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The nonlinear collisional dynamics of coupled driven plasma waves in the presence of background
dissipation is studied analytically within kinetic theory. Sufficiently near marginal stability, phase
space correlations are poorly preserved and time delays become unimportant. The system is then
shown to be governed by two first-order coupled autonomous differential equations of cubic order for
the wave amplitudes and two complementary first-order equations for the evolution of their phases.
That system of equations can be decoupled and further simplified to a single second-order differential
equation of Liénard’s type for each amplitude. Numerical solutions for this equation are obtained
in the general case while analytic solutions are obtained for special cases in terms of parameters
related to the spacing of the resonances of the two waves in frequency space, e.g., wave lengths
and oscillation frequencies. These parameters are further analyzed to find classes of quasi-steady
saturation and pulsating scenarios. To classify equilibrium points, local stability analysis is applied,
and bifurcation conditions are determined. When the two waves saturate at similar amplitude levels,
their combined signal is shown to invariably exhibit amplitude beating and phase jumps of nearly π.
The obtained analytical results can be used to benchmark simulations and to interpret eigenmode
amplitude measurements in fusion experiments.

I. INTRODUCTION

In most kinetic plasma systems of practical interest,
wave dynamics is intrinsically of coupled nature. For
instance, in studies of the drift wave turbulence [1, 2],
quantum two-stream instability [3], and Alfvénic eigen-
modes in fusion plasmas [4], the coupling between modes
plays a central role in the wave amplitude evolution and
the underlying particle transport. Although the resonant
dynamics of a single plasma wave has been relatively well
understood in analytic terms [5–7], the dynamics of cou-
pled modes has proven to be more intricate [8–10].

The purpose of this work is to analytically study
the basic nonlinear dynamics of two marginally-unstable
overlapping plasma waves, using the framework of Ref.
[11, 12] as a starting point (extension studies have
been also reported in Refs. [13, 14]). We show that
one can achieve considerable analytic simplification for
experimentally-relevant scenarios when phase memory of
resonant particles is poorly retained. In this case, the dy-
namics is shown to be ultimately governed by a system
of coupled Landau-Stuart equations. We characterize the
main properties of such a system, in terms of saturation
levels, stability fixed points, beating and phase jumps,
and compare the analytic results modeling poor phase
memory with simulations for the case in which the full
phase information is retained.

We consider the case in which the two oscillators in-
teract with each other indirectly, i.e., via their common
medium. This occurs in a wide range of applications
of the nonlinear dynamics of oscillators (see Ref. [15]
and Refs. 24-31 therein). In plasmas, this setup is
applicable within the realm of weak turbulence theory
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with a wave-particle type of nonlinearity [8] between the
modes and the distribution function of the resonating
minority species. Explicitly, this coupling exists entirely
through particles that resonate with both modes. Al-
though restricted to weak nonlinearities where the modes
are not magnetodynamically (wave-wave) coupled, our
treatment offers new and transparent analytic intuition
and insights on the evolution of coupled driven modes
of discrete nature. Our results are directly relevant to
extending resonance-broadened quasilinear models [16]
and multi-mode Alfvén eigenmode simulations in plas-
mas [17, 18] and overlap-mediated redistribution in galac-
tic dynamics [19–23], and are directly useful to simula-
tions of the transport induced by plasma eigenmodes [24].

This paper is structured as follows. In Sec. II, the gov-
erning nonlinear, time-delayed integro-differential equa-
tions are presented. When resonant particles decorrelate
from a resonance on a timescale shorter than the charac-
teristic wave growth time, those equations are shown to
reduce to a set of time-local ordinary differential equa-
tions, or equivalently, to a single Liénard’s equation,
which can be explicitly solved in several regimes. In Sec.
III, saturation levels and stability fixed-point diagrams
are categorized. Sec. IV shows that the analyzed sys-
tem leads to wave beating and phase jumps when the
two amplitudes are similar. A synchronicity condition is
also determined. Sec. V shows numerical results for the
coupled wave evolution. It presents comparisons between
the reduced time-local system against the more complex
time-delayed system for a range of collisionalities. Dis-
cussions on the implications of our findings are presented
in Sec. VI. Details of the calculations and numerical
scheme utilized are shown in the Appendix.
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II. THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK

A. Model equations

We start with the evolution equations for mode am-
plitudes Âj (j = 1, 2) derived by [11] for the case in

which each mode is primarily driven by one dominant
resonance. For a Krook collision operator of the form
(df/dt)coll = ν(F0 − f) where ν is an effective collision
frequency and F0 is the equilibrium distribution func-
tion, in the absence of perturbation [25], the evolution
equations for near-threshold modes are

dÂ1

dt
=Â1 −

1

2

∫ t/2

0

dη

∫ t−2η

0

dχ ·
[
η2 ·

(
Â1(t− η)Â1(t− η − χ)Â∗1(t− 2η − χ)

+ Â1(t− η)Â2(t− η − χ)Â∗2(t− 2η − χ) · e−ip1η
)

+ Â2(t− η)Â1(t− η − χ)Â∗2(t− 2η − χ)e−ip1(2η+χ) · η(η + u1(η + χ))
]
· e−ν̂(2η+χ)

(1)

and

dÂ2

dt
=Â2 −

1

2

∫ t/2

0

dη

∫ t−2η

0

dχ ·
[
η2 ·

(
Â2(t− η)Â2(t− η − χ)Â∗2(t− 2η − χ)

+ Â2(t− η)Â1(t− η − χ)Â∗1(t− 2η − χ) · e−ip2η
)

+ Â1(t− η)Â2(t− η − χ)Â∗1(t− 2η − χ)e−ip2(2η+χ) · η(η + u2(η + χ))
]
· e−ν̂(2η+χ),

(2)

where uj ≡ ∆k
kj

, pj ≡ ωj

γ

(
∆k
kj
− ∆ω

ωj

)
, ∆k ≡ k1 − k2,

and ∆ω ≡ ω1 − ω2. kj and ωj represent the wave vector
amplitudes and the oscillation frequency of each wave
respectively.

It is convenient to normalize the effective collisional
frequency with the wave net growth rate, ν̂ = ν/(γL−γd),
where γL is the linear kinetic driving rate due to the
resonating minority species and γd is the dissipation
(damping) rate from the background plasma. Time is
also normalized with the wave inverse net growth rate
(γL − γd)−1. Eqs. 1 and 2 are constructed under the
assumption that |∆k/kj | � 1 and |∆ω/ωj | � 1 [11]. For
these equations, the waves are assumed sufficiently near
marginal stability which requires that γ ≡ γL−γd � γL.
Physically, this regime is characterized by strong energy
conversions and are shown to be experimentally applica-
ble, for instance, in systems with plasma self-heating or
α-energy channeling. In our case, the free energy injected
into the system is readily converted to thermal energy
via strong collisions which, in turn, heat the background
plasma.

B. Stochasticity-dominated limit

In order to make analytical progress, in this work we
consider the limit in which stochasticity dominates the
dynamics [26], i.e., when collisions regulate the wave
growth. In this experimentally relevant scenario [27, 28]
in which the effective collision frequency is much greater
than the net rate of growth (ν̂ = ν/(γL − γd) � 1), res-
onant particles receive frequent random kicks and have
poor phase memory retention. In this case, the expo-
nential kernel of Eqs. 1 and 2 forces the integrand to
be virtually zero except where both η and χ are close
to zero. This limit leads to considerable simplification.
Firstly, the arguments inside Âj within the integrand can
be evaluated time locally around the peak location of the
integrand and can be extracted from the integral [26].
Secondly, the integration bounds can be extended to in-
finity when the following change of variable x = ν̂η is
applied. Lastly, the resulting expressions can be explic-
itly integrated (for details, refer to the derivation shown
in Appendix A). This implies that Eqs. 1 and 2 simplify
into the following pair of coupled differential equations,

dÂ1

dt
= Â1

(
1− b0|Â1|2 − b1|Â2|2

)
,

dÂ2

dt
= Â2

(
1− b0|Â2|2 − b2|Â1|2

)
.

(3)

The coefficients that appear in Eq. 3 are given by
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Re(b1) =
8b0(

4 +
p21
ν̂2

)3 ·
[
8− 6

(p1

ν̂

)2
]

+
(1 + 2u1) b0(

1 +
p21
ν̂2

)4 ·
[
1− 6

(p1

ν̂

)2

+
(p1

ν̂

)4
]
,

Im(b1) =
8b0(

4 +
p21
ν̂2

)3 ·
[
−12

p1

ν̂
+
(p1

ν̂

)3
]

+ 4
(1 + 2u1) b0(

1 +
p21
ν̂2

)4 ·
[
−p1

ν̂
+
(p1

ν̂

)3
]
,

Re(b2) =
8b0(

4 +
p22
ν̂2

)3 ·
[
8− 6

(p2

ν̂

)2
]

+
(1 + 2u2) b0(

1 +
p22
ν̂2

)4 ·
[
1− 6

(p2

ν̂

)2

+
(p2

ν̂

)4
]
,

Im(b2) =
8b0(

4 +
p22
ν̂2

)3 ·
[
−12

p2

ν̂
+
(p2

ν̂

)3
]

+ 4
(1 + 2u2) b0(

1 +
p22
ν̂2

)4 ·
[
−p2

ν̂
+
(p2

ν̂

)3
]
,

(4)

where b0 ≡
(
8ν̂4
)−1

. Additionally, the ratio bj/b0 is
purely a function of uj and pj/ν̂. The range of Re(b1)/b0
is shown in Fig. 1 — Re(b2) has an identical plot in terms
of u2 and p2/ν̂. In the limit in which |pj/ν̂| � 1 for both
waves, bj → 0 and ν/ωj � |∆k/kj −∆ω/ωj | suggesting
that this system is constrained to have a very small effec-
tive collision frequency and an even smaller net growth
rate. Formally, the ordering for the parameters is the fol-
lowing: γ � ν � ωj |∆k/kj −∆ω/ωj |. Under these con-
ditions, the two modes evolve independently from each
other as the interaction terms, b1 and b2, vanish.

In the special case where pj = uj = 0, the two modes
have virtually the same wavenumber and frequency, in
which case Eq. 4 leads to b1 = b2 = 2b0. However, having
pj = uj = 0 does not reduce the system to a single mode
case. Rather, the derivation for Eqs. 1 and 2 excludes
two additional mode coupling terms and as a result, fails
to represent pj = uj = 0 as a single mode [11]. We
see that given two waves with the same frequency and
wavenumber, both the one wave and the two wave satu-
ration pictures can be applied for analysis. To achieve a
power balance equation, the wave energy for two waves
is calculated using

WE =
1

8π

∫ ∣∣∣Â1 + Â2

∣∣∣2 dx

=
1

8π

∫ [
|Â1|2 + 2Re(Â1 · Â∗2) + |Â2|2

]
dx

(5)

where the integration parameter spans over a periodic
interval for both waves. If the waves have different
wavenumbers, then the integral of the cross term van-
ishes via an orthogonality condition. However, when the
waves have the same wavenumber, such as the case for
pj = uj = 0, then the orthogonality argument dissolves,
and the cross term now supplies a nonzero contribution
to the total wave energy. This special case should instead
be considered as two waves whose separations ∆k and ∆ω
are virtually zero, but still represent distinct eigenmodes
[11].

C. Evolution of the modes amplitudes and phases

Substituting Âj(t) = |Âj |(t)eiφj(t) in Eqs. 3 allows
the two wave amplitude equations to split into four dif-
ferential equations which govern the evolution of their

u1 = 0

u1 = 0.5

u1 = 1

(b)

-2 -1 0 1 2

0

1

2

3

4

p1

ν

Re(b1)

b0

FIG. 1. (a) Range of Re(b1)/b0 as a function of u1 and p1/ν̂.
As a reminder, in order for Eqs. 1 and 2 to be strictly valid,
|u1| � 1. (b) Cross sections of the plot shown in Fig. 1(a). As
the value of u1 increases, the range of Re(b1)/b0 also increases.
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magnitudes and phases,

d|Â1|
dt

= |Â1|
(

1− b0|Â1|2 − Re(b1)|Â2|2
)

dφ1

dt
= −Im(b1)|Â2|2

d|Â2|
dt

= |Â2|
(

1− b0|Â2|2 − Re(b2)|Â1|2
)

dφ2

dt
= −Im(b2)|Â1|2

(6)

The amplitude evolution in Eq. 6 has close similarities
to the coupled evolution equations for vortex shedding
modes in fluids [29, 30]. Interestingly, in Eq. 6, the am-
plitude of one mode is found to regulate the phase of
another. The structure of the phase evolution in Eq. 6 is

similar to the phase evolution of a single wave in the pres-
ence of drag (Eq. 9 of [31]). Consequently, if there were
regimes where a quasi-steady solution was found for both
A1 and A2, then the long time behavior of each would be
to have Aj(t) → Aj,sat exp[itIm(bj)/Re(bj)], where the
exponential term represents a frequency shift induced by
the second mode.

D. Further reduction of amplitude evolution to a
single Liénard equation

The two first-order differential equations for |Âj |
(Eq. 6) can be combined into a single second-order dif-
ferential equation where only one of the amplitudes ap-
pears. To simplify the resulting expression, we redefine
the function to be solved as Ψ ≡ |Â2|−2b0/Re(b2) in order
to linearize the highest-order derivative. The resulting
decoupled equation [32] is

Ψ′′ +
2

Re(b2)

[(
b0Re(b2) + Re(b1)Re(b2)− 2b20

)
Ψ−

Re(b2)
b0 + (2b0 − Re(b2))

]
Ψ′

+
4b0

Re(b2)2

(
1− b0Ψ−

Re(b2)
b0

)[(
Re(b1)Re(b2)− b20

)
Ψ−

Re(b2)
b0 + (b0 − Re(b2))

]
Ψ = 0.

(7)

This form provides for a better comparison with text-
book tables of equations that allow for analytic solutions.
Incidentally, Eq. 7 has the form of a Liénard equation,
which can be analytically solvable for certain combina-
tions of Re(b1) and Re(b2). Two such cases are presented
in Appendix B. For sufficiently small amplitudes, Eq. 7
can be approximately reduced to a damped linear oscilla-
tor equation for Ψ and |Âj | ∼ et is obtained, as expected
from Eq. 6.

E. Analytical solution for the case of a dominant
mode

Consider the case in which one wave, for instance
wave 2, grows independently of wave 1, but wave 1 is
still affected by wave 2. Formally, this corresponds to
Re(b2)� b0,Re(b1). Then, its wave amplitude evolution
is described by [26]

|Â2|(t) =
|Â2|(0)et√

1− b0|Â2|2(0) (1− e2t)
. (8)

When inserting Eq. 8 into the amplitude evolution for
wave 1 [Eq. 6], a Stuart-Landau equation with varying
coefficients is obtained. This resulting equation becomes
linear when rewritten in terms of |Â1|−2,

d|Â1|−2

dt
= −2|Â1|−2

(
1− Re(b1)|Â2|2(t)

)
+ 2b0. (9)

which has the solution

|Â1|−2(t) = |Â1|−2(0)e−2h(t) + 2b0

∫ t

0

e−2(h(t)−h(t′))dt′

(10)
where

h(t) ≡ t− Re(b1)

2b0
log
∣∣∣1− b0|Â2|2(0)

(
1− e2t

)∣∣∣ . (11)

Upon further integration, the final closed-form solution
is found to be
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|Â1|(t) =


|Â1|(0)eh(t)

(
1 + |Â1|2(0)

|Â2|2(0)

(
b0

b0−Re(b1)

){[
1− b0|Â2|2(0)

(
1− e2t

)]1−Re(b1)
b0 − 1

})−1/2

if Re(b1) 6= b0

|Â1|(0)eh(t)
{

1 + |Â1|2(0)

|Â2|2(0)
log
[
1− b0|Â2|2(0)

(
1− e2t

)]}−1/2

if Re(b1) = b0.

(12)

For small t, h(t) ∼ t and Eq. 12 leads to |Â1|(t) =

|Â1|(0)et. Fig. 2 shows that as the interaction term
approaches zero, the resulting wave evolution equation
approaches the form described in Eq. 12. Additionally,
when neither wave interacts with the other (i.e., by de-
manding the additional condition Re(b1)/b0 → 0), Eq.
12 recovers Eq. 8, a case in which both waves saturate
independently from each other.

In this same regime, in which two waves saturate in-
dependently, the phase evolution is solved by plugging in
Eq. 8 to the phase evolution in Eq. 6. This results in a
closed form for the phase evolution of two independently
saturating waves, which is given by

φ1(t) = φ1(0)− Im(b1)

2b0
log
[
1− b0|Â2|2(0)

(
1− e2t

)]
φ2(t) = φ2(0)− Im(b2)

2b0
log
[
1− b0|Â1|2(0)

(
1− e2t

)]
.

(13)
In the long term limit, the phase velocity for the two
waves approach φ′1 → −Im(b1)/b0 and φ′2 → −Im(b2)/b0,
which suggests that, in this limit, the phase growth is
linear.

Incidentally, determining the separation of resonances
in phase space from b1 and b2 alone is impossible. For
given values of b1 and b2, one can uniquely determine u1,
u2, p1 and p2. From these, one can find k1 and k2, as
well as ω1/γ and ω2/γ. This implies that only for a given
γ, the exact separation between the two resonances can
then be determined.

III. SATURATION LEVELS AND STABILITY
ANALYSIS

Let us analyze properties of the autonomous first-order
coupled differential equations (Eq. 6) by defining the
functions f and g such that

f(|Â1|, |Â2|) ≡
d|Â1|

dt
= |Â1|(1− b0|Â1|2 − Re(b1)|Â2|2),

g(|Â1|, |Â2|) ≡
d|Â2|

dt
= |Â2|(1− b0|Â2|2 − Re(b2)|Â1|2).

(14)

Since the amplitudes are restricted to
be positive, there exists up to four fixed
points in the system: (|Â1|F , |Â2|F ) =

Re (b2)

b0
= 0.5

Re (b2)

b0
= 0.05

Analytic Solution

0 5 10 15 20
0

100

200

300

400

t

|A
1
|,
|A
2
|

FIG. 2. Comparison between the analytic solution (Eq. 12)
and simulations of Eq. 6 for the case in which mode 2 reg-
ulates the evolution of the mode 1 but mode 1 does not
reciprocate back. For this comparison, Re(b1)/b0 = 0.75
and b0 = 10−5 are used. The two dashed curves represent
simulation data for decreasing values of Re(b2)/b0, explicitly
Re(b2)/b0 = 0.5 and 0.05. As the value of Re(b2)/b0 decreases
to zero, the solution limit for the wave amplitude evolution
tends to match the analytic expression in Eq. 12.

{(0, 0), (b
−1/2
0 , 0), (0, b

−1/2
0 ), (|Â1|sat, |Â2|sat)} where

|Â1|sat =

√
b0 − Re(b1)

b20 − Re(b1)Re(b2)
,

|Â2|sat =

√
b0 − Re(b2)

b20 − Re(b1)Re(b2)
.

(15)

The fourth fixed point is not guaranteed to exist as
it can be imaginary. When the argument of the square
root is negative for either the first or the second wave,
the system then carries only three fixed points.

By definition, at the fixed points, the amplitudes do
not change and f = g = 0. To analyze the dynamical
behavior around them, the time derivative of the wave
amplitudes can be approximated using a linear expan-
sion. Therefore, perturbations around fixed points can be
treated as though they are centered around the origin in-
stead. This implies that f(|Â1|F +δ|Â1|, |Â2|F +δ|Â2|) =
d
dt (δ|Â1|) and g(|Â1|F +δ|Â1|, |Â2|F +δ|Â2|) = d

dt (δ|Â2|).
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TABLE I. Stability of Fixed Points

(|Â1|F , |Â2|F ) λ1 λ2 Stability Type

(0, 0) 1 1 Unstable

(b
−1/2
0 , 0) 1− Re(b2)

b0
-2 Stable, Saddle Point

(0, b
−1/2
0 ) 1− Re(b1)

b0
-2 Stable, Saddle Point

(|Â1|sat, |Â2|sat) −2 (b0−Re(b1))(b0−Re(b2))

b20−Re(b1)Re(b2)
-2 Stable, Saddle Point

TABLE II. Region Behavior Classification

Region Regime Stable Saddle Points

A Re(b1) > b0, Re(b2) > b0 (b
−1/2
0 , 0), (0, b

−1/2
0 ) (|Â1|sat, |Â2|sat)

B Re(b1) < b0, Re(b2) < b0, Re(b1)Re(b2) < b20 (|Â1|sat, |Â2|sat) (b
−1/2
0 , 0), (0, b

−1/2
0 )

C Re(b1) > b0, Re(b2) < b0 (0, b
−1/2
0 ) (b

−1/2
0 , 0)

D Re(b1) < b0, Re(b2) > b0 (b
−1/2
0 , 0) (0, b

−1/2
0 )

E Re(b1) < 0, Re(b2) < 0, Re(b1)Re(b2) > b20 - (0, b
−1/2
0 ), (b

−1/2
0 , 0)

As a result, the linear expansion becomes

d

dt
(δ|Â1|) ≈

∂f

∂|Â1|

∣∣∣∣∣
F

δ|Â1|+
∂f

∂|Â2|

∣∣∣∣∣
F

δ|Â2|,

d

dt
(δ|Â2|) ≈

∂g

∂|Â1|

∣∣∣∣∣
F

δ|Â1|+
∂g

∂|Â2|

∣∣∣∣∣
F

δ|Â2|.
(16)

The linearization can also be written in matrix form

as dX
dt = AX with X =

[
δ|Â1|
δ|Â2|

]
where A is the Jacobian

of the dynamical system defined by

A =

 ∂f

∂|Â1|

∣∣∣
F

∂f

∂|Â2|

∣∣∣
F

∂g

∂|Â1|

∣∣∣
F

∂g

∂|Â2|

∣∣∣
F

 =

(
1− 3b0(|Â1|F )2 − Re(b1)(|Â2|F )2 −2Re(b1)|Â1|F |Â2|F

−2Re(b2)|Â1|F |Â2|F 1− 3b0(|Â2|F )2 − Re(b2)(|Â1|F )2

)
. (17)

The general solution for this form is X = C1v1e
λ1t +

C2v2e
λ2t, where vj and λj are the eigenvectors and eigen-

values of matrix A respectively. This is an appropriate
solution for when the eigenvalues of the linearization are
not repeated. A different general form is required other-
wise.

Per the Linearization Theorem, the local topological
behavior of the dynamical system around its hyperbolic
fixed points is preserved under linearization [33]. A fixed
point is classified as hyperbolic if the Jacobian of the
dynamical system evaluated at the fixed point has no
eigenvalues with Re(λj) = 0.

The signs of the two eigenvalues, determined by the
relative magnitude of the constants, determine the clas-
sification of the fixed point. Table I provides an overview
of the calculated eigenvalues for each fixed point. The
behavior of the system is governed by the eigenvalues of
the linearized map around the fixed points. Besides the
origin, which is a source, all other fixed points have one

eigenvalue of value λ2 = −2, reminiscent of the single
mode evolution eigenvalue reported in Ref. [26]. This
requires that these fixed points be either stable or saddle
points. Additionally, there exists no oscillatory solutions
because there are no eigenvalues that are complex.

Bifurcation analysis dictates that shifting the parame-
ters Re(b1)/b0 and Re(b2)/b0 causes a change in the signs
of the eigenvalues of the linearized system. This variation
in parameter space in turn causes a behavioral change of
the fixed points of the system. The bifurcation map is
divided by three curves and separated into five distinct
regions (Fig. 3(a)). The bifurcation lines correspond to
Re(b1) = b0, Re(b2) = b0, and Re(b1)Re(b2) = b20. Ta-
ble II fully describes the topological behavior for all of
the fixed points for each region in Fig. 3(a). For all re-
gions, the origin is always an unstable point. When the
magnitudes of the two waves are very small, the ampli-
tude evolution equation (Eq. 6(a,c)) closely resembles an
exponential growth equation for each of the wave ampli-
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FIG. 3. (a) Three bifurcation curves (black dashed lines) divide the parameter space into five distinct regions. The blue filled
square represents the acceptable range of the ratios of constants under the assumption that |uj | � 1. Specifically, in this graph,
|uj | < 0.1 which produces a parameter range of −0.27b0 < Re(bj) < 2.2b0. This blue box spans four regions, namely (b) Region
A, (c) Region B, (d) Region C, and (e) Region D. This suggests that there exists four possible wave behaviors that emerge
from the reduced differential equations. The solid red curve represents the analytical solution line where constants match the
equation of Liénard’s original form in Appendix B. The line intersects the box of acceptable constants. Sample stream plots
are derived for each of the five bifurcation zones using parameter values described by the markers in Fig 3(a). From initial
conditions, the wave amplitudes evolve parametrically in time following a streamline governed by the vector field set by Eq.
6(a,c). For all stream plots, there exists at least three fixed points: the origin which is unstable, and two fixed points that lie on

the |Â1|, |Â2| axes. In Regions A and B, there exists an additional saturation fixed point, which contains nonzero components

for |Â1| and |Â2|. In Region A, the saturation fixed point is characterized as a saddle point. Alternately, in Region B, the
saturation fixed point is classified as a stable point which allows both modes to saturate. All regions except (f), in Region E,
are physical wave behaviors.

tudes.

Eqs. 1 and 2 are constrained by |uj | � 1. The com-
plete range for the parameters, Re(b1)/b0 and Re(b2)/b0,
is bounded by the case when |uj | = 1. The ranges of the
ratio of the constants can be evaluated from Fig. 1 and
placed directly onto the bifurcation map. The shaded
blue boxed region in Figure 3(a) encompasses the en-
tire range of parameters that are allowable under the
constraint |uj | � 1. Specifically, we see that when the

constraint is tightened to |uj | < 0.1, the range of con-
stants, Re(bj), extends from −0.27b0 to 2.2b0, thereby
spanning over four distinct bifurcations regions, A-D.
This suggests that aside from behaviors on the bifurca-
tion lines there exists four kinds of dynamics that can
occur. Region E does not lie within the acceptable pa-
rameter bounds. Figs. 3(b)-(f) describe example stream
plots from each of studied regions. For the stream plot
in Region E, both waves are observed to grow infinitely,
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which is physically unachievable and a consequence of
the linearization applied in Eq. 16. Furthermore, com-
binations of constants that allow for analytical solutions
of Liénard’s equation (see Appendix B) are displayed by
the red line in Fig. 3(a).

In Region A, the two waves initially approach the dou-
ble saturation saddle point but eventually converge to
one of two sinks on |Â1|, |Â2| space. Depending on the
initial conditions one wave dominates over the other.
Mode dominance is entirely dependent on the relative
magnitude of the interaction terms and the resulting
stream plot structure. Unlike other regions, Region A
is the only region in which initial conditions affect the
long term behavior of the system. In Region B, the two
waves will approach the double saturation stable point.
Alternately, the fixed points that correlate to one wave
engulfing the other wave have changed their behavior to
saddle points. In Regions C and D, the double satura-
tion fixed point disappears, and it is seen that one wave
dominates over the other regardless of the initial condi-
tions posed. Wave 2 dominates in Region C while wave 1
dominates in Region D. As previously stated, Region E is
not within valid parameter bounds, but is shown in this
paper for completeness. There also exists other specific
cases where the choice of parameters produces points that
lie exactly on a bifurcation curve. These cases cannot be
ordinarily analyzed through the Linearization Theorem
as these fixed points are typically not hyperbolic [33].

IV. PHASE JUMPS AND AMPLITUDE
BEATINGS

The system of coupled evolution equations treated in
this paper (Eqs. 6) are found to lead to beating and phase
jumps whenever the two amplitudes saturate at similar
levels. Analytically, this phenomenon can be understood
as follows. Consider the interference between two signals
of similar amplitudes F and (1 + ε)F (with ε � 1) with
distinct phases,

F [(1 + ε) cos (θ + δθ) + cos (θ − δθ)] = G cos (θ + χ)
(18)

Since Region B is the only zone that supports double
wave saturation, beating and phase jumps are exclusive
to this region. The combined signal can be written using
the new amplitude G and the new phase χ, as shown in
Eq. 18, where

χ = arctan

[
ε tan δθ

2 + ε

]
; G = F

√
ε2 + 4 (cos2 δθ + ε cos δθ).

The changes in χ around δθ = (n+ 1/2)π (with n ∈ Z)
occur in jumps of π − ε.

At saturation (with amplitude levels given by Eq. 15),
the signal of the two combined oscillations given by Eqs.

6 is

|Â1|sat cos
[
Im (b1) |Â2|2satt

]
+|Â2|sat cos

[
Im (b2) |Â1|2satt

]
,
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FIG. 4. (a) Two waves saturate to amplitudes near each other
and are allowed to oscillate by Eqs. 6. (b) The amplitudes
are combined and beating is observed. A solid brown curve
represents the wave envelopeG. (c) shows the combined phase
χ over a period of time. The red dashed lines represent where
phase jumps should occur, according to Eq. 18. In order to
calculate χ, a constant value of θ was subtracted from the
argument of the cosine of the combined signal. This explains
the initial offset in part (c), before saturation was achieved at
around t = 9 (see Fig. 6(b)). Apart from this initial phase
drift, all other jumps occur by a factor of nearly π.
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which can be cast in the form of Eq. 18 by defining

θ ≡ Im (b1) |Â2|2satt+ Im (b2) |Â1|2satt
2

and

δθ ≡ Im (b1) |Â2|2satt− Im (b2) |Â1|2satt
2

provided that ||Â1|sat − |Â2|sat| � |Â1|sat, |Â2|sat.
The phase jump phenomenon is illustrated in Fig. 4

by solving Eq. 6 for a case in which their amplitudes
saturate at comparable levels. When the signals are
combined, the resulting waves exhibit beating and peri-
odic amplitude crashing. The combined signal plot shows
phase jumps of magnitude of approximately π that occur
when the wave envelope amplitude G approaches zero.
Fig. 4 shows that if there are two waves, bursting can
happen in this system even when ν/γ � 1 – a regime in
which only quasi-steady behavior exists for a single wave.
As the underlying perturbed distribution is expected to
depend on the combined action of the two amplitudes,
this beating can lead to intermittent, bursty transport at
the beat frequency, which has implications for peak heat
load increase.

Phase jumps are common in the dynamics of coupled
oscillators [34]. Phase jumps of Alfvén eigenmodes have
been observed in fusion experiments and interpreted as
a signature of chaotic behavior [35]. More recently, Bier-
wage [36, 37] performed detailed studies on the effect of
phase jumps and amplitude beating in connection with
frequency chirping. In our system, such chirping does not
occur since the phase space is stochasticized around the
resonances due to high ν̂ and therefore it does not sup-
port propagating coherent structures. The beating and
phase jumps are expected to have no significant effect on
the present dynamics, since phase space structures are
already scrambled by collisions. Hence, the beating and
the associated phase jumps are assumed to be just a pas-
sive byproduct with no active role in the dynamics in the
present case.

The Kuramoto order parameter [38, 39], which de-
scribes the synchronization for many coupled oscillators,
can be applied to our binary oscillating system similar
to Fig. 4(a). The Kuramoto order parameter for two
oscillators takes the form

Z = r(t)eiψ(t) =
1

2

(
eiφ1(t) + eiφ2(t)

)
(19)

where r(t) = cos (δθ(t)) is the phase coherence and
ψ(t) = θ(t) is the average phase.

It is also possible to analyze synchronicity conditions
for two waves. They are considered synchronous if
|φ1(t) − φ2(t)| < C, where C is a constant. This re-
quires that at the long term limit the difference of the
time derivatives of the amplitude phase must tend to
zero. If the difference is not exactly zero, then the phase

of the two amplitudes will drift apart at long periods of
time. The synchronicity condition only applies to waves
in Region B and leads to

Im(b1)/b0
Im(b2)/b0

=
1− Re(b1)/b0
1− Re(b2)/b0

=
|Â1|2sat
|Â2|2sat

. (20)

In the other regions, the synchronicity condition fails to
be achieved.

V. COMPARISON BETWEEN THE REDUCED
TIME-LOCAL AND THE TIME-DELAYED

SYSTEMS

For situations in which steady saturation exists, the
reduced model described by Eq. 6 is is found to be in
fair agreement with the more complex system in which
time-delays are retained (Eqs. 1 and 2). The numerical
methodology for solving the latter is based on Ref. [40]
and is described in Appendix C.

The case in which one wave regulates the growth of the
other is shown in Fig. 5 (Region A of Fig. 3(a)). The
case for double saturation waves is presented in Figure
6 (Region B of Fig. 3(a)). In both figures, at large val-
ues of ν̂ oscillations are heavily damped and the reduced
time-local model agrees well the time-delayed model. At
ν̂ = 10, the time-local system is still able to capture
the essence of the dynamics of the time-delayed system,
while not being able to capture its fine details. At ν̂ = 6,
the oscillations are more prominent but still dampen to
converge to the expected saturated value. Finally, be-
low a critical value of ν̂, the solution of the time-delayed
system blows up, which indicates that the perturbative
ordering used in its derivation is no longer valid, and the
reduced model fails to approximate the wave explosion
early trend. For reference, the critical value that sepa-
rates steady and blow-up solutions for the case of a single
wave evolution is ν̂ = 4.38 [12].

The beatings of Fig. 4(b) and the beatings of Figs.
5(d) and 6(d) are very different in nature. In Fig. 4(b),
it beats due to the interference between two waves at sim-
ilar amplitudes. In Figs. 5(d) and 6(d), the “beating” is
actually a strong pulsation or explosion of a single mode
amplitude in a strongly driven scenario in which the orig-
inal ordering γL − γd � γL is no longer valid.

Additionally, when compared to the single mode evo-
lution in Eq. 8, the two-mode interaction exhibits a no-
ticeable delay in saturation speed. At early times before
wave saturation in Fig. 5, the dominant mode adheres
to the single mode saturation model, but later deviates
due to interaction with the subdominant mode.

Since the original model is calculated with numerical
integrals, some error analysis is presented. All numerical
simulations are designed to start with small initial am-
plitudes. However, the rate of change of the amplitudes
depends on an integral, so initial conditions will affect
the growth of wave trajectories and numerical saturation
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FIG. 5. Numerical results for a case in Region A where one wave dominates over the other wave, for (a) ν̂ = 30, (b) ν̂ = 10, (c)
ν̂ = 6 and (d) ν̂ = 2.5. The red and blue curves represent the first and the second wave, respectively. Solid lines represent the
numerical solution of the integro-differential Eqs. 1 and 2 while dashed lines represent the solution produced by the time-local
reduced model of Eq. 6. The black dashed line represents a single mode evolution described by Eq. 8. The presence of
mode 1 causes an attenuation in the growth of mode 2. For sufficiently small values of ν̂, the integro-differential equations can
lead to unbounded oscillatory growth. Like the double wave saturation scenario, there exists a critical value where the poor
memory assumption is not valid. These plots were constructed using two waves with the same wave number and frequency,
but have slightly different initial wave amplitudes. For this case specifically, the initially larger wave eventually dominates
over the smaller wave for all plots excluding the case where the amplitude blows up. These plots were constructed using
k1/k2 = ω1/ω2 = 1.

value. Another variable that significantly influences the
numerical saturation level is the time step value. Gen-
erally, increasing the time step size causes a noticeable
shift in saturation level during the simulation. To main-
tain a high degree of accuracy, the time step size should
be set as small as allowed computationally. The explicit
dependence of the time step size on saturation level is
presented in Appendix C. For the simulations in Figs. 5
and 6, the time step size was set to ∆t = 0.002, to achieve
appropriate convergence.

VI. DISCUSSION

The resonant interaction between coupled modes and
particles has been studied using collisional kinetic the-
ory. Near marginal stability, the dynamics is governed by

coupled nonlinear time-delayed, integro-differential equa-
tions [11]. For experimentally-relevant scenarios in which
effective collisions in the resonance layer happen at a
timescale shorter than the characteristic wave growth
time, those equations have been simplified to time-local,
ordinary differential equations with complex coefficients.
These reduced equations can be cast into a differential
equation of Liénard form and be solved analytically for
particular cases. Numerical comparisons between the two
systems have indicated that the reduced time-local ap-
proach is reasonable whenever the modes evolve quasi-
steadily to saturation. When the two modes saturate at
nearby levels, the total signal exhibits repetitive beatings
accompanied by phase jumps of approximately π occurs.

This paper focuses on the application of a Krook-type
collision operator. However, without loss of generality, a
similar procedure for the reduction of Eqs. 1 and 2 can be
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FIG. 6. Numerical results with varying ν̂ are presented for a case where both waves saturate to non-zero amplitudes, for (a)
ν̂ = 30, (b) ν̂ = 10, (c) ν̂ = 6 and (d) ν̂ = 2.25. The red and blue solid lines represent the numerical solution of Eq. 1 and 2.
The red and blue dashed lines represent the reduced model in Eq. 6 using the poor memory argument for simplification. At
large values of ν̂, there is large agreement between the original cubic equation and the reduced analytic model. However, with
smaller values of ν̂, oscillatory behavior starts to appears around the saturation level. At even lower values of ν̂, the amplitude
blows up. These plots were constructed using k1/k2 = 1.67 and ω1/ω2 = 1.20. Both waves start at the same amplitude.

performed for different collision operators, which would
generate different coefficients. Future work will apply
our procedure to establish a particle transport equation
in the presence of closely spaced waves. The present work
can be readily applicable to the study of the destabiliza-
tion of Alfvénic eigenmodes due to fast ions in fusion
plasmas. Additionally, the methods developed here can
be applied to the self-regulation between modes of dis-
tinct nature [41] and their consequent particle transport.
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dÂ1

dt
=Â1 −

1

2

∫ t/2

0

dη

∫ t−2η

0

dχ·[
η2 ·

(
Â1(t− η)Â1(t− η − χ)Â∗1(t− 2η − χ)︸ ︷︷ ︸

Integral A

+ Â1(t− η)Â2(t− η − χ)Â∗2(t− 2η − χ) · e−ip1η︸ ︷︷ ︸
Integral B

)
+ Â2(t− η)Â1(t− η − χ)Â∗2(t− 2η − χ)e−ip1(2η+χ) · η(η + u1(η + χ))︸ ︷︷ ︸

Integral C

]
· e−ν̂(2η+χ)

1. Integral A

1

2

∫ t/2

0

dη

∫ t−2η

0

dχ η2Â1(t− η)Â1(t− η − χ)Â∗1(t− 2η − χ)e−ν̂(2η+χ)

≈ − 1

2ν̂
Â1(t)|Â1(t)|2

∫ t/2

0

dηη2
(
e−ν̂t − e−2ν̂η

)
≈ 1

2ν̂4
Â1(t)|Â1(t)|2

∫ ∞
0

x2e−2xdx ; x = ν̂η

= b0Â1(t)|Â1(t)|2 =⇒ b0 =
(
8ν̂4
)−1

(21)

2. Integral B

1

2

∫ t/2

0

dη

∫ t−2η

0

dχ η2Â1(t− η)Â2(t− η − χ)Â∗2(t− 2η − χ)e−ip1ηe−ν̂(2η+χ)

≈ − 1

2ν̂

∫ t/2

0

dηη2Â1(t)|Â2(t)|2e−ip1η
(
e−ν̂t − e−ν̂(2η)

)
≈ 1

2ν̂4
Â1(t)|Â2(t)|2

∫ ∞
0

x2e−ξxdx
(
x = ν̂η ; ξ = 2 +

p1

ν̂
i
)

= b1,0Â1(t)|Â2(t)|2 =⇒ b1,0 =
1

8ν̂4ξ3
=

1

8ν̂4

(
2 +

p1

ν̂
i
)−3

(22)

3. Integral C

1

2

∫ t/2

0

dη

∫ t−2η

0

dχÂ2(t− η)Â1(t− η − χ)Â∗2(t− 2η − χ) · η2(1 + u1) · e−(ν̂+p1i)(2η+χ)

≈ − 1

2

∫ t/2

0

dηÂ1(t)|Â2(t)|2 · η2(1 + u1)(ν̂ + p1i)
−1 ·

(
e−(ν̂+p1i)t − e−(ν̂+p1i)(2η)

)
≈ 1

2ν̂4Γ
Â1(t)|Â2(t)|2 · (1 + u1)

∫ ∞
0

x2e−2Γxdx
(
x = ν̂η ; Γ = 1 +

p1

ν̂
i
)

= b1,1Â1(t)|Â2(t)|2 =⇒ b1,1 =
1 + u1

8ν̂4Γ4
=

1 + u1

8ν̂4

(
1 +

p1

ν̂
i
)−4

(23)
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1

2

∫ t/2

0

dη

∫ t−2η

0

dχÂ2(t− η)Â1(t− η − χ)Â∗2(t− 2η − χ) · ηu1χ · e−(ν̂+p1i)(2η+χ)

≈ − 1

2

∫ t/2

0

dηÂ1(t)|Â2(t)|2u1η · (ν̂ + p1i)
−1

(
χe−(ν̂+p1i)(2η+χ)

∣∣∣t−2η

0
−
∫ t−2η

0

dχe−(ν̂+p1i)(2η+χ)

)
= − 1

2

∫ t/2

0

dηÂ1(t)|Â2(t)|2u1η · (ν̂ + p1i)
−1
[
(t− 2η)e−(ν̂+p1i)t + (ν̂ + p1i)

−1
(
e−(ν̂+p1i)t − e−(ν̂+p1i)(2η)

)]
≈ 1

2ν̂4Γ2
Â1(t)|Â2(t)|2 · u1

∫ ∞
0

xe−2Γxdx
(
x = ν̂η ; Γ = 1 +

p1

ν̂
i
)

= b1,2Â1(t)|Â2(t)|2 =⇒ b1,2 =
u1

8ν̂4Γ4
=

u1

8ν̂4

(
1 +

p1

ν̂
i
)−4

(24)

B. Analytic Solutions of Eq. 7 for Special Cases

1. Reduction to Liénard Form

Eq. 7 has the form of a Liénard equation, which can be analytically solvable in some special cases. The general
form of Liénard’s equation is y′′ = [a(2n+ k)yk + b]yn−1y′ + (−a2ny2k − abyk + c)y2n−1, where a, b, c, k, and n are
constants. To analytically solve the differential equation of Liénard form, two variable transformations are required
to simplify. [42]

Eq. 7 can be recast into the following form: Ψ′′ = (h1Ψk + h2)Ψn−1Ψ′ + (h3Ψ2k + h4Ψk + h5)Ψ2n−1 where hj ,
k, and n are constants. For matching purposes, k = −Re(b2)/b0 and n = 1. The constants hj are also matched in
Eq. 25.

h1 = −2

(
b0 + Re(b1)− 2b20

Re(b2)

)
= a

(
2− Re(b2)

b0

)
h2 = 2

(
1− 2b0

Re(b2)

)
= b

h3 = − 4b20
Re(b2)

(
b20

Re(b2)
− Re(b1)

)
= −a2

h4 =
4b0

Re(b2)

(
2b20

Re(b2)
− Re(b1)− b0

)
= −ab

h5 =
4b0

Re(b2)

(
1− b0

Re(b2)

)
= c

(25)

To solve this system of equations for a, b, and c, there requires at maximum two equations of constraint for the
variables b0, Re(b1), and Re(b2). In this case, there is only one constraint which is Re(b1) − 2b0 + Re(b2) = 0. If
this criteria is satisfied, there exists an analytical form for the time evolution of the wave amplitude. The constants
calculated in Liénard equation are presented in Eq. 26.

a = − 2

2− Re(b2)
b0

(
b0 + Re(b1)− 2b20

Re(b2)

)
b = 2

(
1− 2b0

Re(b2)

)
c =

4b0
Re(b2)

(
1− b0

Re(b2)

) (26)

2. Alternate Form of Liénard Equation

The same treatment is applied to the alternate equation of Liénard form to find an analytical solution. The alternate
form of Liénard equation is y′′ = [a(2m+ k)y2k + b(2m− k)]ym−k−1y′ − (a2my4k + cy2k + b2m)y2m−2k−1 where a, b,
c, m, and k are constants.

Once again, Eq. 7 can be recast in the following form Ψ′′ = (g1Ψ2k+g2)Ψm−k−1Ψ′+(g3Ψ4k+g4Ψ2k+g5)Ψ2m−2k−1.
To match the recasted form to the general form of the alternate Liénard equation, k = −Re(b2)/2a0 and m =
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1− Re(b2)/2a0.

g1 = −2

(
b0 + Re(b1)− 2b20

Re(b2)

)
= a

[
2

(
1− Re(b2)

2b0

)
− Re(b2)

2b0

]
= a

(
2− 3Re(b2)

2b0

)
g2 = 2

(
1− 2b0

Re(b2)

)
= b

[
2

(
1− Re(b2)

2b0

)
+

Re(b2)

2b0

]
= b

(
2− Re(b2)

2b0

)
g3 = − 4b20

Re(b2)

(
b20

Re(b2)
− Re(b1)

)
= −a2

(
1− Re(b2)

2b0

)
g4 =

4b0
Re(b2)

(
2b20

Re(b2)
− Re(b1)− b0

)
= −c

g5 =
4b0

Re(b2)

(
1− b0

Re(b2)

)
= −b2

(
1− Re(b2)

2b0

)
(27)

For this alternate form, there are two restraints on the variables b0, Re(b1), and Re(b2). In this form, the alternate
Liénard’s equation can be solved for select values: {Re(b1)/b0,Re(b2)/b0} = {( 1

2 , 3), (3, 3)}. The corresponding
constants are presented in Table III.

TABLE III. Evaluation for Constants of Liénard’s Alternate Form(
Re(b1)

b0
, Re(b2)

b0

)
a b c(

1
2
, 3
)

2
3
b0

4
3

10
9
b0

(3, 3) 8
3
b0

4
3

40
9
b0

For completeness, the expressions for calculating the constants for the alternate form and the constraint equations
are presented in Eq. 28 and 29 respectively.

a = − 2

2− 3Re(b2)
2b0

(
b0 + Re(b1)− 2b20

Re(b2)

)
b =

2

2− Re(b2)
2b0

(
1− 2b0

Re(b2)

)
c = − 4b0

Re(b2)

(
2b20

Re(b2)
− Re(b1)− b0

) (28)

b0 (4b0 − 3Re(b2))
2 (
b20 − Re(b1)Re(b2)

)
= 2
(
b0Re(b2) + Re(b1)Re(b2)− 2b20

)2
(2b0 − Re(b2))

(4b0 − Re(b2))2(Re(b2)− b0) = −2
[
Re(b2)− 2b0

]2
(2b0 − Re(b2))

(29)

C. Numerical Methodology

Simulating a time-delayed nonlinear integrodifferential equation can be computationally intensive in the general
case. To help reduce computation time, a reduced recursive algorithm is constructed for two waves as a generalization
of Heeter’s scheme for a single wave [40]. It takes advantage of the structure of the time delays to avoid recomputing
previous terms of a sum at later times. The original cubic equation is reproduced below for the wave amplitude
equation of the first wave. A similar procedure can be done for the wave amplitude equation of the second wave.

dÂ1

dt
=Â1 −

1

2

∫ t/2

0

dη

∫ t−2η

0

dχ ·
[
η2 ·

(
Â1(t− η)Â1(t− η − χ)Â∗1(t− 2η − χ)

+ Â1(t− η)Â2(t− η − χ)Â∗2(t− 2η − χ) · e−ip1η
)

+ Â2(t− η)Â1(t− η − χ)Â∗2(t− 2η − χ)e−ip1(2η+χ) · η(η + u1(η + χ))
]
· e−ν̂(2η+χ)
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When the wave amplitude evolution equation is discretized in time, it can be numerically solved via an Euler’s
method. By applying the following substitutions {j = t, k = η, l = t − 2η − χ}, the equation can be expressed
in terms of four summations denoted by S1−4. In turn, these summations can be simplified by representing them
recursively in j. The functions S1−4 are presented below in summation form and recursive form. The recursive form
eliminates a summation in the calculations, thereby boosting processing speed.

∆Â1(j) = Â1(j)∆t− 1

2
(∆t)5

j/2∑
k=1

k2
[
Â1(j − k) · S1(j, k) + e−ip1k∆t · Â1(j − k) · S2(j, k)

+ (u1 + 1) · Â2(j − k) · S3(j, k) +
u1

k
· Â2(j − k) · S4(j, k)

]

S1(j, k) =

j−2k∑
l=0

exp[ν̂(l − j)∆t]Â1(k + l)Â∗1(l)

S2(j, k) =

j−2k∑
l=0

exp[ν̂(l − j)∆t]Â2(k + l)Â∗2(l)

S3(j, k) =

j−2k∑
l=0

exp[(ν̂ + ip1)(l − j)∆t]Â1(k + l)Â∗2(l)

S4(j, k) =

j−2k∑
l=0

(j − 2k − l) exp[(ν̂ + ip1)(l − j)∆t]Â1(k + l)Â∗2(l)

S1(j, k) = e−ν̂∆tS1(j − 1, k) + e−2kν̂∆tA1(j − k)A∗1(j − 2k)

S2(j, k) = e−ν̂∆tS2(j − 1, k) + e−2kν̂∆tA2(j − k)A∗2(j − 2k)

S3(j, k) = e−(ν̂+ip1)∆tS3(j − 1, k) + e−2k(ν̂+ip1)∆tÂ1(j − k)Â∗2(j − 2k)

S4(j, k) = e−(ν̂+ip1)∆t
[
S4(j − 1, k) + S3(j − 1, k)

]
.
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