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ABSTRACT

Plasma velocity distribution functions (VDFs) constitute a fundamental observation of numerous

operational and future missions. An efficient parameterization of VDFs is crucial for (1) preserv-

ing enough information to investigate macroscopic moments along with kinetic effects, (2) producing

smooth distributions whereby it is possible to perform derivatives in phase space to support numerical

solvers, and (3) economic data management and its storage. Previous studies have used spherical har-

monics as an efficient basis for representing electron VDFs. In this paper, we present a novel algorithm

targeted towards decomposing ion VDFs measured by electrostatic analyzers onboard Magnetospheric

Multiscale Mission (MMS) and Solar Orbiter (SolO) spacecrafts. We use Slepian functions, custom-

designed bases providing compact support in phase space, initially developed in information theory

and later used for terrestrial and planetary applications. In this paper, we choose well-studied, well-

measured, and complex intervals from MMS and SolO containing a range of simpler gyrotropic and

agyrotropic distributions to benchmark the robustness of our reconstruction method. We demonstrate

the advantages of using Slepian functions over spherical harmonics for solar wind plasma distributions.

We also demonstrate that our choice of basis representation efficiently preserves phase space complex-

ities of a 3D agyrotropic distribution function. This algorithm shown in this study will be extended to

Parker Solar Probe and future missions such as Helioswarm.

Keywords: plasmas — methods: data analysis — methods: analytical — Sun: solar wind

1. INTRODUCTION

Particle Velocity distribution functions (VDFs) are

crucial for understanding plasma kinetic and macro-

scopic properties (i.e., density, velocity, and temper-

ature). A VDF represents the probability density of

finding particles at specific points in phase space. In

the weakly collisional, multi-species solar wind, inter-

particle collisions occur infrequently, inhibiting the dis-

tributions from reaching local thermodynamic equilib-

rium (LTE) (Marsch 2006; Verscharen et al. 2019). Ion

VDFs which deviate from LTE have been observed

to exhibit one or more of the following: temperature

anisotropies (T⊥/T∥ ̸= 1) (Kasper et al. 2002; Huang

et al. 2020), field-aligned beams (Alterman et al. 2018;

Verniero et al. 2020), temperature differences between

ion species (Kasper et al. 2008, 2017), and drifts be-
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tween multiple ion populations (Gershman et al. 2012;

Bourouaine et al. 2013). Non-LTE characteristics serve

as sources of free energy that interact with the fun-

damental electromagnetic fluctuations via wave-particle

interactions (see Verscharen et al. 2019, for more de-

tails). Ultimately, our capacity to comprehensively ob-

serve VDFs is crucial for understanding the fundamental

kinetic processes driving plasma heating, acceleration,

and turbulence.

Current spacecraft missions rely on Electrostatic Ana-

lyzers (ESAs) to measure the thermal (low energy) por-

tion of the three-dimensional particle VDFs1. The re-

sultant data product is sparsely sampled and depends

on the number of energy channels, azimuthal anodes,

and selected elevation angles. Depending on the parti-

1 It is important to note that ESAs do not provide a continuum of
measurements, and only discrete points in phase space are sam-
pled. Additionally, limitations of the angular extent and energy
resolution cannot cover all of phase space. Hence, the measured
distribution is not a complete measure of phase space.
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cle species, plasma temperature, and distance from the

Sun where the in-situ observation is made, the VDFs

span only a part of phase space. Most often, ions in

the solar wind are cold and supersonic. This necessi-

tates high angular and energy resolution to accurately

quantify essential observational signatures, such as the

proton heat flux (Wilson et al. 2022).

Due to the coarse nature of the observations, bi-

Maxwellian models are often implemented to provide

a smooth and comprehensive representation of VDFs.

The bi-Maxwellian is an extension of the standard

Maxwellian distribution, representing the equilibrium

state for highly collisional plasmas. Bi-Maxwellians

reasonably approximate ion VDFs in the solar wind

while preserving non-LTE features like temperature

anisotropy. Computationally, bi-Maxwellian fits facili-

tate straightforward calculations of phase space density

gradients, enabling numerical solutions to linear disper-

sion relations (Verscharen et al. 2019).

However, bi-Maxwellian models are inadequate to cap-

ture the phase space complexities observed in mea-

sured VDFs. Additionally, the convergence of iterative

non-linear algorithms adopted for bi-Maxwellian fits is

highly sensitive to the choice of initialization parame-

ters (Verniero et al. 2020; Klein et al. 2021; Bowen et al.

2023). This problem may be alleviated by employing lin-

ear inversions, which by construction, converge in one

step. Such fitting methods have been used previously

for various applications in reconstructing particle VDFs.

Of note, polynomial-based reconstructions were imple-

mented, with notable choices being Hermite Polynomi-

als (Servidio et al. 2017; Bowen et al. 2023), Legendre

Polynomials (Carcaboso et al. 2020), Spherical Harmon-

ics (Viñas & Gurgiolo 2009), and recently Radial Basis

functions (Bowen et al. 2023). However, the plasma pop-

ulation and the overall temperature dictate how well the

various optimization procedures perform.

Electron VDFs are more accessible to fit as they oc-

cupy all of phase space due to their relatively large ther-

mal velocity (me ≪ mi). Since ESAs measure phase

space on a spherical grid at discrete energy levels, the pa-

rameterization of electron distribution in terms of spher-

ical harmonics constitutes an efficient basis that ac-

curately preserves anisotropies, asymmetries, and fluid

moments (Viñas & Gurgiolo 2009). A limited number

of coefficients effectively encapsulate the information,

wherein the truncation of the series determines the de-

gree of granularity at which the distribution is resolved

(Viñas & Gurgiolo 2009). However, ion distributions

(particularly in the solar wind) are localized to a small

angular extent in velocity phase space due to smaller

thermal speeds (i.e., relatively massive particles) than

electrons. Decomposing ion VDFs in the solar wind into

spherical harmonics is inefficient. The finite structures

of the measured ion distributions require a considerable

number of coefficients to resolve.

In this work, we address this limitation by using

Slepian functions. These are a family of orthogonal ba-

sis functions having simultaneous finite support in spa-

tial and spectral space, thereby useful to represent com-

pact signals. Slepian functions may be locally concen-

trated in space and locally limited in spectra, or vice

versa. These basis functions, designed initially in infor-

mation theory (Slepian & Pollak 1961; Landau & Pol-

lak 1961, 1962; Slepian 1983) and successively applied

in terrestrial geophysics and planetary sciences, have

found applications in investigating geodesy of polar caps

(Simons & Dahlen 2006), magnetization of Australian

lithosphere (Kim & von Frese 2017) or melting of ice-

sheets on Greenland (Harig & Simons 2012). More re-

cently, in the solar context, Slepian functions have been

suggested as an efficient basis to infer solar internal mag-

netism (Das 2022) and have been used to image the

three-dimensional structure of an average solar super-

granule (Hanson et al. 2024).

In this study, we use Slepian functions localized to op-

timally span a polar cap defined on the surface of con-

stant energy shells in phase space. This renders com-

pact support for cold solar wind plasma distributions.

Furthermore, this allows for a smooth representation of

ion VDFs that otherwise suffer from singular or null

bin counts due to discrete finite-resolution effects (Ver-

scharen et al. 2019). We outline this method to opti-

mally reconstruct ion VDFs from ESA measurements

in both warm (magnetosheath) and cold (solar wind)

plasmas. Furthermore, we argue that the Slepian Ba-

sis Reconstruction (SBR) method is an efficient data

compression technique, especially for ion VDFs where

spherical harmonics are unsuitable. The selected data

is discussed in Section 2. Section 3 details the SBR

method and discusses the moment comparison metric

and visual features. Finally, in Section 4, we detail ex-

tensions of this work to PSP and SPAN-i and discuss

further science applications.

2. DATA

For this work, we investigate well-studied, well-

measured, and complex ion distribution events to bench-

mark the SBR method. This study uses ion distribu-

tion measurements from the Magnetospheric Multiscale

(MMS) and Solar Orbiter (SolO) missions. The ion

VDFs represent the measured particle fluxes defined as

a function of time, energy, elevation, and azimuth. All

methods and techniques are identical for each dataset.



Slepian Reconstruction of Ion VDFs from MMS and SolO 3

The temperature of the plasma populations is used to

define the angular extent of our Slepian basis (see Sec-

tion 3).

MMS is a constellation of four identical spacecraft

with the same instrument suite. The Fast Plasma In-

strument (FPI) measures the “full” 3D ion velocity dis-

tribution in the near-Earth environment. FPI samples

32 energy channels, 32 azimuthal (anode) angles, and 16

elevation (deflector) angles at a cadence of 150 millisec-

onds during the burst mode (Pollock et al. 2016). For

our study, we select the burst mode interval on 2016-01-

11 from 00:57:04 to 01:00:33 with 1399 timestamps. This

is the same interval analyzed by Servidio et al. (2017)

where they represent the VDF in a 3D Hermite poly-

nomial basis. For our purpose, we present observations

from only one of the four probes.

The Proton and Alpha Sensor (PAS) instrument, a

part of the Solar Wind Analyzer suite (SWA) onboard

SolO, provides 3D VDF measurements in the Solar

Wind (Owen et al. 2020a). The electrostatic analyzer

PAS measures VDF over 96 energy channels, 11 az-

imuthal (anode) angles, and 9 elevation (deflection) an-

gles. Unlike MMS, PAS only measures a targeted sub-

set of phase space spanning −24o to +42o in azimuth,

±22.5o in elevation. Seeing as solar wind ions have a

high Mach number, they generally occupy only a frac-

tion of targeted phase space, suggesting that 32 ener-

gies and five elevations are sufficient to characterize the

proton-alpha population (Louarn et al. 2021). For our

study, we select the interval on 2020-07-16TT18:15:00

to 18:45:00. This interval, which was also investigated

by Lavraud et al. (2021), was recorded by PAS near the

Heliospheric current sheet.

3. METHODOLOGY

The fitting code architecture of SBR is developed with

a data pre-processing pipeline which casts the data from

MMS and SolO into the same ordering in dimensions

before feeding into the fitting routine. However, an im-

portant distinction we make between MMS and SolO

is that the MMS VDFs span a much larger region in

azimuth-elevation (henceforth referred to as ϕ and θ,

respectively) compared to SolO where the VDFs are lo-

cally compact in (θ, ϕ).

3.1. Slepian Basis Reconstruction

We use spatially-concentrated and spectrally-

bandlimited Slepian functions in (θ, ϕ) for representing

distributions belonging to shells of constant energy. We

allow these Slepian functions to be localized on a polar

cap in velocity phase-space and truncated beyond a cho-

sen angular degree Lmax. An example of such polar cap

Slepians in shown in Appendix A where the polar cap

extent is 85◦ and an angular degree cutoff at Lmax = 8.

The maximum allowable band-limit in spectral space is

governed by the Nyquist wavenumber Lmax,Nyq. For

MMS, this is calculated based on the grid spacing

∆θ ∼ 11.25◦ where the grids in θ ∼ [5.625◦, 174.375◦]

are cell-centered measurements spanning bins ranging

from (0◦, 180◦). So, the maximum number of com-

plete wavelengths that can be captured with this grid

resolutions is Lmax,Nyq = 180/(∆θ). This gives us

Lmax,Nyq = 16 for MMS-FPI. Since the Slepian func-

tions on the surface of a sphere are constructed from

linear combinations of spherical harmonics, the under-

lying spherical harmonics basis used to construct these

Slepian functions is truncated beyond angular degree

16.

Since SBR is developed with the goal of being able to

custom fit every VDF depending on the thermal speed

and the degree of gyrotropy (or agyrotropy), we need to

specify a contour in velocity phase space for generating

these Slepian functions. Since, for MMS and SolO we do

not have significant field of view restrictions, we choose

to perform the VDF fitting in (θ, ϕ) space to be able to

maximally retain non-thermal features of the distribu-

tion. Out of the different classes of Slepian basis func-

tions that can be evaluated on the surface of a sphere, we

use the Slepians on a polar cap. This is because generat-

ing Slepian functions on an axisymmetric domain (such

as a polar cap) is computationally simpler. An outline

of the application of Slepian functions on a polar cap is

provided in Appendix A. We have highlighted only the

salient features of the theoretical formalism which are

immediately required to complement the description of

our methodology. We refer the author to the original

work of Simons & Dahlen (2006) for a complete descrip-

tion.

3.2. Application to MMS-FPI ion distributions

We benchmark our SBR method on particle distribu-

tions measured by the FPI instrument onboard MMS

spacecraft during the same interval as used in Servidio

et al. (2017). The results are shown in Fig. 1. Pan-

els (A1)-(A6) show the measurements as a function of

energy shell. We present six energy shells from 584.16

eV through 2042.53 eV which contain the peak in par-

ticles distribution at time 2016-01-11/00:58:24 (80 sec-

onds from the start of the interval). Measurement grids

in (θ, ϕ) which record null particle counts are left white.

Panels (B1)-(B6) show the reconstruction of the FPI

distributions using Slepian basis on a polar cap. After

investigating the FPI measurements during the data in-

terval, we found that the distributions were dominantly
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Figure 1. MMS-FPI energy shell reconstruction plots. Figures on the two left columns (A1)-(A6) show selected energy
channels of MMS-FPI observation at time 2016-01-11/00:58:24 UTC. The corresponding energy shell values are written in the
panel headers. The right two columns show the corresponding reconstructions in (B1)-(B6), respectively. Panels (C1)-(C3)
shows the data and reconstructions on the closest Cartesian slice to the Vx − Vy plane. (C1) shows the slice of MMS-FPI data
at θ = 5.625◦ off the Vz = 0 plane and (C2) shows the Slepian reconstruction at the same resolution as the FPI measurement.
(C3) shows a high resolution reconstruction where we used a cubic B-spline interpolation in energy to ensure smoothness and
a higher resolution Slepian function weighted by the same coefficients as inferred from the FPI resolution Slepian functions.
The bottom panel compares the density and velocity moments obtained from the data and reconstruction. Each histogram
corresponds to the moment ratios from all FPI measurement between UTC times 00:57:04 and 01:00:33 (total of 1399). The
velocity and temperature components are marked in differently colored unfilled histogram. All the reconstructions in this figure
are performed at the highest allowable angular resolution (Lmax,Nyq = 16) for the MMS-FPI instrument grid.
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within an 85◦ polar cap. As mentioned before, the FPI

measurement grid resolution limits us to an upper limit

of Lmax,Nyq = 16 in the wavenumber of our Slepian func-

tions. A detailed demonstration of the energy-shell at

E = 584.15 eV is presented in Fig. 6 of Appendix A.

In order to visually assess the reconstruction accuracy,

we compare panel (A1) with (B1), (A2) with (B2) and

so on. Clearly, the Slepian reconstruction captures all

coherent structures in the data. This is because the

Slepian basis is smooth and ensures that the reconstruc-

tion smoothly tapers off where the data has zero counts.

The entire reconstruction process happens in the log-

scale of distribution function. The associated colorbar

has a minimum value of 0 in log scale which corresponds

to unity in linear scale. This is because we normalize

the measured distribution function to have a minimum

value of 1.0 before performing energy-shell fits to Slepian

functions.

Although the reconstructions happen entirely using

the energy-shell measurements, one at a time, we present

the more customary Vx − Vy slice in a Cartesian coor-

dinate system in panels (C1)-(C3). It should be noted

that since the FPI data does not have a measurement

grid at exactly θ = 0 (the plane corresponding to the

Vz = 0 slice). From comparing the slices at the nearest

elevation angles θ = ±5.625◦, we know that the distri-

bution function looks very similar. So, we have chosen

the θ = 5.625◦ slice for all the three panels and refer to

it as the Vx − Vy plane. Panel (C1) shows the slice in

the FPI data with zero count measurement grid left in

white. Panel (C2) shows the result of fitting this distri-

bution with a Slepian basis. This is in agreement with

the data in panel (C1). As also noted when compar-

ing panels (A1)-(A6) with panels (B1)-(B6), only the

apparently coherent structures are preserved in the re-

construction. The patchy single-grid (not contiguous)

measurements are washed out because they fall below

the Nyquist angular resolution of the FPI measurement.

An advantage of using a basis parameterization of the

distribution (while ensuring we do not go higher than

the allowed Nyquist angular resolution) is that once we

have the coefficients of the Slepian functions, say at a

given energy shell, we can generate high-resolution maps

of the distributions using higher resolution Slepian func-

tions in (θ, ϕ) with the same Slepian coefficients. Panel

(C3) shows the high-resolution reconstruction using the

Slepian coefficients found when generating the FPI res-

olution distribution in panel (C2).

Finally, the bottom panels in Fig. 1 compare the mo-

ments calculated from the FPI data and the moments

calculated from our SBR method. To quantify the ro-

bustness of the reconstruction method, we take the ra-

tio of the SBR to FPI moments (which for exact re-

covery will be 1). The bottom left panel of Fig. 1

shows the distribution of the density ratio. The most-

probable ratio is 0.976+0.0097
−0.0132, where the superscript

and subscript refer to 1σ denoting the 14th and 86th

quantile, respectively. The bottom middle panel shows

the ratio for velocity magnitude (solid blue distribu-

tion) and the vector components (colored outlines). We

find agreement between the original and reconstructed

velocity moments. Fig. 1 shows that the ratios for

the velocity magnitude is (1.0+0.0057
−0.0078), x-component is

(0.999+0.0057
−0.0082), y-component is (1.008+0.0103

−0.0095), and z-

component is (0.992+0.0209
−0.0257). Finally, the bottom left

plot shows the ratio for the trace of the temperature

tensor (solid distribution) and the diagonal tensor com-

ponents (colored outlines).

It is important to clarify that the moment calculations

discussed here differ from the exact pipeline used to gen-

erate L2 moments supplied by the instrument team. We

utilize our own numerical integration approach in order

to make an apples to apples comparison of our recon-

structed moments. A standard Simpson’s integration

method is employed to determine both the FPI and SBR

moments, which are defined on the instrument grid.

3.3. Application to SWA-PAS ion distributions

We use measurements from the Proton and Alpha par-

ticle Sensor (PAS) which is a part of the Solar Wind

Plasma Analyzer (SWA, Owen et al. 2020b) instrument

suite onboard SolO for demonstrating the potential of

using our SBR methodology in solar wind plasma with

complete field-of-view coverage. As in the case of MMS,

this exercise also involves using basis reconstruction us-

ing Slepians on a polar cap but has quantitative differ-

ences by virtue of the highly localized distributions in

(ϕ, θ) velocity phase space. Consequently, defining the

polar cap domain to be precisely around the location of

the distribution is crucial in limiting the number of ba-

sis functions required to parameterize it. Again, this is

one of the primary advantages of using the optimally lo-

calized Slepian functions as compared to basis functions

that span all of R2 space, such as spherical harmonics.

For carrying out SBR on PAS measurements, we first

need to find the polar cap domain in the velocity phase

space over which the distributions exist. This exercise

involves broadly three steps which are demonstrated in

Fig. 2. Panel (a) shows the energy slice at 1870.53 eV

in the (ϕ, θ) velocity phase space. All available PAS

measurement grids are shown in the rectangular grey

patch. The colored grids show non-zero counts at that

particular timestamp. This represents the PAS measure-

ment. In the first step we fit a two-dimensional isotropic
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(a)

(b) (c)

(d)

(e)

Figure 2. Three-step method to find the Slepian po-
lar cap domain. Panel (a) shows the first step where we
fit a 2D Gaussian in the (ϕ, θ) plane to estimate the ap-
proximate centroid of the VDF (ϕ0, θ0) for each energy shell.
Panels (b) & (c) show the normalized histograms of ϕ0 and θ0
calculated from all energy shells with sufficient counts. The
peak of the fitted Gaussian (red dashed lines) is the effective
centroid location (ϕcen, θcen) of the VDF across energy shells
for a single timestamp. Panels (d) & (e) show the variation
of the centroid location and 4σ shading around it, where σ is
the maximum standard deviation (as a function of energy) of
the 2D Gaussian fitted in Panel (a). The solid red horizontal
lines show the angular extent of the SWA instrument. The
black dashed horizontal lines show the extent of the polar
cap we have chosen for the analysis presented in Fig. 3.

Gaussian to this measurement in the (θ, ϕ) space. For

each energy shell with substantial2 counts, the peak lo-

cation (ϕ0, θ0) and the standard deviation σ are opti-

2 Since the 2D Gaussian fitting optimize for 3 parameters, we need
atleast three grids with non-zero measurement counts in an en-
ergy shell. It is also important to discard outlier energy channels
where the measurements are nearly along one channel in θ or
in ϕ which is insufficient to constrain the 2D Gaussian. For en-
ergy shell where either of the above are not a concern are termed
energy shells with substantial counts

mized during this fitting process. For the energy shell

shown in panel (A), the black cross shows the peak lo-

cation (182.71◦, 0.72◦) and the dashed black circle shows

the 4σ boundary. For each timestamp, we make a his-

togram for the fitted ϕ0 and θ0 across energy shells. This

is done with the motivation of finding one effective cen-

troid location (ϕcen, θcen) for all energy shells. Finding

an effective centroid for each shell is essential because (i)

the generation of Slepian functions for each energy shell

is computationally expensive, (ii) for instances where

the gyrotropy assumption is implemented a global axis

of symmetry for the entire VDF needs to be identified,

and, (iii) for analyzing multiple intervals (as we will later

in this section), generating one Slepian basis requires us

to find an all-encompassing polar cap for that period to

speed up calculation across timestamps.

For each timestamp, we then build histograms as

shown in panel (b) & (c) to find an effective centroid

location of the polar cap (ϕcen, θcen) for the distribu-

tion. We use the respective peak of the fitted Gaussian

shown in red dashed line as our centroid location for

that timestamp. These centroid locations are shown as

a function of time in panels (d) & (e). It is notable that

the centroid location of the distributions across the time

interval we choose is stably localized inside the bounds

of the instrument’s angular extent (shown by the solid

red horizontal lines). The 4σ value across this interval is

shown in the grey patch around the centroid locations.

Since we analyze the entire time period, we choose a

polar cap ∼ 45◦ in angular extent around the mean of

the (ϕcen, θcen) for fitting each of the distributions across

all energy shells at each time stamps in the entire time

interval.

Figure 3 demonstrates the VDF reconstruction from

measurements by the SWA-PAS onboard SolO. We use

the same time interval as in Lavraud et al. (2021) span-

ning 18:15:03 UTC to 18:44:59 UTC on July 16, 2020.

In panels (A1)-(A6) we show the measured distribution

functions on the six energy shells containing the peak

intensity. The Slepian reconstructions are shown in pan-

els (B1)-(B6). As in Fig. 1, (A1) should be compared

to (B1), (A2) to (B2), and so on and so forth. The nor-

malization and colorscale are chosen in a similar fashion

as described for the MMS-FPI demonstration. Panels

(C1)-(C3) show the more conventional representation of

VDFs in the Vx − Vy phase space. (C1) shows the orig-

inal PAS measurements with white patches represent-

ing a null count. (C2) shows the Slepian reconstruction

at the same resolution as the PAS instrument grid and

(C3) shows a super-resolved version of the reconstruc-

tion in (C2) using the same coefficients but a finer mesh

for constructing the Slepian basis. Finally, in the bot-
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Figure 3. SolO-PAS energy shell reconstruction plots. Figures on the two left columns (A1)-(A6) show selected energy
channels of SolO-PAS observation at time 2020-07-16/18:18:31 UTC. The corresponding energy shell values are written in the
panel headers. The right two columns show the corresponding reconstructions in (B1)-(B6), respectively. Panels (C1)-(C3)
shows the data and reconstructions on the closest Cartesian slice to the Vx − Vy plane. (C1) shows the slice of SolO-PAS data
at θ = 2.435◦ off the Vz = 0 plane and (C2) shows the Slepian reconstruction at the same resolution as the PAS measurement.
(C3) shows a high resolution reconstruction where we used a cubic B-spline interpolation in energy to ensure smoothness and
a higher resolution Slepian function weighted by the same coefficients as inferred from the PAS resolution Slepian functions.
The bottom panel compares the density and velocity moments obtained from the data and reconstruction. Each histogram
corresponds to the moment ratios from all PAS measurement between UTC times 18:15:03 and 18:44:59 (total of 612). The
velocity and temperature components are marked in differently colored unfilled histogram. All the reconstructions in this figure
are performed at the highest allowable angular resolution (Lmax ≃ 28) for the SolO-PAS instrument grid.
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tom panel we show histograms of moment ratios (data

vs. reconstruction). Excellent agreement is found for

moments computed on the original measurements and

the Slepian reconstruction. The most probable value for

(a) density ratio is 1.036+0.0625
−0.0616, (b) velocity magnitude

is 1.001+0.0055
−0.003 , (c) Vx component is 1.001+0.0059

−0.0031, (d) Vy

component is 0.99+0.0262
−0.0254, (e) Vz component is 1.0+0.0463

−0.0496,

(f) trace of the temperature tensor is 0.99+0.0098
−0.0078, (g)

Txx is 0.993+0.0134
−0.0099, (h) Tyy is 0.99+0.0056

−0.0087, and (i) Tzz

is 0.984+0.0085
−0.01 . We want to note that all reconstruc-

tions for SolO-PAS is performed at the maximum re-

solvable Nyquist angular limit of Lmax = 28. However,

since from Fig. 2 we know that the PAS measurements

are contained inside a 45◦ polar cap, we only use the

Slepian functions optimally concentrated inside this po-

lar cap. This spatial concentration of the Slepian bases

is implemented by truncating beyond a given number of

functions (when arranged in decreasing order of local-

ization within the polar cap). This upper limit of the

number of bases to achieve the polar cap localization is

called the Shannon number. The reader is directed to

Appendix A for further details.

3.4. Ion VDF with Spherical Harmonics: Motivation

for Slepian Functions

For solar wind plasmas, the ion distribution functions

are typically fast-moving and cold. Implying that the

ions are well localized in phase space. Therefore, at-

tempting to use globally defined orthogonal functions,

such as spherical harmonics, to reconstruct ion VDFs

is not optimal. Over the finite domain, the spherical

harmonics no longer satisfy the orthogonality condition.

Furthermore, hundreds of basis functions are needed to

reproduce the original VDF pattern and fit cold plasma

distributions successfully.

Figure 4 illustrates the shortcomings of the globally

defined Spherical Harmonic reconstruction when com-

pared to the locally defined Slepian Basis for a cold so-

lar wind plasma. The top panels of Fig. 4 assume a

globally defined ion distribution function. A satisfac-

tory reproduction of the original pattern requires 324

spherical harmonics. In contrast, only three Slepian

functions can recreate the same detail, necessitating just

one-hundredth of that count. To further emphasize the

limitations of spherical harmonics in cold plasma, the

bottom panel of Figure 4 replicates the analysis on an

approximate Solar Orbiter grid. Here, 484 spherical har-

monics were utilized to capture the original pattern but

resulted in numerical artifacts outside the original do-

main. This brief demonstration highlights the effective-

ness of locally defined orthogonal basis functions for ion

distributions in the solar wind. This example under-

scores the inadequacy of globally defined basis functions

for optimally reconstructing ion distribution functions

in solar wind plasma conditions.

4. CONCLUDING REMARKS

We propose a new VDF reconstruction method that

utilizes Slepian basis functions on a polar cap. For each

energy shell in phase space, the Slepian basis is centered

within a defined polar cap chosen to span the compact

ion VDF. This ensures efficient parameterization of ion

VDFs in both the hot magnetosheath and the cold solar

wind, only requiring an optimal number of basis func-

tions. Our method is an improvement over the spherical

harmonic-based reconstruction methods for ion distribu-

tions as the Slepian basis functions are localized in space.

Furthermore, our SBR method restricts the growth of

numerical artifacts outside the instrument grid (Sec. 3.4

and Fig. 4), providing a more compact representation of

the ion VDFs.

We quantify the robustness of our SBR method by

demonstrating that the reconstructions preserve plasma

moments regardless of thermal extent while simultane-

ously capturing fine-scale complexities crucial for plasma

kinetics. Given the drastically fewer bases required to

generate high-fidelity reconstructions, the Slepian ba-

sis coefficients serve as a reduced representation of the

measured VDFs. The ratio of the total number of data

points per energy shell to the number of basis functions

used over the (θ, ϕ)-grid quantifies the efficiency of this

reduction. We shall refer to this in the following dis-

cussions as the data compression factor. Fig. 5 shows

the data compression ratio for different spacecraft mea-

surements as a function of Lmax. The black line with

square markers corresponds to potential data compres-

sion for MMS-FPI when using all Slepian bases up to

angular degree Lmax, making Nbasis = (Lmax+1)2. The

FPI instrument spans nearly s 4π phase space distribu-

tion with an angular resolution of 11.25o for 512 mea-

surements per 32 energy shells. The SBR method re-

sults in a ∼ 2.3 times data compression at the Nyquist

limit (Lmax,Nyq = 14, vertical dotted line). The choice

of Lmax depends on the granularity of the distribution

function. For a VDF without fine-scale structures, a

lower choice of Lmax may be sufficient to maintain the

bulk plasma moments, increasing the data compression

ratio beyond 2.3. The blue line with triangle mark-

ers shows a similar calculation of the data compression

factor for SolO-PAS. Since PAS has an angular reso-

lution ∼ 6o, it has a significantly large Nyquist limit

of Lmax,Nyq = 28, resulting in a much larger number

of allowable basis functions. However, by virtue of its

targeted window in angular space spanning only 11 az-
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Figure 4. Top: Ion velocity distribution functions defined globally. Left: Original VDF pattern. Middle: Spherical harmonic
reconstruction using 324 basis functions across the complete phase space. Right: Slepian reconstruction with three basis
functions. Bottom: Ion velocity distribution function on the Solar Orbiter grid. The three panels above are repeated here, with
the exception that the middle panel utilized 484 spherical functions harmonics.
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Figure 5. Data points versus number of basis func-
tions required. This figure shows the ratio of the total
number of angular grid points for each instrument as com-
pared to the number of basis coefficients at different Lmax.
The values in the y-axis is representative of the reduction
in floating point numbers needed to represent the VDF. A
larger value on the y-axis represents more efficient data stor-
age. The maximum Lmax we plot for each instrument is
governed by the Nyquist limit (based on the angular grid
resolution). This is shown by the vertical dotted line for
MMS and PSP and by the dashed line for SolO.

imuths and 9 elevations, the ratio Ndata/(Lmax + 1)2 is

not nearly as efficient as MMS. Since SolO measures a

localized portion of angular phase space, the bases be-

yond the Shannon number are truncated to ensure lo-

calization (see Appendix A), further increasing the com-

pression ratio. The data compression factor is further

boosted when considering the solar wind to be domi-

nantly gyrotropic.

In a low-β plasma, where β = nkbT/(B
2/2µ0) ≤ 1,

the strong background magnetic field serves as a gy-

rotropic axis of symmetry. Since the solar wind is pri-

marily gyrotropic, this renders an inherent symmetry

to the VDF reconstruction setup. We aim to leverage

this symmetry using only the axisymmetric Slepian basis

functions anchored about the magnetic field axis. This

drastically reduces the total number of basis functions

from (Lmax + 1)2 to (Lmax + 1). In Fig. 5, we show the

data compression factor when considering only Ngyro

number of bases with the circular markers, red for SolO-

PAS and orange for PSP-SPAN. Again, this is still a

conservative estimate since we will truncate the Slepian

basis beyond the Shannon number (to choose only the
locally confined functions). This will further increase

the data compression ratio beyond what is shown in the

figure.

For the readers’ convenience, we list our key conclu-

sions below:

1. The Slepian basis is an optimal choice when re-

constructing localized, cold plasma distributions

in the solar wind.

2. In cases such as SolO-PAS and PSP-SPAN where

the field of view does not span all 4π angular

degrees, the concentration of Slepian functions

within the domain of interest (given by the instru-

ment grid) makes it an optimal choice as a basis

function for reconstructions. The concentration of

the bases within the observable instrument phase

space makes the inverse problem well-posed. This
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is not true for other bases which are global in na-

ture, such as spherical harmonics.

3. Slepian reconstructions maintain phase space com-

plexities while preserving plasma moments. This

is an improvement over a bi-Maxwellian represen-

tation, which may not capture all non-thermal fea-

tures.

4. The choice of Lmax, which is connected to the

number of basis functions required, depends on an-

gular grid resolution and granularity of the VDF in

angular phase space. As shown in Fig. 5, the SBR

method can be a useful data compression tech-

nique. This is especially true in solar wind VDFs,

which are dominantly gyrotropic about the mag-

netic field.

5. Reconstructions performed with a chosen number

of basis functions (bounded by the Nyquist limit

in Lmax,Nyq) may be super-resolved onto any finely

sampled angular grid. Hence, the SBR method

alleviates the need for a traditional interpolation

in the angular space of (θ, ϕ).

6. The above outlined computational framework of

applying the SBR method to MMS and SolO data

has been developed under a Python and Matlab-

based package, which we call vdfit3. Future work

will extend this framework to include solar wind

ESA instruments PSP-SPAN and Helioswarm.

The bulk of the machinery developed in this study

was done in preparation for application to current and

future solar wind missions such as PSP and Helioswarm.

We first plan to apply our method to SPAN-i onboard

PSP. The heat shield restriction in SPAN often ren-

ders measurements of the VDF incomplete (Livi et al.

2022). Considering the gyrotropic assumption and using

the minimal number of Slepian bases would drastically

improve the condition number of the inverse problem

for recovering the full VDF (from partial observations).

Cases where the part of the core or beam is blocked due

to heat shield restrictions can potentially be recovered.

This would enable calculations of complete moments

(as opposed to partial moments) where the underlying

model VDF is not an oversimplified bi-Maxwellian. Al-

though, the feasibility would also depend on the fraction

of VDF being blocked off and the robustness of the es-

timated magnetic field direction. In otherwise occulted

cases, potential recovery of the core and beam will open

avenues to robustly infer temperature anisotropy and

lend insight into plasma heating processes. In the case

3 Interested readers are encouraged to get in touch with the authors
if they want to use vdfit in future studies.

of Helioswarm, eight nodes with Faraday cups will be

complemented by measurements from an electrostatic

analyzer onboard the central hub (Klein et al. 2023).

Recovering 3D (or 2D gyrotropic) VDFs on the nodes

would provide a valuable complementary measurement

to addressing critical questions in plasma turbulence.

Our SBR method proposes a promising candidate ba-

sis function (model parameter for the inverse problem)

to model VDFs that are not in equilibrium. Each He-

lioswarm node (1D VDF) has a low number of measure-

ments, making the inverse problem under-determined.

Gyrotropic Slepians on a polar cap form a minimal ba-

sis set, which reduces the number of free parameters

and enables better conditioning of the inverse problem.

Looking ahead, future mission concepts hope to reduce

the angular and temporal resolution of electrostatic an-

alyzers (De Marco et al. 2016; Wilson et al. 2022), sig-

nificantly increasing the data counts and making the

problem of inferring complex VDFs better conditioned.

Observations of ion VDFs near current sheet cross-

ings give rise to various thermal and non-thermal ion

distributions. Observations, near reconnection events

within the current sheet, show multiple plasma popula-

tions (Lavraud et al. 2021) and additional highly diffu-

sive beams (Verniero et al. 2020). The SBR method

is agnostic to the plasma species and free from con-

vergence issues arising from ad-hoc choices of initial

guess parameters. Therefore, we can fit any number of

plasma species observed by the ESA. However, the SBR

method in its current form cannot distinguish the mul-

tiple plasma populations from a singular proton VDF,

as we observe in the SolO-PAS reconstructions Fig. 3.

This is where novel machine learning and image process-

ing techniques can be employed to identify and segregate

multiple plasma populations (De Marco et al. 2023). Po-

tential cross-over of these techniques with SBR opens

promising avenues to quantify the energy transport.

Considering the SBR method’s ability to effectively

fit cold and hot non-equilibrium plasma distributions, a

natural next step in this research is to analyze the lin-

ear dispersion relation of the reconstructed VDFs. To

accomplish this, we plan to explore the linear modes

using the Arbitrary Linear Plasma Solver (ALPS) (Ver-

scharen et al. 2018). Previous studies have shown that

deviations from bi-Maxwellian distributions affect the

expected dispersion relations (Walters et al. 2023), sug-

gesting a complicated interplay between changes in lin-

ear modes and local thermodynamic equilibrium. Ad-

ditionally, we will investigate proposed kinetic mecha-

nisms, such as the phase-space cascade (Servidio et al.

2017; Wu et al. 2023; Nastac et al. 2024), utilizing

the novel reconstructions from the SBR framework.
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Given that reconstructions from SBR generate distribu-

tions that preserve plasma moments and enable super-

resolution, we can avoid the constraints posed by vari-

ous interpolation techniques (Terres 2023). By integrat-

ing these innovative tools with wave-particle correlation

methods, numerical solvers, and phase space entropy

cascades, we can now investigate kinetic processes in

unprecedented detail from in-situ observations.
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APPENDIX

A. MATHEMATICAL OUTLINE OF RECONSTRUCTION USING SLEPIAN FUNCTIONS ON A POLAR CAP

Figure 6. Decomposing distribution function using Slepians on a polar cap. Panel (A) shows the MMS-FPI distri-
bution function at E = 584.15 eV with zero count measurement grid åre left white. Panel (B) shows the corresponding Slepian
reconstruction using basis functions generated on a polar cap of extent 85◦ (demarcated with the red dashed line. The maximum
angular degree is chosen to be Lmax = 8. Panel (C) shows the localization value, quantified by the eigenvalue corresponding
to each Slepian function λα. The Slepian basis is arranged in descending order of localization, with λα = 1 indicating a basis
that is completely localized within the polar cap (see Eqn. [A1]). The vertical red dashed line in Panel (C) shows the Shannon
number ∼ 36, before which the basis functions are dominantly confined within the polar cap. The bottom panels show the first
16 Slepian functions gα(θ, ϕ) used to perform the above decomposition.

This section outlines the formalism of Slepian functions on a polar cap for the ease of the readers’ reference. The

tools for Slepian representation implemented here were first introduced in Simons & Dahlen (2006). Since, for this

study, we apply this method to complete field-of-view instruments (MMS and SolO), we shall represent the distribution

function on polar caps in elevation (θ) and azimuth (ϕ) space. For a given energy E, determined by the voltage applied

across ESA deflector plates, the velocity distribution function can be written as fE(θ, ϕ). We want to parameterize this

2D distribution function on the surface of the sphere in the basis of polar cap Slepians G(θ, ϕ). For a given maximum

angular degree Lmax, the Slepian basis G(θ, ϕ) = (...., gα, ...) where α ∈ [0, (Lmax+1)
2]. It is conventional to arrange α

is decreasing order of localization λα of gα(θ, ϕ) within the domain R on a unit sphere Ω, where

λα =

∫
R g2α(θ, ϕ) sin θ dθ dϕ∫
Ω
g2α(θ, ϕ) sin θ dθ dϕ

. (A1)

Therefore, in order to define space-concentrated and band-limited Slepian functions, we need to specify a domain in

(phase) space and a bandwidth interval 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ Lmax. While the phase space domain R is inspired by the physical

extent of fE in (θ, ϕ) phase space, the maximum wavenumber Lmax is decided by considering the degree of coarseness

we want to resolve the distribution as well as the resolution limit of the observing instrument. Particle distributions

measured by MMS, typically warm and agyrotropic, lack a well-defined symmetry axis and cover a large angular

extent of (θ, ϕ)-space. Nevertheless, the distributions are dominantly contained within a portion on the (θ, ϕ) spherical

shell. For the MMS interval investigated in this paper, the dominant part of the distributions span nearly a full

hemisphere. We specify the spatial extent of the polar cap (the Slepian domain in phase-space) to be 85◦ around the

centroid of the distribution function. For SolO, the particle distributions are much more narrowly confined and are

dominantly gyrotropic. As mentioned in Sec. 3.1, we use a spectral bandlimit of Lmax = 180/∆θ which is the Nyquist
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wavenumber. This limit is enforced for each spacecraft measurement to ensure we do not over-fit the measurement

and avoid introducing features post-fitting that exceed the instrument resolution.

For a wavenumber given by Lmax, a distribution fE(θ, ϕ) can be decomposed in the basis of G(θ, ϕ) as

fE(θ, ϕ) =

(Lmax+1)2∑
α=0

cαE gα(θ, ϕ) , (A2)

where, G(θ, ϕ) = (g0(θ, ϕ), ..., g(Lmax+1)2(θ, ϕ)). The first 16 (out of a total of 81) Slepian functions on a polar cap of

angular extent 85◦ for Lmax = 8, arranged in descending order of λα, is shown in Fig. 6. The Slepian decomposition

coefficients cαE collectively capture the information of the distribution in each energy shell E, such that

g0(θ0, ϕ0) ... gi(θ0, ϕ0) ... gN (θ0, ϕ0)
...

...
...

g0(θj , ϕj) ... gi(θj , ϕj) ... gN (θj , ϕj)
...

...
...

g0(θM , ϕM ) ... gi(θM , ϕM ) ... gN (θM , ϕM )





c0E
...

ciE
...

cNE


=



fE(θ0, ϕ0)
...

fE(θj , ϕj)
...

fE(θM , ϕM )


. (A3)

If we choose to write the above equation as G ·CE = fE , then the optimization of the coefficients is obtained from the

standard Moore-Penrose damped pseudo-inverse

CE =
(
GT ·G+ µI

)−1 ·GT · fE , (A4)

where µ is the damping coefficient used to regularize an ill-conditioned inverse problem. Whether or not we need a

non-zero µ depends on the coverage of data fE in (θ, ϕ).
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Figure 7. Demonstration of maximum Nyquist limit on angular degree. Panel (A) shows a high resolution reference
image we use for the purpose of this demonstration. There are a total of (288 x 288) grids in (ϕ, θ) space. In panel (B) we
have used a simple linear interpolation to reduce the number of grids to (32 x 16) — same as the MMS resolution. This is
our input image we use for the rest of the demonstration. In panel (C) we shows the result of reconstructing the input image
using basis functions truncated at Lmax = 16 which is the Nyquist limit for this grid resolution. Using the coefficients obtained
when decomposing the input image in spherical harmonics in low resolution (32 x 16) grid, we carry out a super-resolution by
reconstructing using high resolution spherical harmonics. This is shown in panel (D). We carry out the same exercise in panels
(E) and (F) by using Lmax = 17 which is one more than the Nyquist limit. Panel (E) is the reconstruction at low resolution
and panel (F) is the corresponding super resolution using the coefficients obtained for reconstructing panel (E) but weighting
high resolution spherical harmonics. The original reference image used here is the observation of the super massive based in the
M87 galaxy observed by The Event Horizon Telescope in 2019.
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It is noteworthy to highlight the importance of not exceeding the maximum allowable angular degree in Lmax,Nyq

which is connected to the Nyquist limit imposed by the grid resolution. In our SBR implementation, we automatically

impose an upper limit of max(180/∆ϕ, 180/∆θ). For MMS, the Nyquist limit of Lmax,Nyq = 16. In Fig. 7 we present

a simple demonstration of the power of super-resolution so long as we do not exceed lmax,Nyq. For this demonstration

we use a reference image — the observation of the super massive based in the M87 galaxy observed by The Event

Horizon Telescope in 2019. The high resolution image in (288 x 288) grids in (ϕ, θ) space is shown in panel (A). This

is interpolated using scipy to an instrument-resolution (32 x 16) grid to match MMS angular bin sizes. This reduces

the maximum resolvable wavenumber in angular space to Lmax,Nyq. Next, we use this instrument-resolution image and

decompose it into spherical harmonics generated on a (32 x 16) grid with maximum angular degree Lmax,Nyq = 16. The

result of the reconstruction using the fitted coefficients is shown in panel (C). If we then use these fitted coefficients

to construct a high resolution (288 x 288) image by weighing the high-resolution spherical harmonics, we see the

reference image in panel (A) is very well recovered in panel (D). Finally, panel (E) shows the reconstruction at

instrument-resolution when using Lmax = Lmax,Nyq + 1. At low resolution the reconstruction seems to be preserved

on comparing panel (E) to panel (B), we see that the instrument-resolution reconstruction (using the low resolution

fitting coefficients) is very different from the reference image in panel (A). This shows that exceeding the Nyquist

limit when reconstructing distributions cannot be used for super-resolution since we would be introducing artifacts by

virtue of over-fitting the measurements (by using basis functions that fluctuate at wavenumbers larger than that can

be captured by the instrument angular resolution). Throughout this study, we ensure that this upper limit in angular

resolution Lmax,Nyq is enforced.
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