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The linear electron acoustic waves propagating in plasmas with two kappa-distributed

electrons and stationary ions are investigated. The temperatures of the two electrons

are assumed to be the same, but the kappa indices are not. It shows that if one

kappa index is small enough and the other one large enough, a weak damping regime

of the electron acoustic waves exists. The dispersions and damping rates are studied

numerically. The parameter spaces for the weakly damped electron acoustic waves

are analyzed. Besides, the electron acoustic waves in the present model are compared

with those in other models, especially the plasmas with two-temperature electrons.

At last, we perform the Vlasov-Poisson simulations to verify the theory.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The electron acoustic wave (EAW) is a low-frequency mode compared with the Langmuir

wave (LW) in electrostatic plasmas. It has been studied for many years and attracted lots of

interest. Fried and Gould firstly proposed the concept of EAWs and indicated this mode as

a heavily damped solution in the Maxwellian plasmas.1 After that, a weak damping regime

of the linear EAWs was found in the plasmas consisting of two-temperature Maxwellian

electrons and immobile ions.2,3 Valentini et al. suggested that the nonlinear EAWs could

be excited by an external resonant driver with a relatively low amplitude.4 In addition to

the theoretical works, the EAWs have been observed experimentally in different laboratory

plasmas.5–7

In space plasmas, the EAWs are essential for explaining the formation of the broadband

electrostatic noises.8,9 However, several recent observations indicate that the kappa distribu-

tion is more suitable than the Maxwellian one to model space plasmas, such as solar wind,10,11

solar corona,12,13 and planetary magnetosphere.14,15 In the laboratory plasmas, Hellberg et

al. also confirmed that the kappa model can provide more suitable explanations of the ob-

served EAW dispersion and damping rate than the bi-Maxwellian and Maxwellian-waterbag

models.16 The kappa velocity distribution is usually written as,17,18

fκ(v) ∝
(

1 +
v2

κθ2

)−κ−1
, (1)

where θ is the most probable speed. The temperature is defined in a kinetic manner,

3

2
kBT =

∫
1

2
mv2fκ(v) dv , (2)

where T is the actual temperature in kappa-distributed plasmas.19,20 Such a temperature

definition results in the relationship,

θ =

√
κ− 3

2

κ

2kBT

m
. (3)

In the limit of κ → ∞, the kappa distribution (1) recovers the Maxwellian distribution.

Therefore, the parameter κ measures the distance away from the Maxwellian equilibrium.

The kappa distribution has been applied to describe various plasmas in numerous works,21–24

although its generation mechanism is still under discussion.25–30

The theory of EAWs has also been extended by adopting the kappa distribution. Mace

et al. studied the EAWs in a plasma with hot kappa and cool Maxwellian electrons.31
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The authors found that the larger kappa index of hot electrons would produce the weaker

damping in the acoustic regime. Baluku et al. developed the above work by considering

both the hot and cool electrons are kappa-distributed but with different kappa values.32 They

concluded that the damping rate mainly depends on the hot-to-cool temperature ratio, and

the relative hot electron density determines the weak damping regime in wavenumbers. They

also demonstrated that the effects of the kappa indices for hot and cool electrons are weak

but nonnegligible. Besides, some other works related to the EAWs have also used the kappa

distributions.33–36

In this paper, we will show that the weakly damped EAWs can propagate in plasmas

consisting of two kappa-distributed electrons and static ions. The temperatures of the two-

electron components can be the same, but the kappa indices must be different. According to

Eqs. (1) and (3), the different kappa values and equal temperatures would lead to different

most probable speeds for two electrons. An adequate gap between the most probable speeds

of two electrons would permit a weak damping regime of the EAWs. It is a novel generation

mechanism of the weakly damped EAWs due to the kappa distributions.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we introduce the new theoretical model and

the corresponding dispersion equation. In Sec. III, we numerically solve the dispersion rela-

tion and damping rate of the EAWs. The weak damping regime is analyzed according to the

numerical dispersion solutions. In Sec. IV, our model of weakly damped EAWs is compared

with some other ones, including the well-known two-temperature electron model and some

other kappa-distributed models. In Sec. V, we conduct the Vlasov-Poisson simulations to

verify the theory. The results are summarized in the last Sec. VI.

II. MODEL AND DEFINITION

We consider an electrostatic plasma consisting of two kappa-distributed electrons and im-

mobile ions. The ions are supposed to be spatially uniform to provide a neutral background.

The three-dimensional kappa distributions of the two electrons could be expressed as,18,37

f(v) =
∑
σ=s,f

nσ
(κσπθ2σ)3/2

Γ(κσ + 1)

Γ(κσ − 1
2
)

(
1 +

v2

κσθ2σ

)−κσ−1
, (4)

where, for species σ, nσ is the number density, κσ is the kappa index, and θσ is the most

probable speed. The subscripts σ = s, f denote two different electron components which
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we call slow and fast electrons, respectively. We assume the temperature T (defined by Eq.

(2)) of the two electrons is the same. As a result, the two species have the different most

probable speeds,

θσ =

√
κσ − 3

2

κσ

2kBT

m
, (5)

due to the different kappa indices κσ. We must stress that the range of the kappa index κσ is

required to be (3/2,+∞] to ensure the convergence of the second moment of the distribution

(4).38 It leads to that θσ must be restricted in the range (0,
√

2kBT/m]. We suppose the

kappa indices κs < κf and thus the most probable speeds θs < θf . This is the reason for

the name of slow and fast electrons. For such electrostatic plasmas, the linear dispersion

relation is,18,37

1 +
∑
σ=s,f

2ω2
σ

k2θ2σ

[
1− 1

2κσ
+ ξσZ(κσ; ξσ)

]
= 0, (6)

where ωσ =
√
nσe2/(mε0) is the plasma frequency for each species, k is the wavenumber,

and Z(κσ; ξσ) is the modified plasma dispersion function defined by,37

Z(κσ; ξσ) =
Γ(κσ)

√
πκσΓ

(
κσ − 1

2

) ∫ +∞

−∞

(
1 + s2

κσ

)−κσ−1
s− ξσ

ds (7)

with ξσ = ω/(kθσ). One can rewrite the above equation in the form of the hypergeometric

function,37 i.e.,

Z(κσ; ξσ) =i

(
κσ + 1

2

) (
κσ − 1

2

)
κ
3/2
σ (κσ + 1)

×

2F1

[
1, 2κσ + 2;κσ + 2;

1

2

(
1− ξσ

i
√
κσ

)]
. (8)

According to Eq. (5), a sufficiently small κs and large κf lead to a large enough gap between

θs and θf , providing the possibilities for the weakly damped EAWs with the phase speed

θs < w/k < θf . It is worth noting that the analytic solution of the EAW dispersion is

difficult to derive in our model. The reason is explained in Appendix A. Therefore, the

solution of the EAW dispersion is obtained numerically throughout this paper.

III. NUMERICAL ANALYSIS

In the following numerical analysis, we calculate the dispersion relation directly from

Eq. (8). The total density of electrons is set as n0 = ns + nf = 1. We choose ns as an
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independent parameter and thus nf = 1 − ns. Both the real wave frequency ωr and the

damping rate γ are calculated in the unit of the total plasma frequency ωpe =
√
n0e2/(mε0).

The wavenumber is expressed in the dimensionless form of kλs, where λσ =
√
ε0kBT/(nσe2)

is the standard (Maxwellian) Debye length for species σ. It is worth noting that the Debye

length for kappa-distributed plasmas is given by,39,40

λκσ =

√
κσ − 3/2

κσ − 1/2

√
ε0kBTσ
nσe2

=

√
κσ − 3/2

κσ − 1/2
λσ. (9)

However, we still use kλσ as the dimensionless wavenumber in this study. The reason is

that we want to compare the dispersions and damping rates of different κσ for the same

wavenumbers. If we adopt kλκσ as the dimensionless wavenumber, then for the same kλκσ,

the wavenumber k is different when the different κσ is taken. The comparisons of the

dispersions and damping rates for different wavenumbers k are meaningless.

Figs. 1 and 2 are drawn to illustrate the existence of the weakly damped EAWs due to

the different kappa indices. In Fig. 1, one finds that the EAWs would have a weak damping

regime if κs is small enough. The weak damping range in wavenumbers expands when κs

tends to its minimum 3/2. Fig. 2 indicates that a large enough κf allows the EAWs with

weak damping. During the reduction of κf , the dispersion curves of LW and EAW are close

to each other. In the left panel of Fig. 2(c), when κf approaches the critical value 2.9,

the two dispersion curves overlap for approximately kλs > 1.0. The damping curves have a

similar situation in the right panel of Fig. 2(c). For κf < 2.9, the LW and EAW branches

cross, as shown in the left panel of Fig. 2(d). The wavenumber of the intersection point is

kλs ≈ 1.15. For kλs > 1.15, the upper branch of the dispersion is identified as the EAW,

while the lower branch is the LW. The reason is that the damping rate must be continuous

for each branch. Besides, one can also find that the weak damping regime in wavenumbers

does not change obviously for a decreasing κf before the two branches cross.

Fig. 3 exhibits the dispersion and accurate weak damping regime of the EAWs. In Fig.

3(a), we find that if κs varies with fixed ns = 0.7 and κf = ∞, the real wave frequency ωr

changes in large wavenumbers (roughly kλs > 1) but is nearly unchanged in small wavenum-

bers (roughly kλs < 1). The range of κs for weakly damped EAWs is about 3/2 < κs < 1.514

in this case. It implies κs must be very close to its minimum 3/2; otherwise, there is no

weak damping regime. From Fig. 3(b), we find that κf has a lower limit κf ≈ 2.9 in the

weak damping regime. For κf > 2.9, both the dispersion and the wavenumbers of the weak
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FIG. 1. The dispersion relation (left panel) and damping rate (right panel) of the LWs and

EAWs for varied κs. The LWs are denoted by blue, while the EAWs by red. The solid lines

represent the weak damping regime, namely |γ| < ωr/(2π). The strong damping regime, identified

by |γ| ≥ ωr/(2π), is drawn by the dotted lines. We set κf = ∞ to avoid the strongly damped

EAWs caused by a small κf . The influence of κs is shown by varying its value from 1.501 to 1.6.

The number density of slow electrons is selected as ns = 0.7.

damping regime remain almost the same. It means that κf is less important if it is larger

than some critical value. Such a discontinuity at κf ≈ 2.9 could be attributed to the cross

of the LW and EAW branches. When κf > 2.9, just like the case shown in Fig. 2(b),

the two branches do not cross, and there is a weak damping regime for EAWs. But, when

κf < 2.9, as shown in Fig. 2(d), the two branches cross. In this case, the weak damping

regime belongs to the LW rather than the EAW due to the continuity of the damping curve.

Therefore, there is no weakly damped EAW for κf < 2.9. In Fig. 3(c), the weakly damped

EAWs can only exist for approximately 0.36 < ns < 0.79 with κs = 1.505 and κf =∞. The
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(d) s=1.501; f=2.5

FIG. 2. The dispersion relation (left panel) and damping rate (right panel) of the LWs and EAWs

for varied κf . The legends are the same as those in Fig. 1. We set κs = 1.501 to avoid the strongly

damped EAWs due to a large κs. The influence of κf is shown by varying its value from 2.5 to 10.

The number density of slow electrons is still selected as ns = 0.7.

weak damping regime in wavenumbers is also affected by different ns.

In terms of the above analysis, it is clear that κs and ns are the main factors affecting

the EAW damping. Therefore, we investigate the weak damping regime of the EAWs in the

parameter spaces of κs and ns. We use the minimum of 2π|γ|/ωr in a certain wavenumber

range as the criterion for the existence of weakly damped EAWs. If [2π|γ|/ωr]min < 1,
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FIG. 3. The EAW dispersion and the weak damping regime for variant (a) κs, (b) κf , and (c)

ns. The color bar indicates the value of ωr/ωpe in all three subfigures. The dashed lines are the

separatrices of the strong and weak damping regimes. The other parameters used in the subplots

are (a) ns = 0.7 and κf =∞, (b) ns = 0.7 and κs = 1.501, and (c) κs = 1.505 and κf =∞.

there must be a weak damping regime in the corresponding wavenumbers. The results are

illustrated in Fig. 4. It shows a larger ns (in the range of 0.1 < ns < 0.79 approximately)

enlarges the range of κs for the weakly damped EAWs. Nevertheless, the range of κs is still

very small. The maximum of κs is about 1.519 at ns ≈ 0.79. Some observations and analyses
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indicate that the kappa index could be very close to its minimum 3/2.41–43 In Ref. 41, Steffl

et al. derived the kappa value from the observations of Io plasma torus by assuming the

kappa-distributed electrons. They found that the kappa value could decrease to κ ≈ 1.5

at a long radial distance. Decker et al.42 analyzed the observation data of the heliospheric

termination shock. Their work suggested that the protons could be described by the kappa

distribution with κ = 1.63. Fahr et al.43 studied the electron distribution downstream of the

solar wind termination shock and found the electrons should follow the kappa distribution

with κ = 1.522.

0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9
ns

1.505

1.510

1.515

1.520

1.525

1.530

s

[ | |
r/(2 ) ]min < 1

[ | |
r/(2 ) ]min > 1

[ | |
r/(2 ) ]min

0.0

1.2

2.4

3.6

4.8

6.0

FIG. 4. The minimum of |γ|
ωr/(2π)

and the weak damping regime. The color bar indicates the

minimum value of |γ|
ωr/(2π)

in the range of 0.0 < kλs < 6.0. We let κf = ∞ in this figure. The

dashed line is the separatrix that
[
|γ|

ωr/(2π)

]
min

= 1.

IV. COMPARISON WITH THE OTHER MODELS

A. Comparison with the model of the two-temperature electrons

As we know, the EAWs are weakly damped in the plasmas with two-temperature electrons

and stationary ions.2,3 From the analysis in Sec. III, we can infer that the slow electrons

and fast electrons in our model play the similar roles as the cold and hot electrons in the

two-temperature model, respectively. Therefore, it is necessary to compare the EAWs in

these two different models. To distinguish them, the model proposed in this paper is called
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the two-kappa-distribution model, and the model in the previous references2,3 is called the

two-temperature model. The one-dimensional distribution for the two-temperature model

is,

f2T (v) =
∑
σ=c,h

nσ√
πθ2σ

e
− v

2

θ2σ , (10)

where the subscripts c, h denote the cold and hot electrons, respectively. By integrating Eq.

(4), one derives the one-dimensional distribution for the two-kappa-distribution model,

f2κ(v) =
∑
σ=s,f

nσ√
κσπθ2σ

Γ(κσ)

Γ
(
κσ − 1

2

) (1 +
v2

κσθ2σ

)−κσ
. (11)

For comparison, we set the most probable speeds and the number densities are the same for

the two models, i.e., θc = θs, θh = θf , nc = ns, and nh = nf . In addition, according to the

analysis in Sec. III, κf does not play an important role, so we let κf = ∞. It means the

fast electron distribution is the same as the hot electron distribution in this comparison. We

treat θs and θf as independent parameters, so κs is determined by,

κs =
3

2
(

1− θ2s
θ2f

) , (12)

to ensure the slow and fast electrons have the same temperatures. Under these constraints,

the only difference between the two models is the distribution functions for cold electrons

and slow electrons. The relationships between the two models are drawn in Fig. 5.

same distributions

sa
m

e
te

m
p

e
ra

tu
re

s

same number densities
same most probable speeds

FIG. 5. Schematic diagram of the relationships between the two-kappa-distribution model (2κ

Model) and the two-temperature model (2T Model) in our comparison. The notations ’s’, ’f’, ’c’,

and ’h’ represent the slow, fast, cold, and hot electrons, respectively, in these two models.
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FIG. 6. The distributions for the two-temperature and the two-kappa-distribution models. The

green dashed lines stand for the two-temperature distribution (10) and the red solid line for the

two-kappa distribution (11). We set the number densities as nc = ns = nh = nf = 0.5 and the

most probable speeds as θc = θs = 0.05, θh = θf = 1. The kappa index κs ≈ 1.504 is calculated

from Eq. (12).
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pe

FIG. 7. The dispersion and damping rate of the EAWs in the two-temperature model (green lines)

and the two-kappa-distribution model (red lines). The dotted lines in the upper panel denote the

strong damping regime, while the solid lines denote the weak one. The parameters used in this

figure are the same as those in Fig. 6.

For comparison, we plot the distributions for these two models in Fig. 6. It shows

that the two-kappa-distribution model has more suprathermal electrons in high energies. In

low energies, the two-kappa distribution is a little fatter than the two-temperature one. The

dispersion and damping rate are illustrated in Fig. 7. We find that the two dispersion curves
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are very close to each other, but the weak damping regime of the two-kappa-distribution

model is smaller than that of the two-temperature model in wavenumbers. The reason is

that the damping strength of the two-kappa-distribution model is stronger than the two-

temperature model, which is displayed in the lower panel of Fig. 7.

B. Comparison with the other kappa-distributed models

There are some other works31,32 studying the EAWs in kappa-distributed plasmas. How-

ever, the present study is different from them. In Ref. 31, the authors investigated the

EAWs in the plasmas with hot kappa and cool Maxwellian electrons. In their model, the

kappa-distributed electrons are assumed to be much hotter than the Maxwellian ones. Be-

cause the kappa index in their paper is not very small (the minimum kappa value may be

1.6), we can infer that the most probable speed of the hot kappa electron is still much

larger than that of the cool Maxwellian electron. Therefore, in their work, the slow species

(cool Maxwellian electrons) has a larger kappa index (κ→∞) than the fast species (kappa-

distributed electrons with a finite kappa index), which is very different from the present

study. In Ref. 32, Baluku et al. studied the EAWs propagating in the plasmas with hot and

cool kappa-distributed electrons. In their work, they assumed the λc � λκh, where λc is the

standard Debye length for the cool electrons while λκh is the Debye length defined by Eq.

(9) for the hot species. However, such an assumption cannot be valid if the two species have

equivalent temperatures. Therefore, the results obtained in Ref. 32 are not appropriate for

our model.

V. VERIFICATION BY VLASOV-POISSON SIMULATIONS

To verify the weakly damped EAWs in the two-kappa-distribution model, we perform the

one-dimensional Vlasov-Poisson simulation.44 The time evolution of electrostatic plasmas

follows the Vlasov-Poisson equations,

∂f

∂t
+ v

∂f

∂x
− eE

m

∂f

∂v
= 0, (13)

∂E

∂x
=

e

ε0

(
n0 −

∫ ∞
−∞

f dv

)
, (14)
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where E is the electric field. The ion number density is set as n0, providing a neutralizing

background. We introduce an initial perturbation by,

f(x, v, t = 0) = [1 + d cos(kx)]f2κ (15)

with the small disturbance d = 0.001 and the two-kappa distribution f2κ given by Eq.

(11). In the simulation, the kappa indices are chosen as κs = 1.501 and κf = 20. The

number densities for the slow and fast electrons are ns = 0.75 and nf = 0.25. Besides,

for both two species, the temperature is T = 1, the electron mass m = 1, the elementary

charge e = 1, and the vacuum permittivity ε0 = 1. Thus, the total plasma frequency is

ωpe =
√
n0e2/(mε0) = 1.

In the simulations, the Vlasov equation (13) is integrated by the semi-Lagrangian split-

ting scheme with cubic spline interpolations.44 The Poisson equation (14) is solved by the

tridiagonal matrix algorithm.45 The simulation scale is [0, L] with L = 2π/k, and the peri-

odic boundary conditions are adopted in the position space. The simulation domain for the

velocity space is [−vmax, vmax] with vmax = 10, and outside this interval (|v| > vmax), the

distribution is treated as zero. The position space is discretized by Nx = 200 grid points and

the velocity space by Nv = 4000 grid points. We can calculate the nonlinear trapping time

approximately by τ = 2π
√
m/(ed) ≈ 198.7,46 so the simulation time is limited to [0, tmax]

with tmax = 40 < τ to ensure the linear evolution of the system. We select the time step as

∆t = 0.005.

0 10 20 30 40
pet

10 11

10 9

10 7

|E
k|2

FIG. 8. The time evolution of the amplitude of the electric field Ek for the wavenumber kλs = 3.5.

The solid lines are the simulation results, while the dashed lines are the numerical solutions from

the dispersion (8).
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FIG. 9. Verification of the wave frequency and damping rate in the weak damping regime

1.0 < kλs < 4.0. The dashed lines stand for the numerical solutions from Eq. (8), while the

squares denote the simulation results.

The results are illustrated in Figs. 8 and 9. In Fig. 8, we plot the time evolution of

the electric field in the case of kλs = 3.5. One can obtain the wave frequency ωsimr =

0.893767 and the damping rate γsim = −0.044518 from the simulations. As a comparison,

the numerical calculations give ωnumr = 0.892928 and γnum = −0.044569 in terms of Eq.

(8). The relative errors between the simulations and numerical results are about 0.094%

and 0.113% for the wave frequency and damping rate, respectively. In a large range of the

wavenumbers, we illustrate the comparison of the wave frequency and damping rate in Fig.

9. One finds that the simulations are in very good agreement with the numerical results.

VI. SUMMARY

In this paper, we investigate the weakly damped EAWs in plasmas consisting of two

kappa-distributed electrons and stationary ions. We assume the two-electron components

have the same temperatures but the different kappa indices. It is found that the EAWs in

such plasmas would be weakly damped for sufficiently small κs and large κf . The kappa

indices and the number densities for both two electrons are the dominant factors determining

the weak damping regime in wavenumbers. The parameter spaces permitting the weakly

damped EAWs are illustrated in Figs. 3 and 4. In addition, we mainly compare the EAWs

in our model and the well-known two-temperature electron model. As exhibited in Fig. 7,
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the different models would affect the dispersion curve slightly but the damping rate strongly.

It shows that the EAWs in our model have a smaller weak damping regime. At last, the

Vlasov-Poisson simulations are performed for verifications. Simulation results are in good

agreement with the theory.

Our results imply that the most probable speed is the main factor determining the pos-

sibility of the weakly damped EAWs. For the plasmas with two Maxwellian electrons, the

most probable speed is only related to the temperature. Therefore, the temperature be-

comes the decisive factor in the Maxwellian plasmas. However, in the plasmas with two

kappa-distributed electrons, the most probable speed is not only related to the temperature

but also the kappa index. Thus, the temperature difference is not a necessary condition in

the kappa-distributed plasmas.
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Appendix A: Difficulties in the derivations of the analytic dispersion

In this section, we demonstrate that even in the case of θs � wr/k � θf , the EAW

dispersion cannot be obtained analytically. The standard procedure for deriving the analytic

EAW dispersion is to expand the modified dispersion functions Z(κs; ξs) for ξs � 1 and

Z(κf ; ξf ) for ξf � 1. Due to the weak damping, we neglect the image part of ξσ and only

consider the real part of the dispersion,

1 +
∑
σ=s,f

2ω2
σ

k2θ2σ

{
1− 1

2κσ
+ ξσ Re[Z(κσ; ξσ)]

}
= 0. (A1)
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Let us consider the expansion of Re[Z(κs, ξs)] for ξs � 1. According to Ref. 37, the real

part of Z(κs; ξs) can be rewritten as,

Re[Z(κs, ξs)] = −ξs
(2κs + 1)(2κs − 1)

2κ2s
2F1

(
1, κs +

3

2
;
3

2
;− ξ

2
s

κs

)
. (A2)

In terms of linear transformations of the hypergeometric function,47

sin[π(b− a)]

π
2F1(a, b; c; z)

Γ(c)
=

(−z)a2F1

(
a, a− c+ 1; a− b+ 1; 1

z

)
Γ(b)Γ(c− a)Γ(a− b+ 1)

−
(−z)b2F1

(
b, b− c+ 1; b− a+ 1; 1

z

)
Γ(a)Γ(c− b)Γ(b− a+ 1)

, (A3)

for | arg(−z)| < π, we have,

sin
(
κsπ +

π

2

)
2F1

(
1, κs +

3

2
;
3

2
;− ξ

2
s

κs

)
=

π3/2

2Γ
(
κs + 3

2

)
κs
ξ2s

2F1

(
1, 1

2
; 1
2
− κs;−κs

ξ2s

)
√
πΓ
(
1
2
− κs

)
−
(
κs
ξ2s

)κs+ 3
2 2F1

(
κs + 3

2
, κs + 1;κs + 3

2
;−κs

ξ2s

)
Γ(−κs)

 ,
(A4)

for | arg(ξ2s/κs)| < π. For non-half-integer κs, which means sin(κsπ + π/2) 6= 0, we can

divide Eq. (A4) by sin(κsπ + π/2) on both sides,

2F1

(
1, κs +

3

2
;
3

2
;− ξ

2
s

κs

)
=

π3/2

2 cos(κsπ)Γ
(
κs + 3

2

)
κs
ξ2s

2F1

(
1, 1

2
; 1
2
− κs;−κs

ξ2s

)
√
πΓ
(
1
2
− κs

)
−
(
κs
ξ2s

)κs+ 3
2 2F1

(
κs + 3

2
, κs + 1;κs + 3

2
;−κs

ξ2s

)
Γ(−κs)

 . (A5)

Therefore, the above equation holds for non-half-integer κs and otherwise diverges due to

cos(κsπ) on the denominator. Substituting Eq. (A5) into (A2) and expanding the hyperge-

ometric functions, one derives the expansion of Re[Z(κs; ξs)] for non-half-integer κs,

Re[Z(κs, ξs)] =−
√
π

κ
3/2
s Γ

(
κs − 1

2

) ∞∑
n=0

(−1)n
(
κs
ξ2s

)n+ 1
2

×[
Γ
(
n+ 1

2

)
cos(κsπ)Γ

(
n+ 1

2
− κs

) + tan(κsπ)
Γ(κs + n+ 1)

Γ(n+ 1)

(
κs
ξ2s

)κs+ 1
2

]
. (A6)

where | arg(ξ2s/κs)| < π. Eq. (A6) coincides with the results in Refs. 37 and 17. We must

emphasize that it is the expansion (A6) that diverges for half-integer κs. The hypergeometric

representation of Z(κσ, ξσ) (8), as well as the definition (7), converges for all kappa indices.
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From Sec. III, we find κs should sufficiently approach 3/2 to ensure the existence of the

weakly damped EAWs. When κs → 3/2, tan(κsπ) is a large factor. Thus, the second term

in the square bracket of Eq. (A6) cannot be omitted. It leads to the expansion of Eq. (A1)

must have the term including (κs/ξ
2
s )
κs+1/2. As a result, the analytic EAW dispersion cannot

be derived explicitly due to this term.
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