. Calculations of pressure or higher-
order kinetic moments are not necessary and thus typically omitted (provided that the full non-gyrotropic f )
is considered, so that the perpendicular velocity moments u, are non-zero). In addition to the conductivity
tensor o, one can also use the susceptibility tensor x = %a, and the dielectric tensor € = x + I (the I is a
unit matrix and here it represents contributions of the displacement current). The definitions of x and € are
naturally motivated by the wave equation (624).

e In Landau fluid models, the kinetic hierarchy has to be calculated at least up to the 3rd-order (heat flux) moment,
or preferably, the 4th-order moment 7 (or beyond). Importantly, a closure has to be found where the last retained
moment is expressed through lower-order moments. Subsequently, a simplification of f() is necessary, and in
general one needs to impose low-frequency limit w/Q < 1, which eliminates the n # 0 cyclotron resonances. The
exception is the 1D electrostatic geometry, where the low-frequency restriction is not required, and closures for
arbitrary frequencies (and wavelengths) can be obtained.

e In the 3D electromagnetic geometry, we restricted our attention to perturbations f(!) in the gyrotropic limit,
see eq. (493). In this geometry, in addition to the low-frequency limit, one also assumes that the gyroradius is
small, which corresponds to the limit k; v, /Q < 1 (the gyroradius is defined as vgn) /€2, but here the limit is
applied directly on f(1) before integration over velocity space). It is rather mind boggling that to obtain the
correct f() in the laboratory reference frame, one needs to first calculate the complicated integration around
the unperturbed orbit, and only then prescribe the gyrotropic limit.

e Alternatively, the f(*) in the gyrotropic limit can be derived by using the guiding-center reference frame, and
by imposing the conservation of the magnetic moment in the Vlasov equation from the beginning. Then, it is
possible to show that various terms in f(!) correspond to the conservation of magnetic moment, electrostatic
Coulomb force (which yields Landau damping), and magnetic mirror force (which yields transit-time damping,
also called Barnes damping), see eq. (494) and Section 41.2.
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e We considered Landau fluid closures only for a bi-Maxwellian fy (which in the 1D geometry simplifies to

Maxwellian fy), even though one should be able to construct closures for a different fy with a similar tech-
nique.

In the 1D electrostatic geometry, the kinetic hierarchy calculated up to the 4th-order moment is given by eq.
(78)-(84). All the moments contain the plasma response function R(¢) = 1+ ¢Z(¢), where Z(¢) is the plasma
dispersion function defined by eq. (35), and the variable { = m Importantly, the ¢ variable is here defined
with |k | = sign(k))ky. If the ¢ variable is defined with k||, the plasma dispersion function has to be redefined to

Zo(€), eq. (39). The R(¢) in the kinetic hierarchy can be quickly interpreted according to eq. (49).

It is impossible to find any “direct” rigorously exact fluid closure in the kinetic hierarchy of moments. In other
words, it is impossible to take the last retained n-th order moment, and directly express it through lower-order
moments by using exact un-approximated R(¢) function, in such a way that the closure eliminates the R(()
function. Technically, such a closure is possible only when n — co.

To find a closure, the R(¢) in the kinetic hierarchy needs to be analytically approximated, for example by a
suitable Padé approximant R, ,,/(¢) (as a ratio of two polynomials in ¢). Approximants Ry, ,,-(¢) are constructed
by matching power series expansions |(]| < 1 of R({), see eq. (91), and asymptotic series expansions || > 1, see
eq. (125). Perhaps the most convenient is to expand (251).

Importantly, contributions from the Landau residue ~ ¢ e~ in R(¢) are retained in the power series expansion,
however, the contributions are eliminated in the asymptotic series expansion (since there is no asymptotic
expansion of 6_42). The same procedure is used in the kinetic solver WHAMP. Consequently, deeply down in
the lower complex plane where damping becomes very large, Padé approximants of R({) become less accurate.

Another example is the Langmuir mode, see Section 3.15, where in the long-wavelength limit the frequency w does
not decrease, but is equal to the plasma frequency. Thus, |(| > 1, and the Landau damping of the Langmuir
mode in the long-wavelength limit typically disappears much more rapidly in kinetic theory than in Landau
fluid models (see Figure 7), which is a direct consequence of the missing Ce’gz in the asymptotic expansions
of R(¢). Nevertheless, at spatial scales that are shorter than five Debye lengths, the damping of the Langmuir
mode can be captured very accurately in a fluid framework, see closure (478) and Figure 10. Notably, it was
indeed the example of the Langmuir mode that was used by Landau (1946) to predict this collisionless damping
phenomenon.

We introduced a new classification scheme, that we consider more natural than previous classifications. The
n index in R, ,(C) represents the number of poles, and the “basic” approximant R, (¢) is defined as having
the correct (leading-order) asymptote —1/(2¢?), see eq. (162). The R, o(¢) therefore correctly captures the
asymptotic profile of the Oth-order (density) moment, and approximants with less asymptotic points should be
avoided if possible. The R, /() is defined as using n’ additional points in the asymptotic series expansion in
comparison to R, 0(¢). The exception is the 1-pole approximant R;(¢) = T{EC’ which obviously does not have
the correct asymptote.

Approximant R, ,,-(¢) has power series precision o(¢2"~3~"") and asymptotic series precision o(¢~2~"). Analytic
forms of 2-pole approximants of R(¢) and Z(¢) are given in Section 3.3.1, 3-pole approximants in Section 3.3.2
and 4-pole approximants in Section 3.3.3. In Appendix A, we provide valuable tables of 5-, 6-, 7- and 8-pole
approximants of R({), many in an analytic form. The precision of all approximants is compared in Section 3.5.

The limit |¢| < 1 can be viewed as isothermal limit, and |¢| > 1 can be viewed as adiabatic limit. Therefore,
classical adiabatic fluid models discussed in Part 1 can be obtained by considering a high phase-speed limit
|kiu| > vy The exception is the generalized isothermal (“static”) closure used to capture the mirror instability,

where a low phase-speed limit |kiu| < vy must be used.

In many instances, solely expanding in || < 1 or || > 1 is not appropriate, and the R({) together with Z(¢{) can
be viewed as the most important functions of kinetic theory. For example, considering proton-electron plasma
at scales that are much longer than the Debye length, the dispersion relation of the parallel ion-acoustic mode is
given by eq. (423), and for equal proton and electron temperatures it reads R((,) + R({.) = 0. No expansion of

R(() is possible, since the numerical solution is ¢, = £1.46 —0.63:. Only when electrons are hot and T”(eo) > TH(S)’
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a simplified dispersion relation for the ion-acoustic mode can be obtained by prescribing |¢,| > 1 and || < 1. By
employing Padé approximants R,, »/(¢) in Landau fluid closures, the R(({) function is analytically approximated
for all ¢ values, see Figures 2 and 3.

For the 1D electrostatic geometry, all the Landau fluid closures that can be constructed for the heat flux ¢ and
the 4th-order moment perturbation 7 = r — 3p?/p, are summarized in eq. (299)-(300). The same closures are
obtained in the 3D electromagnetic geometry for parallel moments ¢ and 7). These closures do not have any
restrictions for frequencies and wavenumbers, and are therefore valid from the largest astrophysical scales down
to the Debye length.

Landau fluid closures can be separated into two categories. 1) A closure is called static (or quasi-static), when
the last retained moment X; is directly expressed through lower-order moments. 2) A closure is called dynamic
(or time-dependent), when (X; + aX; is expressed through lower-order moments (where « is a coefficient). After
a dynamic closure is transformed to real space, 9/0t is replaced by the convective derivative d/dt to preserve
Galilean invariance.

In real space, all the closures contain the negative Hilbert transform operator H, defined according to H f(z) =
—% x f(z) = —1V.P. S > f(zz—_,z)dz’, where * represents convolution. The H operator in closures comes from

- T —o0
Fourier space, where it is equal to isign(k|). In real space, the H operator represents non-locality of closures,
and ideally, the integrals in H f(z) should be calculated along magnetic field lines. The effect is pronounced in
numerical simulations, where calculating the Hilbert transform along the ambient magnetic field By can cause

instabilities, see Passot et al. (2014).

For example, the simplest closure for the heat flux ¢ is given by eq. (319) of Hammett & Perkins (1990) (or
equivalently by (572) when written in the 3D geometry). The simplest closure for the heat flux ¢, is given by
eq. (585) of Snyder et al. (1997). Both closures are proportional to the Hilbert transform of temperatures 7},
T, . Therefore, Landau fluid closures yield gyrotropic heat fluxes ¢, ¢ that are non-local, and influenced by
temperatures along the entire magnetic field line. Notably, this is in contrast to “classical” non-gyrotropic heat
flux vectors S”_, Sj: discussed in Part 1, which were local and proportional to the gradient of temperatures.

In the 3D electromagnetic geometry in the gyrotropic limit, the closure for the perturbation 7, is simply
711 = 0. One needs to consider only closures for g, and 7|, which are given in Section 4.4 and summarized in
eq. (622)-(623).

Only one static closure for ¢, is available, the closure (585) of Snyder et al. (1997). However, the closure is
obtained with the R;({) approximant. Since ¢, ~ (R((), see eq. (570) or (582), using R;({) implies that for
large ¢ values the heat flux does not disappear and instead converges to a constant value, which is erroneous.
Additionally, for ¢ > 1 the real part of R;({) even has a wrong sign, see Figure 2. The R;(({) is still a valuable
approximant for small || < 1 values, and a Landau fluid model with static heat flux closures (572), (585)
recovers the correct mirror threshold.

If one comes to the conclusion that the R;({) approximant is unsatisfactory, then no static closure for ¢, is
available. Consequently, 3D Landau fluid simulations are possible only if the heat fluxes ¢, g1 are described
by time-dependent equations. Of course, one could possibly consider a model with a static ¢ closure and
time-dependent ¢, closure.

Perhaps, the most natural way to perform 3D Landau fluid simulations is to keep the “classical” nonlinear
evolution equations for g and g, obtained in Part 1, and use static Landau fluid closures for the perturbations
of the 4th-order moment. Of course, it is easy to imagine that in some numerical simulations the heat flux
equations might be “too much nonlinear”, i.e. responsible for instabilities. In such a case, the dynamic (linear)
heat flux closures might be useful to verify the instability.

For the 7| moment, there are 3 static closures available: the R4 closure (285), the Ry3 closure (292) of
Hammett & Perkins (1990), and the Ry 4 closure (298). In real space, the Ry o closure is given by (325), the R4 3
closure by (324) and the R4 4 closure by (326). The Ry closure has the highest power-series precision o(¢?),
and the Ry 4 closure has the highest asymptotic-series precision o(¢~°). It is of course difficult to recommend
which closure is clearly better without considering a specific situation.
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e We considered the example of the ion-acoustic mode, see Figures 5, 6 and associated discussion. The R4 4

closure can be useful for simulations with sufficiently high electron temperatures, namely 7 = T./T, > 15,
which corresponds to (, > 3. However, such simulations will be perhaps not performed very frequently. In
the most interesting regime with comparable proton and electron temperatures (or 7 € [1,5]) the most precise
static closure is by far the R4 closure. Nevertheless, the R4 3 closure is still a globally precise closure. We
can only recommend to use both the Ry 2 closure (325) of Hunana et al. (2018) and the R4 3 closure (324) of
Hammett & Perkins (1990), and clarify possible differences in numerical simulations. The differences might be
more pronounced during nonlinear dynamics.

As an example, Landau fluid simulations of turbulence typically show a curious behavior (see e.g. Perrone et al.
(2018) and references therein), that at sub-proton scales, the spectrum of the parallel velocity field u| is much
steeper in kinetic simulations than in Landau fluid simulations. In contrast to the R4 3 closure, our Ry 2 closure
contains the parallel velocity u). It would be interesting to explore if the R4 2 closure influences the u spectrum.

For the 7| moment, there is only one static closure, the Ry o closure (593) of Snyder et al. (1997).

If higher precision is desired, one can use dynamic closures for the 7| and 7| | moments, which however introduces
two additional evolution equations. Of course, it is possible to use dynamic closure only for the 7| moment. As
discussed above, it appears that closures with the highest power-series precision (p.s.p.) are the most desirable
(at least for T, ~ T). Concerning the 7| moment, the static R4 closure has p.s.p. 0(¢3). Thus, it is possible
to have a view that a worthy dynamic closure for 7| should have a p.s.p. o(¢*). There is only one such closure,
the Rs 3 closure (397) of Hunana et al. (2018).

Concerning dynamic closures for the 7, moment, the static Rz closure (593) has a p.s.p. o(¢). Therefore,
a worthy dynamic closure for the 7| moment should have a p.s.p. 0(¢?), or higher. There are only two such
closures. One with a p.s.p. 0(¢?), the R3; closure (608) of Passot & Sulem (2007); and one with a p.s.p. o(¢?),
the R, closure (620) of Hunana et al. (2018).

To summarize, if one desires the highest power-series precision that is available at the 4th-order moment level,
one should use the dynamic Rs 3 closure (397) for the 7| moment, and the dynamic R3¢ closure (620) for the
7). moment. Nevertheless, the dynamic closures might not be worth the computational cost, and it is possible
to have a view that the static closures are sufficiently precise. In that case, for the 7| moment one should use
either the Ry o closure (325), or the Ry 3 closure (324) (see the discussion above), and for the 7|, moment the
Rg o closure (593). Alternatively, one can use a dynamic closure only for the 7, moment. In that case, it is
possible to match the power-series precision of 7| and 7, moments. The precision 0(¢?) is achieved by using
the Ry 3 closure (324) for the 7 moment and the Rs; closure (608) for the 7| moment. The precision o(¢?)
is achieved by using the Ry > closure (325) for the 7| moment and the R3¢ closure (620) for the 7, moment.

The most surprising result discussed in Part 2 is the observation that some closures reproduce a considered
kinetic dispersion relation exactly, after R(() is replaced by the approximant R, ,/(¢) used to obtain that fluid
closure. We consider this observation as highly non-trivial and not obvious. For example, a 1D fluid model
described by eq. (428)-(435) that uses the Ry 3 closure for the 7| moment, has a dispersion relation that is
equivalent to the kinetic dispersion relation (423), after the R(() is replaced by the R4 3(¢). The results are
equivalent only after the R4 3((,) and R4 3(¢) terms in (423) are transferred to the common denominator and
the resulting numerator is made to be equal to zero. That example concerns the ion-acoustic mode, but the
same observation is true for the Langmuir mode as well, see Section 3.15, dispersion relation (453). We called
such closures “reliable”, or physically-meaningful.

We only verified which closures are “reliable” on dispersion relations of the ion-acoustic mode and the Langmuir
mode in the 1D electrostatic geometry, see closures marked with “v” in (299)-(300). Nevertheless, it is expected
that the same closures will remain “reliable” when the full 1D electrostatic dispersion relation of proton-electron
plasma (88) is considered, and which can be further generalized to multi-species, see eq. (87).

In the 1D electrostatic geometry, for a given n-th order moment X,,, a closure with the highest possible power
series precision appears to be the dynamic closure constructed with the approximant R, 1 ,—1(¢). For example,
for the 3rd-order (heat flux) moment it is the Ry 2 closure (351), for the 4th-order moment the Rs 5 closure (397),
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for the Sth-order moment the Rg 4 closure (470), and for the 6th-order moment the Rr 5 closure (478). It was
verified that all of these closures are “reliable”.

Similarly, for a given n-th order moment X, a static closure with the highest power series precision is contructed
with Rn1n72(<).

Importantly, by observing the summary of closures (299)-(300), it appears that closures that are “unreliable”
can be constructed only if there are several possibilities in constructing the closure. The dynamic closure
with Ry41.n-1(¢) approximant expresses (X, + aX,, through all the available lower-order moments X,,, where
m=1---n—1 (for even m, deviations )N(m are used). Thus, the R, 11 -1 closure for (X,, + aX, is unique, and
it is expected to be “reliable”.

Curiously, it appears that the summary (299)-(300) suggests, that all the dynamic closures (X,, + aX,, with
a = 0 are “unreliable”. Construction of such closures is therefore discouraged. In other words, the (X, must
be expressed through lower-order moments, including the moment X, itself, in order to construct a dynamic
closure.

To summarize, it appears that for a given n-th order moment X,,, the dynamic closure with the approximant
Rpt1n-1(C) is indeed “reliable”. Therefore, one can go higher and higher in the hierarchy of moments and
construct “reliable” closures with approximants Ry, 4+1,,—1(¢) that converge to R({) with increasing precision. In
other words, one can reproduce linear Landau damping in the fluid framework to any desired precision. This
establishes the convergence of fluid and collisionless kinetic descriptions.

It is difficult to imagine that such a convergence of fluid and collisionless kinetic descriptions can be ever estab-
lished in a general 3D electromagnetic geometry, since both kinetic and fluid systems must be obviously derived
by using the same perturbations f(!). The exception is the 3D electromagnetic geometry in the gyrotropic limit,
where such a convergence should exist. However, for a given moment X,,, the number of its gyrotropic moments
is equal to 1+ int[n/2], and increases with n. It will be thefore much more difficult to show such a convergence.
Nevertheless, one should at least use the kinetic dispersion relation in the gyrotropic limit (see for example
Ferriere & André (2002); Tajiri (1967)), and establish if closures for the 7|, moment summarized in (622)-(623)
are “reliable”, which we did not do. It is expected that all of them are “reliable”.

We considered closures for the 7, and 7, | moments only in the gyrotropic limit (closures for 7| have general
validity). However, it is possible to keep the low-frequency restriction, but make the size of the gyroradius
in f() unrestricted. Such closures for the 7L and 71 moments were obtained by Passot & Sulem (2007).
In this geometry, it is also possible to obtain the non-gyrotropic (FLR) pressure tensor IT (and other FLR
contributions such as the non-gyrotropic heat flux vectors Sﬂ, S+ and r"#), by integrating over the f M and
by finding appropriate closures. The final model is rather complicated, but for sufficiently slow dynamics such
as the highly-oblique kinetic Alfvén waves (KAWSs) or the mirror instability, the model reproduces linear kinetic
theory very accurately on all spatial scales, see Passot & Sulem (2007); Passot et al. (2012); Hunana et al. (2013);
Sulem & Passot (2015) and references therein. Our new Rs o closure (620) for the 7, moment has a higher o(¢?)
precision than the Rs; closure (608) of Passot & Sulem (2007), and it should be relatively easy to generalize the
R3 0 closure with FLR effects. By also employing our new more precise closures for the 7 moment (which can
not be generalized with FLR effects), the kinetic theory should be reproduced to a new level of precision.

Another good example worth exploring might be the electromagnetic propagation along the magnetic field (the
slab geometry), where k; = 0, but where no restriction on the frequency is imposed. In this case, the full kinetic
M enormously simplifies to the following form

j = [LTGE + Byet? | (il — By)e (1 _ Ry ) Oor , kyos0for] B Ofo
r my 2| w— k”’l)” + QT w — k”U” — QT w 6“ w (9’1)” w — k”U” (9’1)” '

By prescribing a bi-Maxwellian fj, integration over velocity space yields a hierarchy of moments. In this geometry,
the electrostatic dynamic (~ E,) can be completely separated from the electromagnetic dynamics (~ E,, E).
The electromagnetic dynamics with cyclotron resonances n = +1 yields a hierarchy of non-gyrotropic moments
containing Z((+) and R(¢+), where (+ = (w+Q)/(|kj|ven)). The Z(¢+) and R((+) functions can be approximated
with the same Padé approximants as discussed here, and by going sufficiently high in the hierarchy, simple closures
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might become available. Such closures should capture the collisionless cyclotron damping in the fluid framework,
even though only in the slab geometry. It should also be possible to verify, if such closures are “reliable”, i.e.
if the kinetic dispersions of the ion-cyclotron and whistler modes are reproduced exactly, after the Z((4) and
R(¢+) are replaced by the corresponding Padé approximant.
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APPENDIX

A. HIGHER ORDER PADE APPROXIMANTS OF R(¢)
A.1. 5-pole approzimants of R(()

A general 5-pole approximant of the plasma response function that is worth considering is written as

1+ a1¢ +a2® +as®
1+ b1C + b2C? 4 b33 + baC* + b5¢>
Additionally, the minimum choice that we consider interesting, and that is defined as R5 ¢((), is to match the asymptotic

expansion for |¢| 3> 1 up the first —1/(2¢?) term, that requires b5 = —2a3. The matching with the asymptotic expansion
then proceeds step by step, according to

R5(C) = (A1)

Rs50(C) : b5 = —2as; o(¢7?);
R51(C) 1 ba = —2az; o(¢™?);
R52(C): bs=3as—2a1; o(¢C?);
R53(¢) : b2 = 3az — 2; o(¢™%); (A2)
R54(Q): b1 =3(a1 +az); o)
Rs55(¢): az=—3%; o(¢™7);
Rs6(¢): as=—32aq; o(¢9),
the R5 7(¢) does not make sense and is not defined. The matching with the power series is performed according to
4
Rop(€) =1+ V¢ — 2% —iV/AC* + 3¢ +i¥0¢0 — S0 T,
4 8
Rs (€)= 1+ivAC — 287 —ivAC + 3¢+ — 2,
4
Rs(Q) =1+ iV/AC — 27 —iyiC* + 3¢+ ¢5
4
Rsa(C) =1+ iv/aC = 22 —iv/ac* + 2¢%
Rs54(¢) =1+ ivn¢ —2¢* —iv/m(®;
Rs5(¢) =1+ iv/m¢ —2¢%;
R56(¢) =1+iv7(; (A3)
and the results are
. B (62172 — 39277 + 6208) ~ (9007® — 106657 + 402687 — 49152)
BsolQ: o =T e s S s102) @~ 5(80172 — 51247 + 8102) ’
4 =iV (45072 — 27997 + 4352) by = _z\/—(1807r — 11977 4+ 1984)

10(80172 — 51247 + 8192)° (30172 — 51247 + 8192)°
5 _ 2016657 — 104467 +16384) \/_(18007r — 116857 + 18944)
>7 T5(801x% — h1247 +8192) T 10(80172 — 51247 + 8192) '

(706572 — 430567 + 65536)

by = A4
47 730(801x2 — 51247 + 8192) (A4)
Bar(d):  am (i (3607° — 24457° + 47807 —2048) (180w — 1197r + 1984)
SIS YT 5(7272 — 4357 + 656) © 77 T 10(720% — 4357 + 656)
i (80172 — 51247 4 8192) i 2(13572 — 7507 + 1024)
a S .
87 /7 30(72m2 — 435w + 656) ' © /7 5(7272 — 4357 + 656)
2072 — 4 4 | 2(49572 — 2 4
T On? — 4503w +7040) i 2(495m” — 28597 + 4096) (A5)

10(7272 — 4357 + 656) '~ /7 15(7272 — 4357 + 656)
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3(127% — 817 + 136) (13572 — 7507 + 1024)
Rs2(C) : = L ap=— :
52(0) =T o 12(972 — 697 + 128)

4(972 — 697 + 128)
(7272 — 4357 + 656) _ (337 — 104)
_ by — .

Z\/_12(97r2 697 + 128)" Z\/sz(%? ~ 697 + 128)

(9072 — 6097 + 1024)

b2 = S om? — 69m 1 128)
' i (277% — 1267 4 128) (337 —104)
Fosllr = ey 2 Ser—29)
i 20m—69n+128) i 2(21m—64)
BT 30m—28) O 1T /R 3(0r—28)"
, (97 —26)  (2lr—64) (97 — 28)
Bsa(Q): ar= \F(gw —32) T or—32)7 Z\F( —32)’
R55(Q) : a1=—i(163;\/§w); as Zi%;

Rs56(¢) : a1 =—iym<,

so that for example

i (2772 —126m+128) (337—104) i 2(97%—697+128)
L+ NG 3(97—28) ¢+ 3(97—28) <2 + NG 3(97—28) Cg

Rs.5(0) = | _ i 2Cln=61)

VT 3(97—28)

/7 3(97—28) ¢+ (97 —28) 3(97—28) 3(97—28)

3(57r—16)<2_ i 2(8171' 256)<3 2(3371' 104)<4_ i 4(972—697+128)

C5

)

. —(97—26) (217—64) 2 (97 —28)
1+’\/_ (On— 32)C+ O7=33) ¢ _’\/_ (9n— 32)

R5.4(C) = 45m—128
, : 7—128) 457—136) 3 _ 2(21m—64) 2(97—28
1+ iy/T gt ¢ + ((971'732) ¢2 — /7! 97—32) L Egﬁfsz) ¢t +iym (977 32)

1_1(16 3m) C <2+ (32 971-)<3
Rs5(¢) = 3/

1 —Z < 4<2 + Z 64 157'r) <3 4<4 32\/_977) C5

1—i/mi¢ — 2¢2 4073

. _ :
5.6(C) 1—iy/mo¢ —4C2 +iy/m33 + 4¢4 - PEC

(A10)

(A11)

(A12)

(A13)

(A14)
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A.2. 6-pole approzimants of R(()
A general 6-pole Padé approximant to R({) that we consider is
B 14+ a1¢ + aC? + a3 + ag?
1+ b1C + b2C2 + b33 + baCh + b5C5 + b8’

where as a minimum choice, we match the first asymptotic term by bg = —2a4, which defines R 0(¢). The procedure
of matching with the asymptotic expansion yields step by step

Rs(¢)

(A15)

Re0(¢) 1 be = —2ay; o(¢7?);
R61(¢) : b5 = —2as3; o(¢™%);
R 2(¢) : ba = 3as — 2az; o(¢™);
Re3(C) + b3 = 3az — 2ax; o(¢7%);
Re4(¢) s by =3(az+as) —2; o(¢7°); (A16)
Re5(Q) + b1 =3(a1 + az); o(¢™7);
Re6(C): as=—57 — 2ay; o(¢7%);
Re7(¢): as=—32as; o(¢™);
Res(¢): az=—%; o(¢19);
Reo(C): a1 =0; o(¢M),

where the approximant Rg ¢(¢) is not a good approximant (no imaginary part for real ¢), and is eliminated. Matching
with the power series is performed according to

JF

Reo(Q) =1+ i/i¢ — 967 — /g 4 56 4¢3~ 2.0 i v

VT o7 16 5 VT o
6 ¢ T1o5¢ TS

Res(C)=1+iv/7(. (A17)

Even though analytic results can be obtained with Maple, they are too long to write down, additionally, as we
accidentally found out, they are also tricky to evaluate. For example, if the default precision (of 10 digits) is used
in Maple, the analytic a; in Rg o(¢) is evaluated with command evalf as —0.57¢, whereas the correct value is —0.69i.
Alternatively, the system can be solved numerically from the onset. We almost erroneously concluded that Rg 0(()
is not a very precise approximant, even though its relative precision (for real valued () is better than 0.7% for both
real and imaginary parts of R((). We provide results with 10 correct significant digits, which is a sufficient precision
introducing relative numerical errors of less than 3 x 1077%, i.e. negligible in comparison with the Rg,0(C) relative
precision to R({). The results are

Re,0(C) : a1 =—10.6916731200; ag = —0.2854457889; a3 = 10.05976861370; a4 = 0.005619524175;
b1 =—12.464126971; by = —2.652997128; bs = 11.606283498; b4 = 0.5809066463;
bs = —10.1201024988, (A18)
Re,1(C) : a1 =—10.7895801201; ag = —0.3391528628; a3 = 10.07728246365; a4 = 0.007840755018;
b1 =—12.562033971; by = —2.880239841; b3 =11.830760570; b4 = 0.7000533404, (A19)
Rs.2(C) : a1 = —10.8965446682; as = —0.4102783438; a3 =10.1015110114; a4 = 0.01132035970;
b1 =—12.668998519; by = —3.140955047; b3 = 12.103165693, (A20)
Rs.3(¢) : a1 =—11.012753086; ap = —0.5024864543; a3 =10.1361229028; a4 = 0.01700049686;

by = —i2.785206937; by = —3.439137216, (A21)
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2707” — 16537 +2528 9r(7m — 22) .
2(13572 — 7507 + 1024)" ° 2(13572 — 7507 + 1024)’
18072 — 11977 + 1984 80172 — 51247 + 8192

R 4(C) : a1 =iy

s :Zﬁ2(135w2 — 7507 + 1024)° T 6(13572 — 7507 + 1024)
. 3(517 — 160)
by=— A22
! z\/7_T2(1:)>57r2 — 7507 + 1024)” (422)
. — 497 —28) 3m(15m — 47)
R . = JRSL _ 7.
5:5(¢) “ Zﬁ(slw —256)" "7 (81m— 256)
(517 — 160) 13572 — 7507 + 1024
_ o A23
= zﬁ(sm 256 ™ 3(8lm — 256) (A23)
(457 — 152) (1597 — 512) . _ (57— 16)
R : = —_ =—“ =-9 _ A24
66(0) “ Zﬁ(457r —128) T (W5r—128)° © “/7?(457r —128)’ (A24)
7 105
Rs.7(¢) : a; = —i/T<; ay =4 — —m; (A25)
8 64
=T
Re,5(C) : a; = —Z\/_g- (A26)
A.3. 7-pole approzimants of R({)
1+ a1¢+ asl® + a3 + asC* + asC®
Re(C) = - 1C2 2§3 3§4 4§5 5% . (A27)
+b1¢ + b2¢% + 03¢5 + baC* + b5 + b(® + b7¢
and the procedure of matching with asymptotic expansion yields
R7o(Q): by = —2as; o(¢™?);
R71(C):  be = —2a4; o(¢™?);
R72(C):  bs = 3as — 2as; o(¢™);
R7z3(C) 1 by =3as — 2ay; o(¢™?);
R74(¢): b3 =3as+3az —2a1; o(¢7);
R7z5(C): ba=3as+3a2—2; o(¢™T); (A28)
Rr6(¢): b= 2Zas+3a3+3a1; o((®);
Ri7(Q):  as=—5 — Za; o(¢7);
Rrg(C): a5 = —%as - %@1; o(¢™19);
Rro(Q): az=—5; o(¢M);
Rr10(¢): a3 =—12as; o(¢1?).

The R711(¢) is not defined because it would require a; — co. Matching with the power series is performed according
to

JF

. . 4 AT 8 AT 16 AT 32 AT
R -1 _ 92 _ 3, %4 VT .5 © .6 VT .7 10 .4 VT 9 94 .40 VT g1,
70(Q) =14 ivm¢ = 2C° —iVmC® + 2P im0 = 2 S (T T O i - g i
Rr10(¢) =1+ V(. (A29)
The results are
Rr70(Q) : a1 = —10.8324695834; as = —0.4049799755; a3z = i0.1121082796; a4 = 0.01799681258;

as =—10.001293708127; b; = —i2.604923434; by = —3.022086548; b3 = 12.031224201;
by =0.8578481138; bs = —i0.2288461173; bs = —0.035945334608, (A30)
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Rr1(¢):  a;=—i0.9178985928; ay = —0.4640689249; a3 = i0.1364936305; a4 = 0.02310278605;

a5 =—i0.001773778511; by = —i2.690352444; by = —3.232594474; by = i2.257867118;

by =0.9950713218; b = —i0.2784723967, (A31)
Rr5(C): a1 =—il.010198516; ay = —0.5369471092; ag = i0.1677974137; a4 = 0.03023595150;

a5 = —i0.002497479595; by = —i2.782652367; by = —3.469070012; bg = i2.523713033;

by = 1.164050381, (A32)
R:3(C):  a1=—il.109722119; ay = —0.6261744648; as = i0.2086297926; a4 = 0.04033869308;

as = —10.003624122579; by = —i2.882175970; by = —3.734698361; b3 = 12.836312196, (A33)

R74(C) : a1 =—11.216585782; ap = —0.7344009695; a3 = 10.2623273358; a4 = 0.05488528512;
as =—10.005440857949; b1 = —4i2.989039633; by = —4.032335777, (A34)
R75(¢) : a1 =—11.330549030; ap = —0.8640648164; a3 = 10.3328884746; a4 = 0.07606674237;
as = —10.008482851988; by = —43.103002881, (A35)
R76(C) : a1 =—11.450931895; ap = —1.016999244; a3z = 10.4247000792; a4 = 0.1068986701;
as = —10.01378002846, (A36)
R77(¢) : a; =—i1.576631991; ap = —1.194087585; ag = 10.5420816788; a5 = —i0.02337475294. (A37)

We later found that the most precise (power-series) closure on 6th-order moment is a dynamic closure constructed

with approximant R75((), and therefore, starting with this approximant, we also provide analytic coefficients. The
results are

12337573 — 2452572 + 541687 — 32768) (603072 — 371977 + 57344)
Rrs(Q): ar=i 5 ;oag = 5 ;
15(45072 — 27997 + 4352)/7 30(45072 — 27997 + 4352)
13(60072 — 38057 + 6032)/7 (154572 — 97437 + 15360)
a3 =1 ;a4 = ;
57 7T10(450m2 — 27997 +4352) © + 5(45072% — 27997 + 4352)
(1080073 — 12091572 + 4401607 — 524288) (706572 — 430567 + 65536)
as=1 i b= —1 , (A38)
90(45072 — 27997 + 4352)+/7 15(450m2 — 27997 + 4352) /7
(135072 — 86017 + 13696) 3(135m — 424)7
R : = : = _ .
7,6(C) a =ivm 2(675m2 — 47287 + 8102) © 2T T 2(675m2 — 47287 + 8102)°
(180072 — 10707 4 15872) (706572 — 430567 + 65536)
az =i/ ;o G4 = ;
2(67572 — 47287 + 8192) 6(675m2 — 47287 + 8192)
(45072 — 27997 + 4352)
_ A39
“ Zﬁ(6757r2 — 47287 + 8192)’ (A39)
Ron@): e (675m% — 3432w +4096) (15457 — 4864)
A TT3(= 04+ 225m) 0 3(—704 + 2257
4(2257% — 20107 + 4 2 2472 192
4y 22572 = 20107 +4096) - 2(6T5w? — 47287 + 8192) (A40)

3(—704+ 225m) /7m0 T T 9(—704 + 225m) /7



106

. _3(25m —72) 3357 — 1024 . 5(1657 — 512)
Rrs(Q: m=—iVmoiemap s a2 = m e G S T g (Ad1)
32 —5m 1024 — 2757
R : =—f— = A42
m9(¢) B A TV (A42)
. 19
R7710(<) : a; = _ZﬁE' (A43)
A4, 8-pole approzimants of R(()
1 2 3 4 5 6
Rs(0) + a1¢ + a2¢” + a3’ + as(* + as¢° + asC (A44)

- 14+ b1C + b2C2 + b33 + baCh + b5C5 + bgCC + b7¢7 + bg(®’
and the procedure of matching with the asymptotic expansion step by step

13 15 105 945 10395 135135
= = — — — — — LI 1 A4
RO =55~ 771 730 " Toct 3200  oacZ  1oscd 0 1> (A45)

yields the following table

Rso(¢) :  bs = —2ae; o(C2);
Rg1(¢):  br = —2as; o(C3);
Rg2(¢) 1 b = 3as — 2au4; o(¢™):;
Rs3(¢):  bs = 3as — 2as; o(C9);
Rga(¢): by =3ag+ 3as — 2as; o(¢);
Rg5(C) : bz = 3as + 3az — 2ay; o(¢7T):;
Rao(¢):  ba=%ac+30i+3a: -2 o) (A46)
Rs7(¢): b= 2tas + 3as + 3ay; o(¢79);
Rgg(¢): ag= —é—§a4 — %@ _ WS% o(¢1);
Rso(C): a5 = —g5a3 — z5a1; o(¢1);
Rg10(¢): as= —% 9 — %; o(¢12);
Rs11(¢): az = —%al; o(¢713);
Rs12(Q) : az = —g—é; 0@—14);
Rg13(¢) 1 a1 =0; 0@—15)7

where the approximant Rg 13(¢) is not well behaved and is eliminated. Matching with the power series is performed
according to

_ : o s A VT 8 6 VT 16 5 VT 32 4
Rgo(Q)=1+iv7m( —2¢ —iv/m¢ B L e - S el S v v={ S e Sl VT2
ﬁ 11 64 12 \/E 13, .
—21—204 + mc ‘HﬁoC ; (] < 1
Rg12(¢) =1+ iynC. (A47)

Such a high-order Padé approximants are very precise, and to retain the accuracy, we provide solutions with 16 correct
significant digits (even though this is actually not necessary and 10 digits is still fully sufficient). The approximant
Rs 3(C) is a bit special, since its corresponding Zs 3(¢) should be the approximant that is used in the WHAMP
code. This is inferred from a sentence on page 12 of the WHAMP manual Ronnmark (1982), where it is stated that
an 8-pole approximant was derived, using 10 equations from the power series expansion and 6 equations from the
asymptotic series expansion. However, the Padé coefficients in the WHAMP manual are given in a different form than
we use here, and an alternative Padé approximation is used where for example an 8-pole approximant is given by
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Zs(¢) = Z?:o b;/(¢ —¢;), and the coefficients b;, ¢; are obtained. We did not bother to re-derive the coefficients in
that form, instead, we compare the precision of various approximants in Section 3.5.

Rs0(¢) :

Rs1(C) :

Rs2(Q) :

Rs3(C) :

Rs 4(C) :

Rs5(C) :

Rs6(C) :

Rg7(¢) :

Rg8(¢) :

a1 =—10.9690248260959390; a2 = —0.5368540729623971; a3 = 10.1799961104391385;

a4 =0.03849976076674387; as = —10.004838817622209550; as = —0.0002789155539114067;

b1 =—12.741478677001455; by = —3.395998511188985; b3 = 12.488743246168061;

by =1.183496393867702; bs = —i0.3752177277401555; bg = —0.07776565572655091;

b7 =140.009681326596560459, (A48)

a1 =—11.045465281824923; as = —0.6004884272987368; az = 10.2109529643239577;

a4 =0.04706936874656537; as = —10.006214502177680713; as = —0.0003778071927517807;

b1 =—12.817919132730439; by = —3.595120045647135; b3 = 12.719752919143475;

by =1.338764097514731; bs = —i0.4407920285051489; bs = —0.0952587572277513, (A49)

a1 =—11.127283578226963; a2 = —0.6755893264302076; a3z = 10.2489222931730291;

a4 =0.05823704506630824; a5 = —40.008104732774508430; ag = —0.0005229347287036976;

b1 =—12.899737429132479; by = —3.815240099310931; b3 = 92.984238291966390;

by =1.523498938607364; bs = —i0.5222070688557393, (A50)

a1 =—11.214803859035098; a2 = —0.7640021842041184; a3 = 70.2959160549490394;

a4 =0.07292272182826132; as = —:0.01075099173987222; a¢ = —0.0007415148441966772;

by = —12.987257709940614; by = —4.058778615835553; b3 = ©3.287852273584013,;

by =1.744375011977697, (A51)

a1 =—11.308257217643640; a2 = —0.8677094433207613; a3 = 10.3544341617560842;
a4 =0.09241987665571996; as = —10.01452077809048251; ae = —0.001080201271194285;
b1 =—143.080711068549157; by = —4.328127640297961; b3 = ¢3.636872378820012, (A52)

a1 =—11.407720282460896; ao = —0.9887147938014795; a3z = 10.4274799329839440;
a4 =0.1185117574638203; as = —i0.01997983676237579; as = —0.001621365678069347;
b1 =—143.180174133366412; by = —4.625426683036889, (A53)

a1 =—11.513048776977928; ap = —1.128859520019374; a3 = 10.5184905792641649;
a4 =0.1535743993372947; as = —10.02799183221943639; a¢ = —0.002514851707175031;
b1 =—13.285502627883444, (A54)

a1 = —11.623826833670546; a2 = —1.289590935716420; a3 =¢0.6311517791766421;
as =0.2006218487856471; a5 = —i0.03983385915184296; as = —0.004041376481615575, (A55)

a1 =—11.739359630417800; as = —1.471743639038102; a3 = ¢0.7691080574071934;
a4 =0.2632500611991985; as = —:0.05724369164680910, (A56)
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Rso(C): a1 =—i1.858726543442496; a9 = —1.675414915338742; a3 = i0.9356405409666494;
a4 =0.3458159069196990, (A57)

and we provide analytic results for the last 3 approximants:
1757 — 592 9551 — 3072 6144 — 19257

: =ir—— % S ey Y N rrhinlabaliiiidnidil A
Rs.10(¢) M=V 2T T s % YV i —s12) (A58)
19 665
Rs11(¢) : a; = —zﬁﬁ, az =6 — 2567 (A59)
19
Rg 12(C) ar = —Z\/EE- (A60)

We also provide analytic coefficients for Rgg((), since this approximant can be used to construct the most precise
dynamic closure for the 7th-order moment, which we will not do, however, an enthusiastic reader is encouraged to do
the calculation as an exercise | The Rg ¢(() coefficients read

Reol@):  a _Z.\/—(1890007r3 — 170716572 + 51302167 — 5128192)
SO LT IVIT18900073 — 161221572 + 45346567 — 4194304)°
2(4612573 — 71520072 + 31267207 — 4194304)

27 T 5(1890007% — 161221572 + 45346567 — 4194304)
. \/_(3780()0# — 342472572 4 103243807 — 10354688)
5(18900073 — 161221572 + 45346567 — 4194304)
o (22140073 — 478804572 + 235376647 — 33554432)
30(18900073 — 161221572 + 4534656 — 4194304)
- (25200073 — 250627572 + 82862007 — 9109504)
5(18900073 — 161221572 + 4534656 — 4194304)
o (102870073 — 986323572 + 315141127 — 33554432)
15(18900073 — 161221572 + 45346567 — 4194304) ’
b= —iv/F 6(1582572 — 992607 + 155648) (A61)

(18900073 — 161221572 + 45346567 — 4194304)

We advise to be very careful when evaluating the above analytic expressions, since for example when the default
10-digit precision is used in Maple, yields a; = —i0.63, whereas the correct value provided in (A54) is a; = —il.51.
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B. OPERATOR (E + v x B) -V, f, FOR GYROTROPIC f,

The magnetic field is transformed to the electric field with induction equation 0B /9t = —cV x EM that in
Fourier space reads wB™) = ck x E®). From now on, for the electric and magnetic field we drop the superscript (1),
so in general

1 1
E+-vxB=E+ —vx(kxE)
C w

:E—i—é(k(v-E)—E(v-k))

v-k k
—E(l—T)—i-;(v-E). (B62)
For any general vector A = (A, Ay, A.), the expression
_ 4 9% 9fo 9fo
A-V,fo=A Do, +A8 +A8vz’ (B63)
so a general expression
1 v-k k. 0 v-k k 0
(B+oxB) Vo= [Ew(l - ) Eﬂa—f* [Ev(l - ) Eﬂa—h
x Yy
v-k kz 8f0
and by straightforward grouping of electric field components together
(£ e m) (1 DA (20 20
L xT Yy z7 ]
[ Vpke + vk, 8f0 [ 8f0 8f0 T
+Ey (1_ w )a_%+5(kxavm+kzavz)_
[ ke kN Ofo s s Ofo O
+Ez_(1—T)a—UZ+—(ka hyg, ) . (B65)

Since nothing was essentially calculated, the above expression is of general validity and correct for any distribution
function fo. The expression simplifies by considering gyrotropic fo(v.,v)), that depend only on vy = [v) | = |/vZ +v2,

and which allows us to calculate

[2)2 2
ovy Vg vy Vg Vg

ov, v, \/m Sy
8f0 - 8UL% - Vg 8f0 8f0 - 8UL 8f0 - Uy 8f0

va_('“)vw(’“)m__vj_am_ va 6UUaUJ__UJ_6UJ_.

(B66)

Or in another words, in cylindrical co-ordinate system the fy is ¢ independent and dfy/9¢ = 0, so that the velocity
gradient

vy 0O 9
E BUL Cos ¢6UL
Vofo= ;’—z Bi fo=] sin (b% fo. (B67)
0 0
B'UH B'UH
This simplification for fy being gyrotropic therefore yields
1 [ k -
(E+—UXB)'vva:Ex (l—m)v—afo — Ilafo
c i w /v 0vg v
[ k
+B, (1_M)v_yaf0 _Hafo
L w (N 6’UJ_ (%H
[ Ikil) k xT
LB, (1_W)%+ﬂ(k ve Ofo | by 8f0)], (B68)
i w v w ’UJ_a’UJ_ Yo, Ov,
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that is conveniently re-arranged as
1 v”kH 1 dfo k” dfo
E+ - B) - -V,fo=(Ev, + E 1-——)——— 4+ =
( —i_cv>< ) fo=(Bavz + yvy)[( w )’UJ_a’UJ_—i_wa’U”
vk + vyky\ Ofo | Y| 9fo
E.|(1- Zrrx D Tyry N ZJY o, T kyv, + k YJo
+ {( w )(’“)UH_'—wa_( Vo F yvy)aw ’
or alternatively as
1 vk 10 ky o
(E—i—zva) -vvfoz(EmuﬂLEyvy){@—M) Ofo L i ﬁ]

w /v dvy  w Oy

Ofo _ vake vyky (0fo vy Ofo
+EZ |:81)|| w (81)” (N 8’UL) ’

In cylindrical co-ordinate system d*v = v dv, dvjde.

(B69)

(B70)
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C. GENERAL KINETIC f) DISTRIBUTION (EFFECTS OF NON-GYROTROPY)

The calculation is actually not that difficult once the coordinate change is figured out, as elaborated in the plasma
physics books by Stix, Swanson, Akheizer etc. In the general equation (15) the (1) quantities must be Fourier
transformed according to

f(l) (il), v, t) _ f(l)eikmfiwt;
ED (.’I:I, tl) _ E(l)eik»m’—iwt/;
B(l) (m/’t/):B(l)eikmlfiwt’7 (071)
and the equation (15) rewrites
t
. . r . /_' ’ 1
f(l)ezk»m—zwt — _q_/ ezk»m iwt E(l) + Zv' % B(l) . vv’fo(vl) dt'. (072)
mr J_oo C

In the cylindrical coordinate system with velocity (2) and the wave-vector
k1 cosv
k= |k siny |- (C73)
ky

The integration is changed to be done with respect to variable

T=t—t. (C74)
The time ¢ is a constant here and since dr = —dt’, the integration reads fioo dt' = fi(—dr) = [,° dr. The variable
transformation is performed according to
vl v, cos(¢ + Q)
v'=| v | = | vosin(¢+Qr) (C75)
U; ||
x x — % [sin(¢ + Q7) — sin ¢
o=y =y |+]+%[cos(d+Qr)—cosg] |- (C76)
!

z z —UHT

which at time 7 = 0 satisfies the initial condition. Now by straightforward calculation (and by using sin(a) cos(b) —
cos(a) sin(b) = sin(a — b)), the exponential factor is transformed as

k
kow —wt =k-@—wt — 0k [sin(¢ — ¥ 4+ Q1) — sin(¢ — )] + (w — kv, (C77)
so that
eik-z’fiwt' — ikm—iwt ,—i ki;i sin(qbfierQT)eJri ki;i sin(qbfdz)ei(wfkuvu )T. (078)

The complicated expressions encountered in the kinetic dispersion relations originate in using identity

o0

ei?sing — Z e J,(2). (C79)

n=—oo

There are two such exponents, and therefore the linear kinetic theory contains two independent summations, usually
one through “n” and one through “m” (which should not be confused with mass), i.e.

oo

NI , kiv
—i =L sin(¢p—y+Q7) _ 71n(¢7¢+52‘r)J LYLN, C80
& n;m € n( Q )7 ( )
Bl L sin(p—v) _ - +im(¢—¢) g kivy sl
e @ Z € m( QO )7 ( )

m=—0o0
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and together

_ikJ_ sin(¢p— 1/J+Q‘r) +7, L sin(¢p— 1[1) Z Z +i(m—n)(d—1) —an-rJ (kJ_'UJ_ )Jm(kJ_UJ_). (082)

Q Q

n=—oo m=—oo

It is obvious that the quantity k, v, /2 will be always present and it is useful to use some abbreviation. Each book
(1))

chooses different notation, Swanson uses “b”, Stix uses “z”, etc. Since we are interested in Landau fluid models, we
choose to follow the notation of Passot and Sulem 2006 and call this quantity for r-species A, so

kivy

Q.
where for clarity of calculations, we again drop the species index r. The transformation of the full exponential factor
(C78) therefore yields

A =

(C83)

eik-m’fiwt’ — pik—iwt Z Z eJri(mfn)(qbfw)eJri(wka'u”7nQ)TJn()\)Jm()\>' (084)

Using this result in (C'72) allows the usual cancellation of the exponential factor e?* =% on both sides of the Fourier

transformed equation, a step that we omitted to explicitly write down many times before. The partially transformed
equation (C72) therefore reads

1
f(l): / |: Z Z +i(m—n)(d—1) +z(w kv — nQ)TJ ()\)Jm(/\)(E(l) + E,U/ > B(l)) 'Vu/fo(’vl)} dr

n=—oo m=—oo

(C85)

where we still did not perform the coordinate change in the operator at the end of the equation. From now on, for the
electric and magnetic field we drop the superscript (1). Let’s first calculate the gradient V- fo(v').
It is useful to emphasize a very important property

[ |? =2 + vf =v? cos? (¢ + Qr) 4 02 sin?(¢p + Q1) = |v. |?, (C86)
or in another words [v' | = [v.| that is often abbreviated with non-bolded v/, = v, (and since vj = v} also [v'| = |v]).

At first, it can be perhaps a bit confusing when one writes that the non-bolded v/, = v, since v}, # v, v; # vy and
also the bolded v’ # v. The above identity implies that for the gyrotropic fo (which is a strict requirement for f)

Fo(l'L P v)) = follvr o), (C87)

further implying that
fo _ 0Ofo fo _ Ofo

= = . C88
o' AW dlvi|  dvL (C88)
The V., fo can now be calculated easily, since
Ofo _ Ofo O\ | _ 0fo v 9fo _ 9fo vy (C89)
ovl, O | ovl, v vy’ vy, Ovy vy’
and the gradient is written as (for gyrotropic dfy/0¢ = 0)
o ai cos(¢ + Q) 5
Vofo=|73% | fo= | sin(¢ +Qr)z2Z | fo. (C90)
0 0
a'UH avH

It is actually simpler to postpone the introduction of angles ¢, and for a moment keep a general notation v’ =
(v}, v}, v.) and k = (kg, ky, k=). To transform the (E + v’ x B) -V fo, one can do the completely same operations
as were done in the previous subsection where the operator (E + %v x B) -V, fo was considered. One can just use the

12 Note that this notation should not be confused with notation in Peter Gary’s book where A is reserved for quantities encountered in
the final dispersion relation and is ~ k
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result (370), add primes to all velocities, and delete those on v/, = v, UIII =), finally yielding

1 . (B (g wky L 9fo  kydfo
(E+ C'U X B) vv’fO_(Emvgg+EyUy)|:(l o )’UJ_ v, + o 6v||

dfo U;kw‘*'vzljky(afo Gl afo)]

8’0” w vy, vy, Ovy

8’UH vl 8UL (091)

which is equivalent to equation (4.83) in Swanson. Only now we introduce the angles and finish the transformation.

Since

vpke + vy ky =vy cos(¢p 4 Q7)kL costp + vy sin(¢ + Q7)kL siny
=v1 k) cos(¢+ Qr — 1), (C92)

the transformation yields
1, .
(E + =0’ x B) Vo fo= (Ez cos(¢ + Q7) + Ey sin(¢ + QT)) (1 -

dfo dfo 9fo
+E. [aTHU cos(¢ + Q7 — ) (v v au|)] (C93)

M)%Mﬂ%}

w /JOovy w Oy

To be clear, lets write down the complete result (C85) that we have for now

/ Z Z ilm=n)(@=y) grilw—kjv=nD7T 1 (A) ] (X)

x{(Em cos(¢ + Q1) + E, sin(¢ + QT)) [(1 - UHTk”) % + k”%g—iﬂ
Ofo ki 0Ofo dfo
+E, {% + :( I % - La v ) cos(¢ + Qr — 7/))] }dT, (C94)

where the x at the beginning of the second line is just a multiplication and not a cross product (the equation is not
written in the vector form anyway). The result agrees with Stix’s expressions (10.38) and (10.39), even though Stix at
this stage did not use the Bessel expansion yet. Stix now does not proceed with the evaluation of the integral along 7,
and instead goes ahead and already starts to partially calculate the 1st-order velocity moment with integrals [ v f W @By
(with first integrating over fo% d¢) to eventually obtain the kinetic current j = > ¢ -n,u, =3, ¢r [ v, fr(l)d?’vT and
the conductivity matrix ();; (through j = o - E) that leads to the kinetic dispersion relation. Stix actually first derives
(C93) plugged into (C72). After introducing the Bessel expansion, Stix immediately performs the integration over de.
The integration over 7 is done later during other calculations, and this somewhat simplifies the amount of algebra
that needs to be written down. The simplified algebra is beneficial and surely appreciated by experienced kinetic
researchers, however, especially for new researchers, it somewhat blurs the main point, how the kinetic dispersion
relation is derived. The kinetic dispersion relation is derived by obtaining the f(*), and by calculating the current j.
Moreover, we later want to obtain higher order moments of f(!) than just the 1st-order velocity moment. We therefore
follow Swanson, Akheizer, Passot and Sulem, and finish the calculation of f() by evaluating the fooo dr integral in
(C94).

By examining equation (C94), there is only one factor that is 7 dependent in the first line that needs to be integrated,
e w=kvi=n7 “and the factor is multiplied by four different possibilities, cos(¢p+Q7), sin(¢+Q7), 1, and cos(p+Q7—1)).
We first need to examine the following integral

/ ey =L, if Imf(a) > 0. (C95)

0 a/

This perhaps surprising integral can be easily verified since an indefinite integral ¢?*® /(ia) exists and the curious limit
lim %% = lim e/fel@ilm@le _ jiy, gife(a)e—Im(a)e _ if Im(a) > 0. (C96)
Tr—r 00 Tr—r 00 xr—r 00

Obviously, the I'm(a) > 0 is a strict requirement. If I'm(a) = 0, the limit is undefined since cos(z) and sin(x) always
oscillate, and if Im(a) < 0 the limit diverges to +o0o. Therefore, one of the four needed integrals is

> i(wfkuvuan)‘rd — i . iF T 0 Q97
/0 e T —w—kHv”—nQ’ if Im(w) >0, (C97)
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where the I'm(w) > 0 requirement is obtained, because Ky, v, © are real numbers, n is an integer, and none of these
can have an imaginary part. For the other 3 integrals we need

. 1 [ . ) . i¢ oo —i¢ oo
/ elat COS(¢ + QT)dT _ = / elat (ez(¢+9'r) + e—z(¢+QT))dT _ e’ eilat )7 1 + € / eila—N)7 70
0 2 Jo 2 Jo 2 Jo
e g e g i/ e e
= = (—+—); if T 0 C98
2a—|—Q+ 2 a—1 2(Q+Q+G—Q)7 ! m(a) >0, ( )
and similarly
> aT L 1 > iat [ L i(p+QT) —i(p+QT) e > i(a+Q)T e ¥ > i(a—Q)T
€' sin(¢p + Qr)dr = — e (e —e )dr = — e dr — — e dr
0 2i Jo 2i Jy 2t Jo
et g e 1/ e e~
=— — = — - —F); if I 0. C99
2i a+ 2i a— 2(a+Q a—Q)’ ! m(a) > ( )
The 3 required integrals therefore calculate
0 ; i¢ —id
iy oy —n Q)T Qr)d :3( ¢ ¢ ) €100
/0 c COS(¢ + T) T 2\w — k”’l)” — (n — 1)Q + w — k”’l)” — (n + 1)Q ' ( )
o i i(p—1p) —i(¢p—1)
i(w—kyjv—nQ)T b+ ONdr =2 ( © + ¢ ) ; C101
A © COS(d) 1/) T) T 2\w — k”’l)” — (n — 1)Q w — k”’l)” — (n + 1)Q ' ( )
>, 1 e'? e
i(w—k)jv)—nQ)T OF)dr = _( — ) C102
A c 81n(¢ + T) T 2\w — k”’l)” — (n — 1)Q w — k”’l)” — (n + 1)Q ’ ( )

and all 3 results require I'm(w) > 0. This strictly appearing restriction is removed later by the analytic continuation,
once the fluid integrals over the f(1) are calculated. We therefore managed to finish the integration of (C'94) along the
unperturbed orbit and our latest full result for f() reads

oo o] . i —i¢
(1 __ 9 +i(m—n)(p—1) 223 ¢ ©
f My Z Z € Jn()\)Jm()\){ |: 2 (w — k”v” — (n — 1)Q + w — k”l)” - (n + I)Q)

nN=—oo0 m=—0oo

&( et B e ) ( 3 UHkH)% n kv %
2 \w— kH’UH — (TL — 1)9 w — kHv” — (TL + 1)9 w ovy w 8’UH
i dfo ki Ofo dfoy i ei@=¥) e~ Ho=¥)
+EZ [w—k”v” —nfd 8’UH + w (UH 8UL ’ULa’UH)Z(w—kH’UH — (TL— 1)9 + w—kHv” - (TL+ 1)9) '
(C103)

Obviously, the result is not very pretty, and we would like to pull somehow out the denominator w — kv — nfl from
all the expressions, so that the “resonances” are grouped together. The trouble is the shifted (n — 1)Q2 and (n + 1)Q.
However, all expressions are preceded by > °° . Tt is therefore easy to shift the summation by one index, where
terms that contain (n — 1)Q require shift n = [ + 1, and terms that contain (n + 1)Q require shift n = [ — 1. The
transformation is easy to calculate, for example the terms proportional to E, transform as

[e%e} i 0o i
Hilm=n) (=) 1 (A < - Film—1-1)(6-%) () e
n;me l )W—k”v”—(n—l)Q l;we 1 )w_k”v” —0
> —i(¢—1) pid
= +ilm=1)(6=9) 7 (\)-C €
z:z_:ooe il )w—’fn”n -9
= +i(m=D)(6=%) 7 (A c : C104
:Zoo N g (C104)
i etim=m(6=v) 1 (}) e _ i Hm=ED@=9) () e
n=-—o00 ! w = k”vll - (n + 1)Q _l:—oo =t w— kH’UH — 10
= +ilm=D(6=¥) 1 (\ e . C105
Z ¢ ! 1( )w—kH’UH—lQ ( )

l=—00
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Adding the two equations together, both F, terms therefore transform as

00 ti(m—1)(¢—) , ,
C104) + (C105) = - +iy _ -, 1
(C104) + (C105) l; ey (1™ + Tia (e (C106)

The transformation of terms proportional to E, is almost identical since the 2 terms are just subtracted, and it is
equivalent to

< ti(m=1)(p—1) . ,
(C104) — (C105) = Z W(Jlﬂ()\)e*“” - Jl,l(A)e‘“/’). (C107)
l=—00

The terms proportional to E, are now very easy to transform and

S oi(6—v) 1
+i(m—n)(¢—¢) +i(m—1)(¢—1) . 1
n;,o ‘ NG kv — (n—1)Q l; ‘ N ko — 19 (C108)
s , —i(p—1)) ad , 1
+i(m—n)(d=1) J () c - +im=D=¥) 7 (A\)—eo C109
and together
O etilm=1)(¢—v)
7108 ’109) = _ _ .
O+ (09 = 3 T (1) + i () (C110)
We therefore managed to rearrange the summation and equation (C'103) for f(!) transforms to
0 +Z(m D(¢— w> iE _ .
v iy —it)
Ey iy iy vk o, kyvL 9fo
+ 2 (JH_l (A)e i1 (Ve ) (1 w )81@ + w Oy
Ofo ki 0Ofo 9o
E.|iJi(A — — Jir1(AN) + -1 (A . Cl111
e i)+ 2 (0 22— Z0 S () s ) (c111)

This is much prettier result than (C103) since all the cyclotron resonances of the same order are nicely grouped
together. We are essentially done, however, there is one more step that allows further simplification and that is the
use of Bessel identities

Jioa(2) + T (2) = 2—lJl( ) (C112)

Ji—1(2) = Ji1(2) =2J1(2), (C113)

where the prime represents a derivative, so J/(z) = 0J;(z)/0z. The contributions proportional to E, E, are rewritten
as

Jira(Net™ + Jioa(Ne ™™ = i (V) (cos ¢ + i sin ) + Ji—1(N)(cos ¢ — isinep)
= (Jz+1(/\) + J171(>\)) cos ) + i(JlJrl()‘) - Jlfl(/\)) sin ¢

= %lJl()\) cos ) — 2iJ](\) sin v; (C114)

TNt — i (Ve = Jipa (M) (cos ¢ + isingy) — Ji_1(N)(cos yp — i sine))
= (Jz+1()\) - Jz—l()\)) cos ) + i(Jz+1()\) + Jz—l()\)> sin ¢

=—2J/(\) cos ) + i%lJZ(A) sin ), (C115)
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and the contributions proportional to E, are trivial. The expression for f(!) reads

s o tilm=1)(o—2) I
n__ 4 e : v R .
f m, Z Z W — kHUH ENTe) Jm()‘){ |:1Em ()\Jl()\) costp — iJ; () sin 1/1)

l=—0c0o m=—00

B, (i ! : viky\ 0fo | kjve 0fo
+iE, (le(/\) cosy + XJI(/\) s1n1/;)] [(1 — T) oL + TW}
fo ’ﬂl( dfo %)} }

= -2 11
(9’0” + w A v” 6’UJ_ ’UL(?’U” (C 6)

FiE.Ji(\) {

Pulling the i out to the front, re-grouping the E,, E, terms together and renaming back I — n (since it is somewhat
nicer and cannot be confused with imaginary i, even though it can be confused with density n,), together with

reintroducing back the species index r for fr(l), for, Ar and Q,., yields the “grand-finale” result of this section, in the
form

. oo 0o +i(m—n)(¢—1) T ()
14y e nJdn(Ar :
fr(l):_ﬁ E E mjm()\r){ {% (Ew cosy + Ey smz/z)

_ Ky ) Ofor kjvi dfor
w /ovg w Oy

n=—0o0 m=—0o0

+iJ;(AT)( — E,sint + E, cos 1/;)] [(1
Ofor 12y (6f0r | 3f0r)] }

(%H w

11
(9’0” (N 6’UJ_ (C 7)

+E.J,(\) {
The quantity A\, = ky v, /., and Q, = ¢.Bo/(m,c). The expression is equivalent to equation (4.88) in Swanson."”

C.1. Case v =0, propagation in the z-z plane

If we are interested only in linear dispersion relations (and not in the development of higher order fluid hierarchy
suitable for numerical simulations), we can restrict ourselves to the propagation in the x-z plane, as we have done
many times before when solving dispersion relations. In the x-z plane, the wavenumber k = (k;,0,k,) = (k1,0, kH),
or equivalently the angle ¢ = 0. In this case, the expression (C117) simplifies to

. 0 o i(m—n)¢ J (N ) kv af kjv 6f
(1) _ _& e n n( T - 7/ _ ” ” or ” L Or
f’“ m, Z Z w — k”’U” — TLQT Jm()\r){ |: /\r Em + ZJH()\T)EU (1 w ) 8UL * w 81)”

dfor 1kl (v 9 for 3f0r)} }7

1 —v
81)” Wwv 81)” I 8UL

n=—0o0 Mm=—00

+E.Ju(\) [ (C118)

which is equivalent to the equation (10.3.12) in Gurnett and Bhattacharjee. In this case, the coupling of the electric field
components with the sum over index m disappears, and the sum can be left in its original form > >°_ _ eTm¢J, () =
etiAsing vielding

7 A © —ing Jn(A) kv Of kjvy Of
1) _ _Wr _ixsing e nJn(Ar - _ Epopy Ofor | Byvs dfor
( e > — { { E, +iJ.(A\)E, (1 ) +

mr T @ Ry = nl Ar w Jou  w
8f07” nfl, 8f07“ afOr
EZ n T - - . 11
+ J (/\ ) { (%H wv (’Ul (9’0” v” 6’UJ_ ) (C 9)

If the last term proportional to E, is compared with the expression (5.2.1.9) of Akhiezer, it appears that Akhiezer has
a typo, where instead of the correct v, there is a typo vj.

13 Swanson and others use notation % = foo and ng‘J = fo||, also in Swansons notation A, = b.
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C.2. General fV for a bi-Mazwellian distribution

Prescribing fo to be a bi-Maxwellian distribution function, the general expression (C'117) for f(!) further simplifies.
Since in the Vlasov expansion the gyrotropic fy was assumed to dependent only on v, i.e. fo(vi,vﬁ) and be x,t
independent, the fluid velocity w is removed from the distribution function and the “pure” bi-Maxwellian is

(6%
fo=nory | L T emanvi—envi (C120)
™ T

where o = m/(2T(O))7 ay = m/(2T(O))7 or in the language of thermal speeds, vfh” = 2T(0)/m = a[l and v3, | =

2T(O /m = o . We prefer the a notation instead of the thermal speed vy, since in long analytic calculations, there
is a less chance of an error.
It is straightforward to calculate that for a bi-Maxwellian

9o my .

o, —20qv) fo = TH(O)vufo, (C121)
0 my

£:_2OU_UJ_fQ = ——O’UJ_fo. (0122)
ov, TJ(_)

The bi-Maxwellian distribution fq therefore can be pulled out (together with —m,.) and the general expression (C117)
rewrites

O etilm—n)(¢—7)

Q, .
1) =1iq, for Z Z o Fyo — 0%, ——Jm ()\T){ [an()\T)H (Em cosy + E sm¢>
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C.3. General f) for a bi-Kappa distribution

A bi-Kappa distribution function (as used previously in part I of the manuscript) reads

N(k+1) ajar

2
I‘(T—%) - |:1 =+ OAH’UH + O‘L’Ul ) (0124)

—(k+1)
fO = Nor :|

(0) 0
27, 02 = (1_1)2Ti2
1 2K :

where the abbreviated o = 1/(ﬁ9ﬁ), oy =1/(k6?), and the thermal speeds are Hﬁ =(1-2)-d —
We again emphasized the species index 7 only where necessary, even though in the final expression for f(!) we will
use the proper ., ay,. Also, the k-index should be written as x,, since the index will be different for each particle

species. The derivatives of fy are

dfo 2(I€ + 1)a||v||
ZJY : C125
8’UH l—l—a”vﬁ—l—ouvf_ o ( )
dfo 2(k+ Dajvy
ov 1+a||vﬁ+ouvif0’ (C126)

which yields the f() for a bi-Kappa distribution

: 2k + 1) for = etilm-n-y) Q, .

M) = S Y T\ —(E E

Jr 1+ozr + a2 Z Z w — kv — nQ, m(Ar)q |7n T)kL( 2 COSY + ysmw>
Y] 1) K

n=—oo m=—oo

Koy

—|—Z'J7Il()\r)vL ( —F, sin1/) + Ey cos 1/)>:| |:04Lr + (a”r — OALT):|
nfl,
—|—E2Jn(/\7«)v” |:04|T — T (Oz”T — OzLT):| } (0127)

In the limit kK — oo, the (C127) should “obviously” converge to the bi-Maxwellian (C123).
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C.4. Formulation with scalar potentials ®, ¥

In kinetic theory and especially in formulation of Landau fluid models, instead of electric fields, it is often useful
to work with scalar potentials ®, ¥, that should not be confused with azimuthal angles ¢, for the velocity and
wavenumber in the cylindrical coordinate system. The usual decomposition employs the scalar potential ® and the
vector potential A, according to

B=B)+V x A; (C128)
10A
E=-Vo - -—", (C129)

and it is useful to choose the Coulomb gauge V - A = 0. By exploring the equation for f(1), it is noteworthy that
the perpendicular electric fields E,, E, are “coupled” through the azimuthal angle ). In contrast, the parallel electric
field component F, is on its own. Of course, this is partially a consequence of using the cylindrical coordinate system,
which are natural coordinates to describe gyrating particle. It turns out, that in this case the calculations can be
simplified, if the (C129) is kept for the perpendicular components E, E,, but the E, field is rewritten with another
scalar potential ¥ according to

B, = 0,0 — %%; (C130)
E,=-0,0 — l%, (C131)
E,=-0,V. (C132)
Here we follow the notation of Passot & Sulem (2006, 2007). Note that in Section 3 and Section 4, we used variable

® for the potential of the parallel electric field E., which is here referred to as W. This transformation enables the
elimination of vector potential A, as we will see shortly. Since for the E, component the eq. (C129) is still valid,

implying
10A, 0A,
B, =—0.0——2F = =00 => 2E=—cd.(2-W), (C133)
or in Fourier space
k
A, = %((I) — ). (C134)
Using the Coulomb gauge in Fourier space k- A = 0 implies *
kyAy +kyAy + kA, =0; (C135)
il ki
Azcosp+ Aysingp=——A4, = ——(& - ). (C136)
/@_ o.)/@_
The electric field components in Fourier space read
E, :i[ — Dk, costb + %Az] : (C137)
By =i] — Okysing + %Ay}; (C138)
E.=i| - k9, (C139)

and the expression with E,, E, components at the first line of equation (C123) for f M s

Eycosy + By sim/):i[— Pk, + %(Az cos1/)—|—Aysinz/))]

:i[—@/ﬁ —%%(@—@)} Zi{—@]ﬂ_— Z—ﬁ@—\y)
T .
:z’/ﬁ[— (1 + %)qw %w] (C140)

14 The Coulomb gauge is sometimes called “perpendicular gauge” since the vector potential A is obviously perpendicular to the direction
of propagation k.



Furthermore, since 0B, /0t = —c(0,E,

—FEysiny 4+ Ey cosy =

The bi-Maxwellian equation (C123) then reads
O etilm=n)(¢—y)

f 1)—QTfOT Z Z W—kH’UH R —Jn

n=—0o0 m=—0oQ

k2 k2 1 kjv 1 1
I B o WU I _
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1 nQ, s 1
+UTn(Ar )y [T(O) T (T(o) -
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— 0yE,), which in Fourier space rewrites 2B, =k.Ey,
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— kyE,, implying

w
—B.. 141
e (C141)

r || 1r

@)] } (C142)

which verifies eq. (7) of Passot & Sulem (2006) (their preceding eq. (6) contains a small misprint, and on the r.h.s.

should have fr(o) instead of frl)).
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