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Meteor generated plasma columns in E-region ionosphere: figs and diffusion
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A meteoroid penetrating the Earth’s atmosphere leavesiiehtrail of dense plasma in the E-region iono-
sphere, a region where electrons are strongly magnetizdd wihs are demagnetized due to their frequent
collisions with neutrals. While radar measurements of oretiail evolution have been collected and used to
infer meteor and atmospheric properties since the 1950accurate quantitative model of trail fields and diffu-
sion exists. This paper describes a theory and simulatibtraibplasma physics which applies to the majority
of small meteors. Unlike earlier papers, our theory asswuarggnificant angle between the geomagnetic field
and the plasma trail and includes the important interadbietaveen the trail and the background ionospheric
plasma. This study provides quantitative knowledge of gaial distribution and dynamics of the plasma den-
sity and electric field. This should enable meteor and atimersp researchers to more accurately interpret radar
observations of specular and non-specular meteor echoes.
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Meteoroids impacting the Earth’s upper atmosphere have a 10
number of important consequences by: depositing material~
most notably metals and dust; damaging spacecraft; cgeatin§/99z
layers of material which radars and ionosondes detect; -modi% 08
fying the plasma density and conductivity of the lower iono- >
sphere; leaving plasma columns which can be used for meteo'f( 9
burst communication and to monitor atmospheric conditions
in the lower thermosphere. While large meteoroids gener- 96
ate spectacular optical displays, particles much smdikar & 3
sand grain comprise the majority of all meteoroids and repre 95t ! : . -
sent the major source of all extra-terrestrial materiabdépd -0 0.5 1.0 Tim(:aLéss) 2.0 2.5
in the Earth’s atmospherg [, 2]. Such small meteoroids can
rarely be _observed by a naked eye or even by a sensitive OpHj—'_IG. 1: Non-specular radar echo (Jicamarca Radio Obseywatear
cal_technlque, but rao_lars can easily detect _them. Such-obsgy,. magnetic equator, July 12, 2005, 3:43 AM local time).
vations become possible because meteoroids frequendy ent
the Earth’'s atmosphere with a sufficient speed (11-72 km/s)
and energy to cause the formation of a dense plasma visible . L . . .
to radars. The front edge of this plasma can often be observ%aat'(.)n el_ectrlc f|eld, _result!ng from the_pl_asma t.rall Ay
by high-power large-aperture (HPLA) radars, while smaller '&" d|ﬁp$|on, drl\_/es field-allgned instabilities which mgrate
lower-power radars can detect the residual trail as eifpes-s  1€S€ iregularities [7) 8].
ular or non-specular echoes. Modeling specular echoes requires knowledge of the spa-

Specular echoes, usually observed by small-aperture ant-l?l anq temporal distributio_n ofthe plasmatrail densitijle
HF-VHF radars, originate from parts of the plasma trail véher model_mg non-specular trails also requires knowlgdgg ef th
the wavevector of the backscattered wave is nearly perpendievolut|on and structure of the polarization electric fielligh

. . . . L i i i a8 Q1
ular to the axis of a slowly diffusing, quasi-cylindricafgima ((j)rlves tr:'e. mstgblht(ljes. Ln aﬂfenez of papusl i :d),tr% )-]ji” |
trail (for review, seel|2]). Non-specular meteor echoes ob- ppenneim, Lyrud and others have simulated the develop-
served by HPLA VHF or UHF radars like the one shown in ment of plasma |nstf_;1b|l|t|es in the meteor ”6?" under con-
Fig. O originate from trails where the specular condition isdltlons whgn the axis of an aX|aII_y-symmetr|c cyhnt_jnc_al
not necessarily satisfied but where the radar typically {goin plas_ma trail was perfectly aligned with the_ geomagngtldflel
close to perpendicular to the geomagnetic field [3.14.l 5, 6].[Or’ Ina two-d|men5|ona! (.ZD) case, making the trail a slab
Non-specular echoes appear to result from small-scale eIeHBte""Ol of a cylinder]. Th|§ IS, howgver, a degener.a.te case b
tron density irregularities caused by plasma turbulenak antause most of meteor tra|ls_ are oriented at a significaneang|
measured when the radar wavevector lies parallel to the iﬁtfv'th rehspect to thte magnetic field. tlnttrr:e glenteralfpall(sjel,wehl_ec-
regularity wavevector but with a wavenumber twice the irreg rons have anisotropic responses 1o the electric ieid, whic
ularity wavenumber, satisfying the Bragg condition. A pela S|gn|f|cantly comp!|cates theoretical description of trense

' plasma trail evolution.

A number of studies have looked at the evolution of a dense
plasma column in a collisional magnetized plasma. The ear-
*Electronic addres$: dimant@bu.edu liest simulations|[14, 15, 16] had restricted box sizes Whic
tElectronic addres$: meerso@buledu could not properly describe the actual ionospheric situnati
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Furthermore, numerical simulations alone cannot provige t of the background ionospheric plasma. Finally, we consider
parameter dependence of the plasma density and polarizationly the case when there is no external electric fields ongtro
electric field, which is of importance for modeling plasma in neutral winds which often exist in real E-region ionosphere
stabilities. At the same time, analytical theory, even an apespecially at high latitudes and in the equatorial regiore W
proximate one, could provide such dependencies and wouldill describe these important effects in future papers.his t

be anindispensable tool for the accurate interpretatioadd#r  paper, we present results of both numerical simulations and
observations, meteoric and ionospheric diagnostics. analytical theory. The main result of this work is a qualtitita

The analytical theory by Jon€s[17] represents a significariescription of meteor trail evolution and the polarizatéec-
step forward. He proposed a 2D self-similar solution (SSS}ric field associated with its ambipolar diffusion. Resudts
of the meteor trail evolution, starting from an initial lien- ~ our analytical model and simulations agree remarkably.well
sity. Using a combination of a Gaussian spatial distributib ~ We expect that applying our theoretical model to radar eghoe
the plasma density with a parabolic distribution of the glec ~ from trails should help researchers obtain useful inforomat
potential, Jones developed a mathematical scheme, which dabout meteoroids and the surrounding atmosphere.
scribes the initial evolution and structure of the trailgstea The paper is organized as follows. In Secfidn I, we discuss
density reasonably well. However, it improperly descrittees ~ qualitatively the ambipolar diffusion of meteor trails inet
spatial structure of the polarization electric field beeatie  E-region ionosphere, introduce the concept of the resjolral
assumed plasma density structure requires that the fiell gotential and discuss some restrictions. In Sedfidn Il1, vespnt
to infinity with distance from the trail axis. As we show in the equations for meteor fields and diffusion based on a sim-
this paper, that theory also fails to predict significantidev ple two-fluid model model of a highly collisional isothermal
tions from the self-similar diffusion at a later stage of the-  plasma and formulate proper boundary conditions. In Sectio
teor trail evolution. The reason for this is that the SSS doeVlwe discuss results of our 2D finite-element simulations,

not account for interaction with the background ionospheri which give us useful insights into finding the proper apptoac
plasma. for the analytical treatment of the problem. In Secfidn V, we

Inthe earlier stage of plasma trail diffusion, the backgubu Present our analytical thgory_ for the specific case of_ mutu-
plasma density is usually small compared to the plasma delly orthogonal meteor trail axis and the geomagnetic field.
sity within the trail. However, this low-density plasmaysa  SectiorlVl, we summarize our analytical results. In Section
a crucial role for carrying electric currents originatimgrh M we compare our theory with simulations quantitatively
the trail during its ambipolar diffusion. This current sifin N Sectior[\VIIl, we discuss some caveats and implications of
cantly affects the evolution and structure of the trail dgris~ OUr theory. In SectioR X, we give a summary of the paper.
the later stage. Further, the electrodynamic interactiche  APPendicefA teF give mathematical details of our analytica
meteor trail with the background ionosphere provides a nattheory.
ural restriction for the polarization electric field whichives
plasma instabilities. The research presented in this paper
cludes the interaction of the trail with the background iono I QUALITATIVE DESCRIPTION OF METEOR TRAIL
sphere. DIFFUSION

Note that in a recent theoretical paper on meteor trail diffu
sion, Robsorl[18] (see aldo]19]) attempted to revise thepre I this section, we discuss qualitative aspects of the meteo
ous theories. Robson’s approach' however, seems invalid bgall diffusion which will allow us to formulate the prOblem
cause, in addition to the quasineutral assumption, Robson aand make appropriate simplifications.
sumed that the electron and ion fluxes along the magnetic field
are equal. In the general case, the latter assumption ctgses

resulting electric field to have a significant non-zero cEs- A. Plasma physics conditions in E-region ionosphere

timates show, however, that the contribution of the indarcti

electric field to the trail dynamics in the E region is nedigi The majority of specular and non-specular radar echoes are
so that to high accuracy the electric field within and arodmed t observed in the lower E region at altitudes 90-120 km, where
trail should be electrostatic, i.e., curl-free (see Jedil)V the neutral atmosphere is many orders of magnitudes denser

In order to improve modeling of non-specular trails and enthan the ionospheric plasma. While the plasma left behind
hance our knowledge of plasma column diffusion and fieldsa fast meteoroid in the form of a diffusing trail can be sev-
we revisit this problem. As in the majority of the previous eral orders of magnitude denser than the background iono-
studies, we restrict ourselves to plasma columns that remaispheric plasma, it is usually much less dense than the neu-
homogeneous along their length and assume constant electryal atmosphere. The neutral atmosphere remains es$ential
and ion temperatures. Homogeneity along the trail impliesindisturbed by the plasma trail formation.
that diffusion occurs only in the plane perpendicular to the All characteristic spatial scales of the diffusion state ar
trail, though electron fluxes have all three vector comptsien much larger than the Debye length. The typical diffusion
We further assume that the trail axis is directed at a suffficie time scale is much longer that the electron plasma period.
angle to the geomagnetic field (in this paper, we restrict thdue to these, the quasi-neutrality holds to good accuracy,
analytical treatment to the purely orthogonal case). Tipepa N, ~ N; = N, whereN, ; are the electron and ion densi-
differs from Jones [17] in that it includes the importaneelf  ties, respectively.



In the lower E region, the charged particles collide prec
inantly with neutral particles rather than between thewes
The following inequalities holdQ); < v, andv,, < Q.,
whereQ. ; = eBy/m.,; are the electron and ion gyrofrequ
cies;v,.,, andy;,, are the electron-neutral and ion-neutral ¢
sion frequencies respectivelyis the elementary charge.. ;
are the electron and ion masses, respectively,/ane: |Bo|
whereBy is the geomagnetic flux density. The above inec
ities express the fact that electrons are strongly maged
while ions are demagnetized due to frequent collisions
neutrals. In the equatorial regioBy ~ 0.25 x 10~*T, while
at mid- and high latitude8, ~ 0.5 x 10~*T. In the E-regio
ionosphere, @ and NO" ions dominate:m; ~ 30m,,
wherem,, is the proton mass, so that;/m. ~ 5.5 x 104.
Throughout the E region,, ~ 10 v,.

Under conditions); < v;, andr,,, < €., the electron
and ion diffusion responses to the external electric fiefigidi

Trail axis

FIG. 2: Geometry of the trail and magnetic field.

the typical variation scale of ionospheric and neutral atmo
spheric parameters, we will neglect the spatial inhomogene
ity and assume approximate translational symmetry aloag th

significantly. The response of unmagnetized ions is nearly i axis, making all variations occur in the plane pergend
isotropic, while the responses of strongly magnetized-elec, 5y to this axis.

trons differ dramatically in the directions parallel andpen-
dicular to the magnetic field. The ion isotropic mobiligy
(defined viaV; = g;F /e, whereF is the external force) is

Assuming a non-zero angle between the trail axis and the
magnetic field, we will consider the diffusion of a 2D plasma
trail with the following geometry, see Fifll 2. The trail déps

given byg; ~ e/(mjvin). The corresponding electron mo- genends on the andy coordinates, while it is invariant along

bilities represent tensor components determined via aityil
defined relations between the electron velodityand the ex-

the z coordinate. The homogeneous magnetic fididlies in
they, z plane. In this geometry, the plasma density gradient

ternal forceF. In the diffusion approximation, the electron  nr and the polarization electric fiell = — V&, whered is
velocity V. is determined by the inertialess fluid momentumne electric potential, have ontyandy components, while the

equation (in the neutral atmosphere frame of reference),

P,
0= —e (E + Ve X BO) - VN - meyenV67 (1)

where E is the electric field, P, ~ NT, is the elec-

tron pressure, and., is the electron temperature (in en- |
ergy units) assumed constant. The mobility of magnetize(?‘i)

electrons along the magnetic field is; ~ e/(Mmeclen),
while in the perpendicular direction the electron molkti

are g = ¢/(m.Q.) = 1/B (the Hall mobility), and

g7 =~ eve, /(me02) (the Pedersen mobility). While the par-
allel and Pedersen velociti€€, | andV ., , have the same di-
rections as the corresponding components of the electid fie

the Hall velocity, i.e., thd x By drift, is perpendicular td.

B. Ambipolar diffusion of plasma columns

electron drift velocity may have all three vector composent

In the special case when the trail axis is strictly parathel t
By [€], the ambipolar diffusion is axially symmetric around
the z-axis and its rate, determined by the ratio between the
ion and electron Pedersen mobilities, roughly follows tive-|
est mobility. The collision frequencies of both electronsl a
ns are proportional to the neutral density which exponen-
ally decreases with increasing altitude. The ratio ofehez-
tron Pedersen mobility to the isotropic ion mobility is give
by the parameter

Ped
_Yel VenVin
4 9i Q8 @

At higher altitudes (usually above 97 km at the equatorial re

gion and above 94 km at high latitudes) where the parameter
1 is less than unity, the lowest is the electron Pedersen mo-
bility, so that the trail diffusion is determined by the $itty
increased electron Pedersen diffusion rate. At loweralés

wherey > 1, the lowest is the ion mobility, so that the trail

At the earliest stage of trail plasma formation, kinetic-pro diffusion is determined by the slightly increased ion diffan
cesses associated with ionization of ablated material domrate.
nate. After a short time, however, the newly formed plasma In the general case, the ambipolar diffusion is more com-
cools down, typical transport velocities become much snall plicated because all components of the polarization etectr
than the ion-acoustic speed, and the trail spreads over difield are determined by the same scalar potential, This
tances at least several times the characteristic meanditee p means that the diffusion in one direction necessarily &dfec
[20]. This can be considered as the beginning of the diffusio the diffusion in other directions. Quasineutrality regsithe

stage. In this paper, we restrict our treatment to this stage

divergences of the electron and ion fluxes to be equal, while

The meteoroid velocity is usually much higher than typicalthe fluxes themselves may differ. Nevertheless, vector com-

diffusion velocities. This means that the trail diffusicarss
roughly simultaneously over a sufficiently long distanaaal
the trail. Considering a part of the trail which is smalleauth

ponents of the electron and ion fluxes in any direction usu-
ally remain comparable. For 2D trail diffusion, if the an-
gle between the magnetic field and the trail axis is not too
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small (see the conditions in Se€f_]I C), there is a signifi-of meteors penetrating the Earth’s atmosphere satisfydhe ¢
cant component of the electron pressure gradient along thdition given by Eq.[[b). We will also require that the elec-
magnetic field. Accordingly, there should be a significanttron Pedersen velocity component along theemains much

component of the polarization electric field in this direati  smaller than the corresponding parallel velocity compdanen

E| = -V, ®. The electron mobility along the magnetic field This yields the condition
By (the ‘parallel’ mobility) is high, while the electron mobil
ties in the directions perpendiculariy are much lower. The Ped\ 1/2
ity i : o> (Ll ) =—Zn_g/p 7a
electron parallel mobility is much greater than that of ions > 9 T, oovw (7a)

Gel|/9i = MiVin/MeVen =~ 5500 (SectIA). Because the

average fluid velocity of the highly mobile electrons should\yhere the altitude dependent parametemwas defined in

be comparable to that of the low-mobile ions, according togq. (). For further simplicity, we will also require
Eq. (), the parallel component of the polarization electri

field should nearly cancel the electron pressure gradient, Q; S}
i u y p ure graai > 4 — 20 (7b)
V)P i VY
eV~ =T.VInn, 3) . o .
N The paramete) decreases exponentially with increasing al-

where(r.) ~ N/No and N is the undisturbed fono- rc 328 S0 0 2 T EEG B T etved
spheric background density assumed constant and unifornd. 9 gne

For isothermal electrons, the electric field and pressure Caroughly between 80 and 120 km, the parametararies be-

-3 4 F ;
be combined into one forcd, + T) Veres, Wheredre, is a tweenl10~° and10, so that restrictions given by EqE{7a) and

dimensionless ‘residual’ electric potential defined as (@) combined are stronger thdﬂ (6).' In our major.analytical
treatment and simulations, we will discuss the particudesec

ed —T.lnn of & = 90°, but in AppendiX{, to find explicit expressions
Pres = T T 4) for the self-similar solution, we will consider a more geader
c case restricted only by Eq1(7).
Because in our geometry the magnetic field direction has a
finite y component, while the trail and fields are homoge-

neous along, Egs. [B) and{4) show that the residual potential ll. DIFFUSION EQUATIONS
within and around the trail is essentially independent efith
coordinate, If there is no significant ionization and recombination dur-
bees(, ) ~ ¢ () (5) ing the diffusion stage, then the line plasma trail denditpg
res\ > Y) = Pres\T)- the z axis remains nearly constant. The diffusion stage is ad-

The concept of the residual potential. is crucial for our quately described by fluio_l equations which incll_Jde two in-
numerical and analytical treatment. Furthermore, the macr ertialess momentum equations for electrons and ions and two
scopic force that drives plasma instabilities is the tocaté ~ CONtinuity equations. The quasineutrality condition e

acting on electrons, which is just proportional to the geadli Poisson equ_ation for the elec_tric potential unnecessdnis T
of ¢ set of equations can be readily reduced to two coupled non-
res-

linear partial differential equations (PDEs) for the commmo
plasma density and the electric potential,

C. Restrictions on orientation of trail with B

&gn +V.-TI; = O, (8a)

The effective cancelation of the electron pressure aloag th V.-Ii=V.-TI. =0, (8b)
magnetic field described by Edi (3) should only occur if the

angle between the meteor trail axis and the magneticfiedd where for unmagnetized ions and strongly magnetized elec-

trons the diffusion flux densitie¥,. ;, are given by

high enough,
N\ 1/2 1/2 o V (e® + T;1nn)
0> 0, = (9—) - (M) ~135x1072, (6) LT T (%3)
Ge|| MiVin v
o=V (e® —T.lnn) (9b)
where the critical angle in degreesds ~ 0.8°. This means Il = MeVen ’

that there is a significant component of the electric fielashglo -
B, to move electrons. The opposite limiting cas&ok ©9 T, =n VenV(e® —Tclnn) + bxVi(e® —Telnn) )
corresponds to the diffusion at nearly perfect alignment be meS2 Mmefle

tween the trail axis and magnetic field when no parallel elec- (9¢)
tron transport existd [10]. However the latter case, as well

as the most difficult for analysis intermediate catey O, Here the subscripts and_L pertain to the directions parallel
are degenerate cases because of rather small value oftthe cfind perpendicular to the magnetic fiéd, respectively, and
ical angle©,. It is evident that the overwhelming majority b is the unit vector in thd, direction. The first term in the




right-hand side (RHS) of Eq_{Bc) describes the electron Ped IV. SIMULATIONS OF TRAIL DIFFUSION AND FIELDS
ersen flux, while the second term describes the electron Hall
flux. Here we assume the isothermal approximation which is | this section, we discuss results of our numerical solu-

justified by frequent collisions with the huge thermal resar

tion of Eq. [ID) using a finite-element PDE solver FlexPDE

of neutral atmosphere (in a more general adiabatic prosess, [31]. The challenge of these simulations is to simultangous

would have additional factorg. ; in front of T, ; Inn.).

Passing fron® to the residual potential, Eql(5), we rewrite

Egs. [B) in ther, y coordinates as

on—D[Vn+V - (nVes)] =0, (10a)
(1 + d’) Oz (n8m¢rcs) + Qay (nay¢rcs)
+:u (am(bres ayn - amn 8y(bres) + VQTL = 01 (10b)

where we introduced the ambipolar diffusion coefficient,
Te+n o (Te"’Tz)@O

D= 11
miVin €B0\/E ’ ( )
a large dimensionless parameter
2
sin“ 6 mMiVin ) 1
= = sin® 6 > 1,4, — 12
Q o7 <meuen>bm > ,zb,w, (12)
and a dimensionless Hall parameter
in 0
= Y (;?S = é—?cosb‘. (13)

Here we used the definitions ¢f Eq. [2), andd, in radians,

resolve both the relatively small scale of the trail dengétyi-
ations and the large scale of the residual potential vanati
parallel to the magnetic field (along. This requires the box
size alongr to be at least several times the effective trail size
in that directiong ., while the box size along should be sev-
eral time@gl, i.e., more than two orders of magnitude, larger
than the box size along FlexPDE uses an adaptive finite ele-
ments mesh in regions with high gradients to resolve thesfield
and densities with high precision, while uses a coarse nmesh i
regions where gradients remain small.

We tested the effects of a finite simulation box on the solu-
tion by varying its size. We also varied boundary conditjons
setting either the density disturbancas(t) = n(¢t) — 1, and
¢res, OF the corresponding flux densities, Eld. (9), to zero on
the boundaries. These tests demonstrated that, for safficie
large box sizes, the solution in the inner region remained es
sentially unaffected by the choice of boundary conditions.

In numerical simulations, as well as in the analytical tiyeor
(Sect[), we have explored the strictly perpendicular cdse
6 = 90° (1 = 0). In this case, we solved Eq_{10) with =
5500 corresponding te; /m. = 5.5x10° andv,,, /v, = 10,
see SecfITA. As theinitial condition at tinte= ¢, we chose

Eq. [@). We also used Eq.{7a) and neglected small additiong narrow and dense column of plasma, described by the self-
to the large parametep, which are associated with the ion gimijar solution (SSS). We used normalized units where the

and electron Pedersen mobilities alang

diffusion coefficientD = 1 and the initial time for the SSS

For the analytical treatment, it is convenient to rewritegqytions, — 1, so that the initial spatial distribution of the

Eq. (I0) in self-similar variables,
€z Y

(Dt)1/27 (Dt)l/Q.

As a result, we arrive at the following equations fa, ¢, t)

and¢res(§a C7 t):

(14)

t9m — w — V2 — V- (n'Véres) = 0, (15a)
(1 + 1/1) 85 (naf¢res) + QBC (naC(bres)
+ 11 (O Pres Ocn — Ogpres Ocm) + V2n = 0, (15b)

total normalized plasma density= N/N, was given by
(1+¢)a® o2

4a) 4
The characteristic sizes of the initial Gaussian densgiridi
bution of the trail in ther andy directions,o,.o = [2¢/(1 +
¥)]Y/? ando,o = v/2, are nearly equal fop > 1 (lower alti-
tudes), but differ significantly fop < 1 (higher altitudes). To
check the effect of the initial conditions, we tried diffaténi-
tial Gaussian density distributions corresponding to #raes
trail line density. We have found that, after the time needed

n(z,y,1) =14 Angexp | — (18)

where the neww operator pertains to the variables defined byfor the trail to diffuse over a distance several times thgiori

Eq. 03),V = (O¢, O¢). Our solution of meteor trail diffu-

sion applies this set of coupled PDEs s andn. Given

nal size of the trail, the solution becomes virtually the eam
Hence, it is only weakly sensitive to the actual initial peak

homogeneous background plasma, neutral atmosphere, antDss-seption. . . o
magnetic field, we assume the following asymptotic bound- Equation [I0b) involves no time derivatives, so that for-

ary conditions,

n—1 and Ores — 0 as xz,y — £ oo.
(16)
We also note that our problem has the following symmetry,
TL(SC,y) = TL(—SC, _y)v (173)
Pres (xv y) = QPres (—x, _y) . (17b)

mally ¢,.s needs no initial condition. However, the FlexPDE
application requires setting initial conditions for allriables.
In our simulations, we usually set Wp.s(to) = 0. We tested
that after a rather short time, the solver automaticallg sgt
a time-dependent spatial distribution &f,s which proves to
be independent of the initial condition f@{..

Bearing in mind the symmetry along thedirection (i.e.,
parallel toB), we simulated a half of the entire spage{ 0)

The following section describes a numerical solution okthe with boundary conditions aj = 0 given by zero derivatives
equations and the next section describes their analytic sol of both n and ¢,.s. The box size|y|ma.x = 1000, was al-

tion.

ways at least two orders of magnitude larger thg(t), but
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FIG. 3: Typical structure of plasma density (a) and resighagéntial (b). Here) = 0.2, Ano = 100, andt = 2.5 (the background density
corresponds ta = 1 and the initial time for the self-similar solutiagp = 1).

max 18.2

FIG. 4: Contours of trail density in the, y-plane fory) = 0.05, Ano = 100, t = 5.5: (a): self-similar solution, (b): simulation.

we needed to keep it that long because of the long-extended Figure[3 shows typical plasma density and residual poten-
residual potential.

tial plotted over the small fraction of the simulation boxane
In order to model different stages of trail diffusion we per- est the trail a short time after the simulation begins. Fegdir
formed several overlapping runs by varying the initial peakcompares an example of the trail density contours iruthe
densities fromAng = 10* to Ang = 10. We usually finished plane corresponding to the SSS (a) and to the full simulation
each run at = 40, so that the box size,,.x = 30 remained (b) after the trail has diffused to several of its initial hasl

at least several times, (¢). Because of higher anisotropy and Our simulations have revealed the following major features
stronger gradients, the cases of smathre much more time

and resource consuming than thosejof> 1. On a 3GHz 1. Initially, the plasma density distribution within their
Pentium 4 Windows-based PC, our runs lasted from several closely follows the anisotropic (foy < 1) SSS. At
hours (foryy = 10) to more than a week (fap = 0.05). Un-

a later stage, as the peak density falls, the trail re-
fortunately, FlexPDE intrinsic restrictions have not aléml us mains nearly Gaussian in each direction but becomes
to simulatey < 0.05. more isotropic than does the SSS, see Hg. 4, and it

To monitor the accuracy of simulations, we used general diffuses faster, with the isotropic ambipolar diffusion
relations for the residual potential outlined in Appenfik D

rate given described by EQ{11). The transition from
anisotropic to nearly isotropic diffusion usually takes
place while the peak density remains much larger than

and the exact property of density disturbance integralsi¢lpD
which is analytically derived in Appendid E.



Residual potential

FIG. 5: Typical variation parallel to the magnetic field (adpy) at
x = 0 of residual potential (solid curve, left scale) and traihsigy
(dashed curve, right scale) [for = 0.2, Ang = 10*, ¢t = 3]. Inthe
near-trail region, the density has exponentially strongati@n along
y, while the residual potential varies only within severaigamt of its
maximum absolute value. At some point beyond the trail (hbrut

1 = —10M the notential acniires a nnticeahlalerivative (electric
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FIG. 6: Disturbances of background density beyond the peaiben-
dicular to the magnetic field (along) [for ¢» = 0.2, Ano = 107,
t = 3.5 at the coordinatéy| = 20 located well beyond the trail].
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tially disturb the density as shown in FIg. 6. The field
evacuates plasma from the region that maps alBpg
the potential minimum back to those about the potential
maxima. As a result, the perturbation density evolves
in antiphase to the potential distribution along with a
maximum atc = 0 and two symmetric minima roughly
at = where the residual potential has the two maxima,
as visible on the edge of Fifll 3(a). In our simulations,
the maximum central density compression more than
doubled the undisturbed background density, while the
depletions reached about 80% of that. These strong dis-
turbances were reached near the trail when the peak trail
density was at least several orders of magnitude larger
than the background density, see Hijy. 6. In all other
cases or locations, relative density disturbances were
small. We estimate them in SeCL_V¥ D.

We will discuss these features in Sefi$. V VI, when
describing our analytical theory and comparing it with simu
lations. Here we only give brief explanations to some fesgur

Feature[1: At the later stage of trail diffusion, when the
initially dense trail density becomes much less dense @ut r
mains much denser than the background plasma), its gradual
isotropization and acceleration of diffusion to the amkapo
isotropic rate are due to the sharp decrease with time in the
residual electric field (Featuf® 2). In this case, the taiedd
acting on electrons becomes so small that diffusion is mainl
determined by the total pressure gradient acting on ions and
hence, is virtually unaffected by the external magnetidfiel
The significant reduction of the residual electric field ie doi
the response of the background plasma which is not included
in the SSS. To provide quasineutrality, a less dense taiisst
attracting more charged particles from the backgrounds thu
reducing the need for strong ambipolar electric field.

Feature[2: The extension of the residual potential along
y, i.e., parallel to the external magnetic fidRl, is due to
the high electron mobility alonB,. The deep potential min-
imum in the trail center is formed by anisotropic ambipolar
trail diffusion. These two factors are included in the SS8 an
are independent of the existence of background plasma. How-

the background density. Sectibl V discusses our anseVer, the two maxima seen in the residual potential disiobu

lytical model for this point.

2. The residual electric potential spreads algngell be-

alongz, see Fig[B(b), are due to background plasma. The
electron and ion fluxes originating in the trail extend irtte t
background ionosphere with sharply anisotropic and quiite d

yond the trail, see Fidl5, with spatial gradients alongferent patterns, while the divergences of the two fluxes rema

y much less than those along Along z it has a non-

balanced. Beyond the trail, these patterns have a quadrupol

monotonic symmetric structure with a deep minimumiike structures providing current closure. To drive theurst

at the trail center and two symmetric maxima around it,currents, the background ionosphere develops potengdl-gr

as shown in Fid13(b). At the later stage, when the trailents which oppose those within the trail, i.e., those resitdm
diffusion becomes nearly isotropic (see Feallire 1), théor the trail diffusion. This gives rise to the two symmetpiu-
residual electric field becomes much smaller than thatential bumps around the deep potential minimum and draws

for the SSS.

3. Beyond the trail, where the exponentially small trail

background plasma into the trail edges.

The simulations allow us to determine diffusion rates and

density is much less than the background density, thésotropy for a range of altitude-dependeéntThis will be pre-

residual electric field extending alomy, may substan-

sented in conjunction with our analytical theory in SECTl VI
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V. ANALYTICAL THEORY solving an equation for the electric potential in the ‘faneb
where the density disturbances are relatively small; (3) ob

Here we discuss our analytical theory for the ‘perpendicuf@ining the governing equation for the residual potendahie

lar’ case off = 90° (u = 0), when a double mirror symmetry, ‘near zone' depending on the master parameté4) solution
of this equation in different ranges of (5) finding expres-

sions forp(t) in the initial value problem, which gives the
n(€,¢) =n (£, £0), (19a) approximate solution of the trail diffusion problem andses
Gres (€,0) = bros (46, +0) | (19b) the solution for the residual potential; (6) estimating sign

disturbances of the background plasma beyond the trail and
; o ; btaining a correction factor foy > 1 at a later stage of
takes place. The Hall velocity of electrons is directedciyi obtaining . ; )
along the trail axis, so that it does not affect the 2D diffusi trail o!lffusmn. We ha-\ve- implemented steps (1) to (3) n Ap-
of the plasma trail. In the general casefo$# 90°, the Hall pendu;eﬂ\ L, yvhﬂe in SedLMA we will oqu explalr) the
mobility breaks the double mirror symmetry but keeps a rota_ba5|c_|deas and discuss the resultgnt governing equatien. W
tional (by180°) symmetry around the trail axis, Eq{17). For have implemented steps (4) to (6) in SecLlV EIoVD.
sufficiently large angleg, distortions caused by the Hall mo-
bility are relatively small (see Append¥ A), so that the dimu
mirror symmetry roughly takes place. However, the Hall mo-
bility affects the aspect ratio of typical scales along eadk. . . . L
We reserve the more general case for future work. Here we t_)rlefly descrlpe the governing equation !ntended
The trail diffusion and evolution of the ambipolar fields are fOr the solution of the residual potential problem. Givea th
described by two coupled nonlinear PDEs for the plasma derff@il density spatial distribution, this approximate etjor.is
sity and the residual potential, see EGS] (10)at (15). O th derlved. from Eq.EIﬂb). The derlvatlon_ requires separation
ory provides an approximate analytical solution of botkint e entire¢, ¢ plane into two overlapping regions: the near
related problems. The key point of the theory has been thé°"€,
inclusion of the background plasma into consideration.oln s ly| 12
doing, even for, = 0, one cannot find the exact analytical I(| = (D)2 <@ (20)
solution of the coupled equations. However, based on the ex-
istence of the large paramet@r = ©,2 ~ 5500, Eq. [I2), and the far zone,
and on the insight from our simulations, see Jedt. IV, we have
developed an approximate approach based on the perturbatio ([ > 1. (21)
technique. . . , s :
We e usd the ac ht th el narrow and densd ETERASI Nt e erms near and fa i 1o e
t_ralllkeeps negrly Ga‘ﬂss'?‘” densn_y d|str|bu_t|on Qurlrggttml axis (thex—axis).’ The residual potential in the near zon€ is
lifetime even if the diffusion rate is changing with timegse dependent but remains nearly constant ingfairection, i.e.,

Sect[TV. Given the characteristic scale of the Gaussian dlsalongBo, see Eq.[{5), making its calculation a 1D problem.

;g?ltﬁgr;é;ivgug?vit;en%eqrﬁgegigqoeﬁsisém?;Sﬁ;ﬁgon In the far zone, which includes the background ionosphere
inte rodifferentia?l e uatic.)n is the governing equatioroaf only, the residual potential has a slawdependence, but we
9 d 9 g €q may roughly neglect there density disturbances (see Append

theory. It has two equivalent forms that depend upon only ONBand Sec{ D). The fact that divergences of the electron and
dimensionless parameter This master parameter is propor- ion fluxes are nearly equal, as required by quasi-neutrality

tional to the t;]e square of the characteristic Gaussiarescaj ¢ it in the Laplace equation in terms of some renormal-
alongz, p « o2 (t), see Eq.[{85) below, and, hence, monoton-. ' : .
. A . . ized coordinates. In those renormalized coordinates, ithe e
ically grows with time. Approximate solutions of the govern _. . : :

tire near zone reduces to a thin cut which provides boundary

Qﬁ;ﬂ%ﬁg? ;Ti;'fé?;t? int)tu(tjic(;r:zlfnt?\gfg?sif(]ji\g ;I(L%\z?d uisatlo conditions for the Laplace equation in each of the two half-
P oy spaces¢ > 0 or ¢ < 0. Because of the symmetry, it is suffi-

in the entire 2D space. cient to consider only one of these half-spaces-(0). Given

b ':']he. trallf ?Aﬁus'?n Its [nalunly d.(;,\rt](.arr;:ned bty tlhe parabocl;c the residual potential in the near zop@,, a straightforward
ehavior ot the potential alongwithin the centralregion and ) 4o of the Laplace equation in integral form yields the

is practically insensitive to the potential behavior otksihis 1 i . .
region. This has allowed us to find from Ef._{lL5a) the ex-zgggzl ggsglebslét:%r;gfbgmmresgil;al potential in the em®D

plicit time dependence .Qf(t) and thgs close the s_olution. A§ Using the Gaussian approximation of the trail plasma den-
a result, we have obtained approximate analytic expressmr]Sity Eq. [CY)

describing the trail diffusion and the evolution of the desil

A. Governing equation for near-zone residual potential

electric fields. These expressions reasonably well agrée wi Anoto [0 1/ & )
the numerical results and can be used for quantitative @redi ~ "Trail = —— at) 7P {_ 4 <@ ¢ ﬂ (@)
tions.

Our analytical theory consists of several major steps: (1and integrating it over the near zone, we obtain the sought-f
obtaining explicit expressions for the self-similar s@uat (2)  boundary condition for the Laplace equation. This intagrat



involves ¢! . (with still unknown ¢ dependence) multiplied
by the corresponding trail density integral over the couaiti

(. Associating the upper half-space with a complex plane in
terms of renormalized coordinates and using analyticgbpro
erties of the potential in the far zone (see Apperidix B), in
Appendi{@ we obtain for the the near-zone residual potentia
an integrodifferential equation in two different, but ecalent,

forms:

2 n? < ot
Wg—frz e 7’/ f(——37 dr + 9yp(n) =, (23a)

1 * 0rp(r) e
__’P/ 76T/4d7':5 . 23b 2 2
pe(n) 2Vr oo T—1 (). (23b) FIG. 7: FunctionS(n) = ne~ " /* _[0”/2 e” dr —1, Eq. [CIY) (solid

. . . curve), along with its parabolic approximatical +n2 /2, Eq. [C2D)
Her_e the renormgllzed near-zone residual potengtiahd co- (dash-dotted curve), and largeasymptotics,2/n?, Eq. [C21)
ordinaten are defined by (dashed curve).

o) = 2(1 + 1) PP (€), (24a)

zone create a feedback to the near zone. The non-monotonic
structure of the residual potential (in each of the two half-
n= % — % — | (24b)  spacesz > 0 andz < 0), can be explained as follows. The
q'/ (¢Dt)Y/ pD total force acting on negatively charged electrons is propo
tional to eV¢?,.. Within the major trail, this force via elec-
ron Pedersen diffusion pushes electrons outwards. This re
buires the residual potential to have a minimum in the trail
center. Well beyond the trail, different electron and ionflu

patterns form return fluxes in the background ionosphere. On

The coupled dimensionless parametgrs andp(t) are pro-
portional to the square of the Gaussian peak dispersion wit|
respect tar coordinateg?, Eq. [5Ib),

2 2
p(t) = vq(t)t = 19 _ __m%uNo , (25)  approaching the trail, these fluxes are directed inwardshwhi
2D 1+ OoNin requires oppositely directed gradients of the residu adiphil.
where This gives rise to the two bumps of the residual potential.
1 21 No (Te + T;)

= = 26
K 2®0An0t0ﬂ 1/ w (1 + w) NfineBo ( )

and Ny, is the line plasma density of the trail along its axis
The important functionS(n) = ne= 7"/ f"/2 e dr — _ _ _ o
1 in the RHS of Eq.[[Z3b), see also Eﬁ@:l?), together Having solved equations for the residual potentlallln the
with the highest-order power-series approximationsf), ~ near zone and using formulas of Apperidix B, we can find the
Egs. [C2D),[[CA1), is shown in Fifl 7. In SEEEV B, we will ambipolar electric field and estimate the plasma density dis
see that this function is a good qualitative, and in somescasdurbances both in the trail and in the background ionosphere
even quantitative, representation of the residual paibirti  Equivalent Eqs[{d3a,b) have singular Cauchy kernels. &Vhil
the near zone. general methods for solving singular integral equatioristex
Equivalent Egs[[23a,b) are linear integrodifferentialaq  [22, 23], we are unaware of such methods for Cauchy-type
tions in renormalized variables defined by EG(24). Inintegrodifferential equations. Even the existence andus
these variables, these equations depend upon only one d€Ss of the solutions of such equations is agriori known
mensionless parameter We will use one of two equivalent and should be studied individually for each specific equtio
Egs. [ZBa,b) depending upon the convenience for the speciffievertheless, for each value pfEq. [Z3) has the unique so-
analysis. In SectioflD, we discuss the general analyticglpr 'ution. We will not dwell here on the proof, but note that the

erties of the solution, which can be used for monitoring theUniqueness of the solution is provided by the positive sign o
solution. In particular, under assumed approximatiorssith ~ # [for negativep, Eq. [Z3) would have infinite number of so-

tegral of¢?. (¢) over¢ should be equal to zero. This explains Utions].
mathematically the non-monotonic, two-bump structurdeft ~ While the equation forp(n) has the unique solution, it is
residual potential in the near zone observed in our nunlericanot possible to find it analytically in the general case. lis th
calculations (see Se€fllV, Feature 2). section, we discuss approximate solutions of Egl. (23) for va
The physical sense of the outlined mathematical procedurieus ranges op. We will proceed from the simplest case to

is that different patterns of the electron and ion fluxes@féir ~ the more complicated ones.

B. Solution of governing equation
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1. Late stage diffusiom > 1 Vs : N\

(=2
o
[\
N

The simplest limiting case op > 1 corresponds to a
sufficiently late stage of the meteor trail diffusion, whée t
peak trail density exceeds the background not too signifi-
cantly, (Numax — No)/No < 9/2/[2(1+1)00] (/2 /60 =
vin /Qi > 1). In this limiting case, one can solve EG}23b)
using a perturbation technique. Fors> 1, the integral term
in Eq. (Z3b) is small compared to the first term in the RHS. To
the zeroth order, we can neglect the integral term so that the
zero-order solution is given hy(n) ~ ¢ (),

o) S(n) 27) FIG. 8: First-order corrections ip") (n), Eqs. [28) and{31), mul-
o tiplied by —p?. Solid curve: J(n), Eq. [CZB); dashed curvel =
1S(pn), Eq. [C23); dot-dashed curve: the second term (multiplied b

. _ _ —p?) in the RHS of Eq. fop > 1.
In the central regionly;| < 1, the renormalized amplitude of 7 a[3) fop

the electric fieldd, ¢ ~ n?/(2p), proves to be much less than
that for the self-similar solutiord), 0> = 7?/2.

The physical reason for much smaller residual electric field
is as follows. When electrons leave a sufficiently denség trai
mainly along the magnetic field, slowly diffusing ions ceeat The perturbation tephnique of the previous subsectios fail
a significant ambipolar electric field to retard electrofishé  for p ~ 1, and especially fop < 1. In these cases, we have
trail is not dense then there are enough background electrofound no rigorous analytical solution. However, we have de-
to substitute for those leaving the trail, so that no stresi- ~ Veloped an approximate approach for solving the integrodif
ual electric field is needed. The integral term in Hg_{23b) ferential equations using analytical fitting with iterats This
corresponding to the terfi, > in Eq. (Z3&), describes the elec- approachis similar to the numerical shooting method. Assum
tric field associated with the trail electrons, while the aém  iNg a reasonable initial approximation for a zero-ordenaite
ing terms in the left-hand sides (LHSs) include the effect oftion () =~ ¢(?)(n) with adjustable parameters, we may put

background electrons. In the casepof> 1, the latter terms ~ this function into the integral term of one of the integrdelif
dominate. ential equations and find the next-order iteration. Congoauri

To verify that the nealected intearal term is really smak w between the two iterations at the critical central regidoved
y 9 9 y " us to adjust the parameters in order to find the best fit.

need to obtain the next-order approximation. To this end, we i ) i :
substitute the zeroth-order expressigh) () to the integral The two forms of the integrodifferential equation for the

term in Eq. [23b). Using EqsLTCR2J=[Q24), we obtain the"€ar-zone potential, Eq§.{23a,b), are equivalent in ciger
first-order approximation mathematical sense, but this is not so if we seek the trial-

and-error approximate solutions. For the intermediate cas

of p ~ 1, it is more convenient to use EQ.{23b). This allows

@ () = SCn) _ ) Sm) _ 1Sn) (28) us to disregard the correct asymptotic behavior, Eql (DH), o
2 the initial trial function [this behavior is required in E33d)
to eliminate the diverging effect of the exponentially giogy

where.J (n) is given by Eq.[C23) anél~ 0.643, p ~ 1.546,  factorin front of the integral].

Eq. [CZ5). Figur&l8 shows the functioffr) and its approx- We start by choosing a simple trial functiget?) (1), which _
imate counterparfi(n) = 1S(pn). The two functions prac- Satisfies the conditiofi{Ib1) but not necessalllyl(D4). Rugtti
tically perfectly agree everywhere except the two symraetri it into the integrodifferential term in EqL{ZBb), we calate
maxima. While the approximate expression in the RHS ofthe first-order iteration,

Eq. [28) is less accurate, it is much simpler for analysisigEq

tion (Z8) clearly shows that since the second term is small D) = 1 (L /oo 9y () v Ady 1 5(77)) .
compared to the first one the perturbation approach employed p \2y/7 y—1n

— 00

here is consistent. (29)

As seen from EqLI28), fop > 1 the residual potential is It can be readily shown that™™) () will automatically sat-
approximately a linear combination of tw&functions with  isfy Egs. [[31) and[{D4). In principle, the same procedure
different arguments. The functiofi(r) has major qualita- could be continued further to calculate next-order appnaxi
tive properties of the residual potential shown in Fl. 3(b) tions¢ ) (n), ¢ (), but because of increasing complexity
One can also check that this function automatically satisthe analytical calculation of the integrals is hardly pbesi
fies the general analytical properties of the solution givgn To make calculations simpler, we choose as the initial
Egs. [D1), DY), and(07). function »(9) () the evenn-derivative of the odd function

2. Intermediate case, ~ 1
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—Anexp(—An?), A = 1/p. In this case, the smaller second term in the RHS
of Eq. (31) approximately agrees with the second term in
0O (n) = A (227 — 1) exp (—\np?) . (30) Eqg. [ZB) with the largest mismatch near the two maxima of

oM (n), |n| ~ 2. Figure[® shows that the relative mismatch
Because the generating functiendn exp (—An?) tends to  there is about 10% for exagt® (1) in Eq. (28) and is roughly
zero as) — oo, the trial function withg(n) = o) (n) au- twice as large for the approximate expression [in terms of
tomatically satisfies EqLTID1). Besides, in the central jtart S(pn)]. In all other locations, the agreement is much bet-
qualitatively looks like the expected residual potentiamd ~ ter. Furthermore, because this is the mismatch between the
the major trail. two minor terms, the relative mismatch between the two full
Now we finde™ (1), Eq. [29). Direct calculation yields ~ solutionsp(!) (1), Eqs. [2B) andT31), is times smaller.
Figure[® shows the fitting solution fgr = 1 andp = 0.1
1) _ S(n) 2)\A and the parabolic SSS for the residual potentigf(n) =
) = P /it ©(0) + n?/2. From Fig[®(a) we see that far = 1 the two
mn approximationsy(?) () ande™) (), are reasonably close to
——— + (3—2M?) S(nv1+4)\)|.(31)  each other in the entire central region, but the self-sinsita
L+4A lution deviates significantly from both. Figurk 9(b) showatt
for small p the two approximations start deviating from each
other even in the central region. The reason for this is that
the lowest parabolic ternx 7n? in the Taylor expansion for
©M(n) becomes so small that the higher-order terms)*
start playing the major role, even at sufficiently small At
the same time, the first-order approximatioft) (1)) closely
approaches the self-similar solution in the central regisris
should for smalp (see the following Section).

The major residual potential is located in the central regio
where it is nearly parabolic. It is natural then to fit the
parabolic behavior of the two functiong(?) (0) ando ("), at
small |n|. Forp > 0.1, this will provide a good fit in the en-
tire central region and, due to Ef.{ID1), a reasonable fitén th
nearby region as well. Fitting the two parabolas,

e 0(0) = M (0),  92,00(0) =02 M (0), (32)

we obtain two equations for the two unknown parametgrs,
and A. Using the Taylor expansion for the functisi{n) at

smalln, Eq. [C2D), and similar fop® (1), Eq. [30), we ob- o _ _
tain The limiting case ofp < 1 deserves special attention be-

cause it usually applies when the meteor trail is first detbct
This case corresponds to the early diffusion stage of a suf-

3. Early stage diffusiony <« 1

8A2 (5 + 16))

p= (1-6)) 1+ 4)\)3/2’ (333) ficiently dense plasma trail, when the trail density evoluti
follows the SSS, so that ~ qo = ¥/(1 + v), see Eq.[[30)
3/2 : .
_ (=60 (144N (33p)  Delow. According to Eqs[[25) anfl{26) if< 1 then

22 (3 + 10A +16)A2)
Nmax 7/)1/2 Vin

'_rhese expressions give an implicit dependence _of the two fit- Mmax = No > 21+v)0y 20 +9)
ting parameters4d and, onp. The parametek varies in the
range from0 (p — 0, A — c0) t01/6 (p — 00, A — 0). We  This case is the most difficult case for the analysis. Being un
cannot explicitly express parametetsand A in terms ofp.  able to obtain a rigorous solution in the entire range 6f)),
However, we can determine the asymptotic behaviod@f)  we can construct a reasonable approximation. Qualitstivel
and\(p) at large and small values pfand construct interpo- the solution has the same basic form as fop 1, viz., a
lating formulas that would provide a reasonable approximaeeep potential minimum surrounded by two symmetric max-
tion to the exact solution. We choose the following integpol ima. Smallness of suggests neglecting the integral term in

tion formulas, the RHS of Eqg.[[Z3a), so that we obtain the approximate ex-
12 pression
p + cp?
A=l = (i) (342) :
40+ bp + dp? () ~ ¢ (0) + % (35)

(34b) corresponding to the parabolic SSS with the unknow).
However, this is only valid within a restricted range @f
whereb ~ 122.7, ¢ =~ 1.52,d ~ 54.74, N ~ 14.67, andG ~  Where the exponentially growing factor in front of the intalg
29.7. These approximations deviate from the exact functionn the LHS of Eq.[Z3a) is of no importance. Asxp(n?/4)
A(p) andA(p) only several percent at worst (wheiis small).  becomes of order unity, i.e., the value|gf approaches a crit-
For largep, the first-order solutiop™) () matches the cor- ical valuen, ~ 2+/In (1/p), the fast growing exponential fac-
responding solution obtained in the previous subsectian. | tor starts overpowering the small parameteso that for suf-
deed, the major terms in Eq§_128) afidl(31) are the saméiciently large|n|, the integral term in the LHS of Eq{23a)
S(n)/p. Furthermore, fop > 1 we havel ~ 1/6 and becomes more important. The critical coordingtgs= 7,

10+ Np >1/2

A Anilp) = (9p+ Gp? + Np3



(@)

(b)

FIG. 9: Zero-orderp”) (1), and first-orderp™ (1)), approximations: (ap = 1 (A = 0.107, A = 0.675); (b) p = 0.1 (A = 4.52 x 1072,
A = 2.97). The dashed parabolic curves in the middle show the selilai solution,** () = ©(0) + 7n*/2.

are located slightly beyond the two maxima of the residual powhere

tential, where the parabolically growing potential of thajor

2 2
trail starts transforming to a decreasing potential beyibed I(n) = (773 - 772) o + 29020 Rl In |0 * 77‘
trail. Ui Mo — 1
2 2
The parametery is of major interest for us because it de- _ 2 (5 — n* + 2¢0) _ (39)
termines the rough boundary for the parabolic potential and Ui

hence for the maximum residual electric field responsibte fo

the electron drift. Because the above heuristic estimate fo' ;
whially growing absolute value. Aty| = 7, we have

need a more accurate and consistent estimate. We will con-

1o was based on a simple order-of-magnitude comparison,

struct a piece-wise approximation fgfn), which would be

close to the self-similar approximation given by Eg.(35) at

In| < no and proportional to;~2, Eq. [C21), atln| > no.

The functionso () (1) is negative with the roughly exponen-

dépM)
dn

3
_ Ape i g
T og3/2 7

(40)

=m0

We will do this by iterations. As a zero-order approximation which allows us to match the derivative of") at both sides

0 (1), we will set

2
n

O =1 , Pz,

' (77) {(9004‘772—032—%

with an unknown constanty. The functiony() (1) is a con-
tinuous function, while its derivative), ©(*)(n), is discontin-
uous atln| = ny. As a next-order approximation, we will
construct a smooth functiap™ (),
2 -
:77_2 if |77| > 1o,

M (n) = {
( (37)

where the deviation from the self-similar solutiaig™) (1),

if |0 < no,

. 36
it >, OO

2 .
wo+ L +0eM () i |n| <o,

2
po+ L+ 5pM) (770))

can be found from Eq[{D®a) equivalent to Hq.{23a). Substi-

tuting ¢(©) (1) for (7) in the integral term, we obtain

2
o) (0) n-

(1) . peTl(n)

;/_ ﬁdT__W’

(38)

2
dép™) N 2pe’T
dn T r3/2

of |77| = 70

4 4 2 3
per Yo Mo (1)
w__ = ) . (4
Ly " (%004- 5 To¢ (770)) (41)

T2
/ e I(r)dr,
0

where, notwithstanding the singular denominator&ip), the
integrand at- — 0 behaves regularly(7) « 7. Assuming
sufficiently largen3, to the first-order accuracy in thg2 ex-

pansion, we obtain
6—2y—4In
5™ (o) =~ [(1 + 7772 770) %0
0

+ 4—2%—4Inng],

Integrating Eq.I[(38), we obtain

6o (n) =~ — (42)

2
8pe770

™3/ 21

(43)

wheredy =~ 0.5772 is the Euler constant. Substituting this
to Eq. [41), we obtain the relation betwegnrgy, and .

To exclude the unknown constapt and determing as a
function of 9, we need one more equation. We will use the
general relatiorfoOo ¢ (no) dn = 0, Eq. [B), which is neces-
sary for consistency of the Laplace equation in the far zone,
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see AppendikB. Integrating the major parabolic part of thethe density disturbancén(ty) = n(to) — 1, as we did in our
potential at|n| < no in Eq. [3) is trivial, but integrating simulations,
5o (n), Eq. [@R), is complicated. Note, however, that in-
tegrating the major part gives rise to an additional largeoia Ay (t)) ~ n™(t)) = Ang exp {_ 1 <1 +v e+ <2>} 7
~ 1o and every next integration @fo(!) (1) gives rise to an 4\ v

2. While the derivative of (1 n 1/))1/2

additional reduction factor 7, ~. Niin

5o at|n| = no, Eq. [38), is comparable tg, the relative Ang = D1 >

contributions ofsp(M (179), and especially of its integral, are Tt

small compared to those from the major part. bearing thi©ur numerical computations, starting from the initial con-
in mind, we obtain to the first-order accuracy with respect todition 1y (to) = n%(to) with ng > 1, show that, for

(48)

Mo %, some time, the trail density approximately follows the SSS.
, As the peak density decreases with increasing time, the solu
73/20— 2 9 tion starts to gradually deviate from the SSS. However, iwith
p= T < + —2> ) (44a)  the trail density peak, it keeps the nearly Gaussian form,
0
2 2
m o, 4 Angto [ qo 1 2
M-t 44b vail = —exp [— 7 (== . (49
por =g+ g, @) nman == [ e |- g ()| @9)

Application of other general relations, EqD7), instedd o where the characteristic diffusion scale in theirection ¢ =

Eq. (1), yields somewhat different values of the first-orde x/+/Dt) is determined by a time-dependent coefficigft)
corrections. In Eq[{43a), we will disregard these corew®i  with the SSS initial condition,

and obtain the solution ofy(p) in terms of the Lambert W-

function, W (x) [34]: o) = g = ¥ 50
q(to) =90 = 1 e (50)
3 1/2
no = |:2W (L)] (45)  Inthe original coordinates andy, the nearly Gaussian peak
2p? can be expressed in terms of thgy-dispersionsg, ,,
To logarithmic accuracy, we obtain o.(t) = <x2(t)> (51a)
3/2 1/2 1\ 12 = / 2 nrran (2, 0, t)dx// Nrvail (2, 0, t)dz,
N ~2¢In | ——— 22(111—) , - —o°
2py/In (73/2/p) p
46)  oy(t) = (¥*(1)) (51b)
in good agreement with the above heuristic estimate. oo oo
= / y2nTrail(07 Y, t)dy/ / nTrail(Ov Y, t)dya
C. Trail diffusion as
. . . . Win 2P (52)
- NTrail = Xp|l — =5 — =5 |-
Given the approximate expressions for the residual poten Trail MCR0y p 202 207

tial, we will solve now the problem of trail diffusion deskbéd

by Egs. [10r) orl{I¥a). While this treatment will require aThe small residual electric field in thedirection (i.e., along
number of approximations, the comparison with simulationsg)y practically does not affect the SS& = 2Dt, because
described in SedL_MIl shows that the analytical theory Heve the parallel residual electric field is small, so that thdudif

oped below is valid to a good accuracy. sion alongB, is determined by the isotropic diffusion rate
For the strictly perpendicular cage= 90°, the self-similar - p, Eq. [[1). At the same time, the strong residual electric
solution (SSS) obtained in AppendiX A is given by field alongz affects the diffusion in this direction, especially
at altitudes above 93-9%(< 1). The deviation of the char-
s _NT o (149 12 acteristic trail size from that determined by isotropidwsion
n= (€ Gt) = No  4nDt ( " ) is described in Eq[T49) by the coefficient
11+ 5, 2
X exp [——(—f +C )} , (47 _ oz (t)
4\ ¥ a(t) = 557 (53)

wheren;, = Nun /Ny is the trail line density along the axis  The coefficienty(t) slowly grows with time as the trail dif-
normalized to the background plasma density. Under assumjfuses faster than it does in the SSS. As the electric field fall
tion that the initial maximum density is well above the back-well below that predicted by the SSS (see $ecl V B), the dif-
ground plasma densitW,,.x > Ny, the self-similar Gaus- fusion becomes nearly isotropig(t) ~ 1, determined in the
sian profile can be used as a reasonable initial condition fotwo directions roughly by the same isotropic diffusion réxe
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The coefficienty(¢) is determined by the residual electric RHS of Eq. [&D) is always positive, so that this reversal is
potential in the near zone. In the central part of the neaezon unambiguous.

the potential along, ¢°..(¢), always has a nearly parabolic
behavior similar to the SSS, Eq.{A2),

B-’E-’E 2
(0) = Tg

Unlike Eq. [A8), however, the coefficiel®,, in Eq. [(53) is
no longer a constant but changes with time. Our simulation
show that the central region described by the nearly paucabol

0 —
res

0
res

(54)

¢-dependence is broad enough to include the entire trail.peal

It is the parabolic behavior of the potential that imposes th
Gaussian shape of the trail.
Substituting Eqs[{49) anf{b4) into the continuity equatio
(I53), we obtain a differential equation fg(t),
dgq
t— = —
dt
which is not yet closed because the parabolic coefficignt
is itself an unknown function af(¢). To determine it, we will
use the solutions for the residual potential found in $e&l V

(14 Bzz) g+ 1, (55)

These solutions are expressed in terms of renormalized varf
In these variables, the

ablesy andn defined by Eqs.[(24).
parabolic behavior of EqL{$4) is described by

F772

©(0) ~ 5 (56)

e(n) —
Here the coefficienk'(p) is similar toB,... Unlike the latter, it
depends upon one parameteelated toy by Eq. [25),0(t) =

Yq(t)t.
relationB,..q = F(p)/(1 + 1), which reduces Eq{55) to a

closed nonlinear differential equation foft),
ldp  F(p)
N TR +1 (57)

Integrating Eq.[[37) fot(p) with the initial condition at = ¢,
given byp(to) &~ po = Yqolo,

_te NG
M= TEG T 30 F 0)0eme b (58)
Eq. [CI3), we obtain for the gener@lp):
_ [’ de
w-w= | gy o9

PO

During the initial time wherp(¢) < 1, both the trail density
and the parabolic approximation of the potential follow the
SSSB.. =~ 1/1,q= qp, F =~ 1,

Yt
1+

Using this, in Eq.[[59) we can sét = 1 for ¢t < ¢y and then
replacety, and py by zeroes. This corresponds to diffusion
of the initially infinitely dense and thinj¢function like) trail.
The solution ofp(t) is determined by reversing Eq59). The

p(t) =~ —L— (60)

S

Comparing Eqs[(34) anfi{56) usirdgl(24) yields the

In the course of the trail diffusion, when the parametbe-
comes of order unity and greater, the monotonically deereas
ing function F'(p) starts deviating from unity. To obtain the
explicit expression foF'(p) = (1/n)(dy/dn), we will use
the solutions found in see SeCi ¥V B. While we have no sim-
ple analytical expression fdr(p) for all p, we can approxi-
mate it by interpolating betweeR ~ 1 for p < 1, Eq. [35),
ndF =~ 1/p atp > 1, Eq. [ZT). The simplest monotonic
!(nterpolatlon is

1

Flo)~ o (61)

Substituting this into EqL{%9) allows us to obtain the solut
1
1+ ﬂ 1)

for t(p):
m< - ).

Reversing this relation, we obtain an explicit expression f
(t) in terms of the Lamberfi’-function,

yt=p+ (62)

1+

1% (¢e(1+w)wt+¢)
1+

This general expression describes the transition from 8 S
forvt < 1, Eq. [€0), to

_w'

p(t) = (63)

p(t)zvt—l_’l_wln<1;;w'yt) (64)
at largevyt. According to Eqs[{25)[151b), and{53),
o2(t) = 222 _ VIF 0 OMin iy (g
vy TN

so that the first term on the RHSs of EJs](64) corresponds to
diffusion overz with the isotropic rateD, while the second
logarithmic term describes a small time delay. Since thé tra
diffusion alongy has the same rate2 ~ 2Dt, the above
expressions predict an evolution from anisotropic to ot
diffusion.

The diffusion starts changing its character from the self-
similar, sharply anisotropic diffusion to the nearly isic
one roughly at a time = ¢., whenp(t.,) = 1. According to
Egs. [2Z6) and{d2), the corresponding critical titaeis given

)

)K). 60

) e

NllneBOIC(w)
27 (T, + T;) No

( Min )(1011m
X

1014m NO
where
¥

1+

By

ter = T  1nd.m
5 x 104nT

~ 9.235 x 10 2s (

)
P+¢+m(1

1000K
Te + Tz

+2¢
(&

K(¥)
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The critical transition time from anisotropic to isotrojiiffu- background density itselfp, ~ 1/p > 1, making the as-
sion is mostly relevant for high altitudes with < 1, where  sumption underlying our theoretical approach to be invalid
the anisotropy of diffusion is clearly pronounced. In thése,  Fortunately, our numerical simulations, even in the cases a
the functionlcgzp) ~ /P[1+1n(1/9)]. According to Eq.(R), strong asm.x = 10%, have shown that the background den-
Vi o« N, By . From Eq.[6b) we see that, is practically  sity disturbances are at worst of order unity in the centealn
independent of the magnetic field, making the high and lonzone and are much less beyond it, as described in Edct. IV.
latitude diffusion evolve similarly. The altitudinal depdence  The physical reason for this is that the trail diffusion iscamn
of t.., however, depends strongly on the background plasmatationary process with a diffusion prehistory. Plasma-den
density Ny and even more so on the neutral densiy. sity disturbances caused by the potential expanding wiib ti
prove to be noticeably smaller than those caused by the sta-
tionary potential.

For a simple estimate of plasma density disturbances out-
side the trail in the non-stationary process, we linearize

] ] , o o ) Eq. (I0&) for relatively small density disturbancés, =
The residual electric potential originated within theltesid 55 No = n — 1. In accord with our theory and simulations

. ) . N/
extended along the magnetic density creates disturbances e aiso assume that the major gradients beyond the trail are
the background plasma, as we observed in our numerical calerpendicular to the magnetic field, i.e., are directed pain

culations, see SedL]V, Feature 3. These density disto#3an 5j5ng ther coordinate. As a result, we obtain from EG_{L0a)
occur due to the fact that the extended residual potential aty simpler equation

tracts ions from the surrounding ionosphere into the céntra
part with the deep potential minimum aroumd= 0. This d1on — DO?0n = DO?  ¢res (2, 1) . (68)
results in plasma compression in the central potential -mini
mum and depletion in the adjacent regions where the residu&olving this linear equation via the proper Green functiod a
potential has two symmetric maxima. performing integration by parts, we obtain
In this section, we will estimate density disturbances & th ~
background plasma beyond the trail. One motivation for this(sn(x £ = 1 /t dt
is that when obtaining the equation for the residual poadnti ’ 167D J,, (t— 33/2
in the near zone, EJ{P3), we have completely neglecteéd thes -

D. Density disturbances beyond the trail

disturbances. This has allowed us to reduce the equation for x/ (& — 2) exp [_ (z — I)f ] D5 hres (7, F)di
the residual potential in the far region to the Laplace eguoat oo 4D(t —t) ’
in renormalized coordinates, see HG.J(B1) in Appefdix B. To (69)

estimate the effect of density disturbances, we will cosisid ) o
the strongest case of dense trail described in Sect]V B 3. Anthis expression shows that general density disturbanees ar
other motivation is to find a proper adjustment for the par_amedeterm|ned by the entire distribution of the residual elect

ter p, which is needed for the residual potential at sufficientlyfield overz from all previous times. Itis straightforward to
large state of trail diffusion. check that for stationary,.s andt > t, Eq. [€9) reduces to
dependencén(z,t) = —¢res(z, t) corresponding to the local
Boltzmann distribution fop,.s < 1.

Before applying a specific model fék ¢,.s(Z, ) we note
the following. When the local coordinafevaries from0 to
o0, the residual electric field-0; ¢..s(Z, ) changes its sign.

To justify the neglect of density disturbances beyond then the central region it draws plasma to the center, while out
trail, see AppendikB, we will make a simple analytical esti- side the central region it repels it. At any previous time t,
mate of density disturbances beyond the trail. The largest d the local density disturbances are determined by integral ¢
turbances beyond the trail occur in the near zone in the earlytibutions from the two competing regions that generally do
stage of dense-trail diffusiop, < 1. not balance each other. In the absence of the exponential fac

Given the spatial distribution of the residual potentialtor in the RHS of Eq.[[d9), according to EG_{D2), the two
dres, the dynamics of density perturbations is described bycontributions would exactly compensate each other. The ex-
Eq. (I0h). If we assumed a stationary regity@, = 0, then  ponential factor, however, breaks the balance. For exarmple
imposing boundary conditions at infinity whene— 1 and  the centerg = 0, the attraction always dominates, so that the
0 . — 0 we would obtain the local Boltzmann distribution total density disturbance there is positive (plasma cosipre

of plasma densityp = exp(—¢%,). In the strongest case sion). In the adjacent regions, the situation is opposité¢hat

of p <« 1, according to Eql{44b), the potential minimum is the repulsion dominates there, resulting in plasma deyleti

o =~ —n2/3, so that according to E.{24a) the correspond- The strongest density disturbances are within the near, zone
ing potentiakp,es ~ 0. = wo/2(1 + ) ~ —n2/[6(1+)].  where the potential reaches its absolute minimum. For @mpl
For sufficiently smalp, the parametey, depends logarithmi- estimate of the potentiab in the early stage of trail diffu-
cally onp and may reach several units, Hg.J(46). In this casesion, p < 1, we choose its zero-order approximatign?,

the local Boltzmann distribution would yield disturbancds  Eq. (3B), so thab,., ~ ¢2. ~ »(© /2(1 + 1). Recalling the

the background plasma near the trail much greater than thdefinition of the renormalized coordinate Eq. [Z4b), and

1. Strongest case, < 1: justification of analytical approach
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renormalizing the local time variablewe obtain disturbances in the near zone are of order unity at worst, see
Fig.[@. In all other situations or locations, such asdat, 1,
. 1 \% if ‘\% <m t ~ to, etc., and especially in the fa_r zone where the major
Oz Pres (x,ﬂ WA AL ) current closure takes place, the density disturbancesaca m
v -3 T) if ‘\/L; >m smaller. This shows that our basic theoretical scheme which
(70)  relies on the Laplace equation for the electric potentighi
where far zone and neglects density disturbances is a reasonable a

proximation.

TE% 7715\/%770- (71)

We restrict our analytic estimate to the center= 0, where

we expect the largest positive density disturbances, and as The simulations show that Eq{63) describes well the evo-
sumet > to. As a result, performing the integration over |ution of the simulated trail density for all parametgrsvhile

2. Weakest casg,>> 1: adjustment op for residual potential

space, we obtain from Eq§.69) afidl(70) the residual potential solution described in SECE1V B shaws
1 discrepancy for the late diffusion stage wheis large. To
on(0,t) ~ 1 / (I — L) dr, (72) fitthe evolution of the simulated potential, the expres$@n

8YV/T Jo the master parametgigiven by Eq.[[EB) needs an adjustment

p(t) — p(t) corresponding to an effective time lag. We argue
that small background density disturbances beyond thk trai
5= 2w ¢ m\/7 are resp_onsible for this discrepancy. o _
L= er WI1—71 To estimate background plasma density disturbances in the
later stage of trail diffusion, we will use the zeroth-ordgr

where

T

2
_o_2m exp (— L) , (73a) proximation for the residual potential given by ER1(30). In
T(1—71) 41 —7) the limit of p > 1, whenp(t) ~ ~t, we have in the near zone
L VT {erf ( myT ) 1} Ha /B0
2 = T o S — | 0 xT
_ 21 — ~ IV
3.1/2 2
+ 372 XP (‘ A ) (73b)  \where
3(1—7)% 4(1—-7)
2 2
are positive functions of andly (1) < I (7). I(z2)=—e & (1 - %) .

For smallrn,, which forny ~ 3-5 is possible only at suffi-

ciently high altitudes where < ny 2, the two functions are Substituting Eq.74) for = 0 into Eq. [EY), we obtain
mainly localized near = 1 (¢t ~ t). As a result, we obtain
fol Lidr ~ n3\/7/2 andfo1 Ldr ~ n?\/7/3, so that in this sn(z,t) ~ ;
casedn(0,t) ~ n2/50. Under real physical conditions, the 2(1+¢)p(t)
value ofry can reach several units, so that the maximum denp, ;s forp > 1 the background density disturbances are
sity disturbance of the background plasma in the near zone Qﬂall, justifying the use of Eq4_(68) arid169).
of order unity. The largest value of density disturbances ob v will use Eq.[ZB) to reconcile the discrepancy described
served in our simulations was(0,?) =~ 2, which is larger  ap6ve. One of the key factors in the derivation of the govern-
than those followmg.from the linearized ER.168) but is of th ing equation for the near-zone potential, Hql (23), has been
same order of magnitude. _ the calculation of the density disturbance integral overdf:

At lower altitudesy = 1, according to EqL{11), the value tetive ¢-region in the near zone\ N, , as described in Ap-
of 1 is not small but is always less thap. As the value of  pengig. This effective region includes the trail with a riga
m > 1 grows, the maxima of, » shift to smaller values of.  ¢qngtanty,,.. and an adjacent region where a noticeable
This means that the density disturbances at a giventibge 44 rivative 0f ores builds up, as seen in Fifl 5 gt~ —10.

come more affected by electric fields at pasttime, ¢. Inad-  1hjg gerivative defines the fields and current closure siract
dition, the ratiol, /I, becomes smaller, which means that thej, the far zone. The effective integral N, should include
effect of the oppositely directed electric field beyond @ m |11 the trail density and the disturbances of the backgtoun
jor region of the potential d|str|but|om1/\/F >, EA.- ), plasma. The calculation of AppendlX C took into account only
becomes less important. Fgr > 1, [ [idT ~ 4y/TInni.  the former and completely neglected the latter. For a dense
The value ofy; < 7o, however, can reach 3—4 as a maximumtrail with p < 1, this proves to be justified because the rela-
(at sufficiently large) corresponding to lower altitudes). In  tive contribution of the background plasma disturbancéiseo
this case, the integrql‘o1 (I1 —I)dr < fol I,dt can reach integral provesto be small compared to the contributiohef t
several units at most, so that(0, ¢) should remain small. trail density. On the contrary, for a much less dense tréth wi

These simple estimates confirm our numerical observations > 1, the contribution of background density disturbances
that even in the strongest cases the relative plasma densibeecomes comparable to that from the trail density.

(75)



In Appendix[, we have obtained the effective integral
AN, (€) and the relation betweeh and p in terms of two

coupled parameters of order uni{p) and3(p), Eqs. [Eb)

and [E6). Being unable to obtain these parameters analyti-

cally, we have used our simulations fgr > 0.05 to obtain
approximate EqI{H8). For smallér, we proposed EqL{IF9),
which represents a conjecture and needs a special study.

VI. SUMMARY OF ANALYTICAL RESULTS
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or, in the explicit form,

W (¢8(1+¢)vt+w) —
1+ ’

p(t) = (79)

whereW (z) is the Lambert W-function.
To calculate the residual potential for sufficiently large
the parametes needs an adjustment,— 5 < p,

1—B(p) +

o) ="

’ (80)

In this Section, we summarize our major analytical results
which can be directly applied in comparisons with observaWhere

tions. To use the theoretical results for practical apfibces,

we need to pass from the renormalized variables of Egct. V to 3(p) ~
the original ones. Where appropriate, we will use simplified

versions of analytic expressions.

The original residual potentiabres(,y,t) is defined in
Eq. 4). According to Eq[{24), the original residual poten-
tial in the near zoneply(z,t) = ¢res(, 0,t), in terms of the
actual coordinate and timet, is given by

1 [ 7
(broes(xat) = 21 + ) ¥ ( Do) Z, p(t)) ) (76)

where~ is defined by Eq[{d6). Assuming the E-region con-
ditions, v, ~ 10v;, andm; ~ 30m,, we write vy in a
form convenient for comparison with our FlexPDE simula-
tions, SecIV where@y = Nvai(to)/No andD =1,

B 1 311
200AngtoVy)  Angtoy/y

In terms of the trail line densityvy;,,, background plasma den-
sity Ny, temperature§., ;, and geomagnetic fiel&,, we ex-
pressy and the diffusion coefficienb as

27TNO (Te + Tz)

(77a)

gl

’7 =
V¥ (14 1) NijweB
N 1.08 x 102 <Te —l—ﬂ-) <O.5 X 1O4T)
o (1 +) \ 1000K By
Ny 10Mm~1! 1
‘ (1010m3)( s (77b)
T. +1T; 232 (T, +T; 0.5 x 1074T 9 _1
D=——~—— m°s” .
mMiVin \/E 1000K BO
(77c¢)

The only time dependence iff. is associated with the di-
mensionless parametg(t). The functiony(n, p) has dif-
ferent approximate expressions depending upon the range

p, as described in Sedf_¥B. This parameter monotonicallyd'Ven

varies from small values in the early diffusion stage to darg

( Vi- 2B(p>> :
vt

0.92p ot
A+9)22+p) V7p

~_ P 2t
~ s\ for ¢ < 0.05, (81b)

for ¢ > 0.05, (81a)

B(p)
and the relationship betweent andp is given by Eq.[ZB).
Equation[BTk) includes the approximation fifp), Eq. [E3),
obtained by fitting FlexPDE runs fop > 0.05, while
Eq. (BIb) is an extrapolation to smaller

In the earlier stage of dense-trail diffusion whet) ~
Pyt/(1+9) < 1, a simple approximation for the near-zone
potential is given by the piece-wise function, Hg.l(36),

9es(«r,t) >~ # X - 773_04—’— % If |77(.I',t)| < 7o,
21+9) & it (e, t)] > o,

82

1/(2 )

wheren(z, t) = x[y/Dp(t)]"/* andng =~ 2[In(1/p(1))]"/”.

For simple estimates of the residual potential near thé trai
at a later stagep(t) ~ ~t = 1, one can use the zero-
order Eq. [[3D). To compare with simulations, however, we
should use the more complicated, but more accurate, first-
order Eq.[(3l), and replageby p, Eq. [BD), and) by 7j(z,t) =
a[y/Dp(t)]"/?,

0 _ 1
P8 = S
L (DAG) [N
- {S(’”‘ G T

+ (3= 2()) SGVT+ )] |, (83)

where the function§/, A, andA are defined by Eqd{ClL7) and
@3). Givengp.(x,t), the residual potential in all locations is
I by Eq.[BY). At large distances from the traif +
a?y? > Dt, according to Eqs[0B5) an@{P5), the residual

ones in the later diffusion stage. According to EgS] (62) andPotential has a 2D quadrupole structure,

(&3), the time dependence pfcan be approximately deter-

mined by
(14 55%)

1
1+ﬂ

m (78)

1
t=p+-——In
Y p 1+

Ci(p) pD(2* — o?y?)

20+ o Tz 8

¢res(x7 Y, t) ~

whereC' (p) = lim,; 0 [1%¢(n, p)], Eq. [O3).
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The expression for the trail density is much simpler thanby Eq. [86), while the SSS solution given by ER1(87) re-
those for the potential. According to EQ.149) with= p/~t, mains noticeably offset. The theoretical curve overlays th
Eq. (25), for all values op it has a nearly Gaussian form, numerical points forp = 1, while for p <« 1 it shows a

slight deviation from the numerical points (see the begigni
topo 1 [(yz? g2 of this Section). The transition from an anisotropic diffu-
exp [ < >:|7 sion to a more isotropic one occurs near the inflection point
70 1) amore i | .
aboutp = 1. Notice that this takes place when the trail peak

(85) densi : ;
. ensity remains well above the background plasma density,
wherepg = p(to) =~ yto/(1 + ), Eq. [B8), and no adjust- An yN Qo) ! ~ 80for g = 0 059 P Y
ment for allp. max 0 - Y
Eliminatingt from Egs. [ZB) and85), we express the peal
Gaussian densit\npeax = Anyain (0,0, ), interms ofp(¢),

4D

Anmyai(z,y,t) &= Ang

k Now we compare with simulations the theoretical expres-
sions for the residual potential in the near zone. Fiduie 12
shows the residual potential alongor the same conditions
as in Fig[ID. Because the parametapans a broad range of

-1 values from small to large ones we will apply either Eql (82)

Anpeni = {2@0\/p {(1 +¢)p+In (1 + 1+9¢ pﬂ } , orEaq. [EB). Figurﬂzl(a) shows that for< 1 the simple

() piece-wise approximation agrees reasonably with sinariati
(86) in all areas not too close to the two positive bumps of the po-

while the same quantity in the self-similar solutionis giv®y  tential. Indeed, while there is a significant differencenssn

the values of the potential minimum at= 0, the potential

X 1o . derivative (the residual electric field) is the same in theein

ss + region characterized by the parabolic dependence and occu-

AnBea = {260\/;0 [p+ 1+ n <1 T pﬂ } ' pigd by the trail, see F){@.Or()a). On the |?)ther hand, a good
(87)  agreement also exists well beyond the trail, where the +esid

These expressions have a universal form independent of theal potential decreases with increasjagand the correspond-

initial conditions, provided > 2t, andAn(tg) > 1. ing electric field changes its sign. The zero-order piecgewi
approximation is rough in the transitional zone near the two

potential maxima, where it has a discontinuity in the electr
VIl. COMPARISON OF THEORY AND SIMULATIONS field. The maximum electric fields in the piece-wise formula
are reached near the discontinuity points, approaching the

In this Section, we compare our analytical theory with Sim_from inside. The maximum electric fields in simulations are

ulations outlined in SecECIV. We start with comparison of reached at some locations in the inner region closer to the ce
our simulations with the theoretical expression for thl tra (" and hence have smaller values. Thus the simple andlytica

density, Eq.[[85). In the early stage of dense-trail difiasi formula yte_lds nearly correct electric ftelds everywhere&pt_

p < 1, the nearly Gaussian peak in simulations closely fol-the trapsmonal zones between t_he. inner anq outer regions,
lows the self-similar solution (SSS), EFL147), though sk where it overestimates the elgptrlc field rrtag_nltudg. W_e have
a slightly faster diffusion, as seen in FIgl10(a). The dgnsi attempted mod(_ehng the tran_smonal electncflelq _thhrha_g
predicted by Eq.[{85) is closer to the SSS curve than to th@rder interpolations to provide a smooth transition, bus th

numerical one because the interpolation expressionp(for underestimated the field. The error for the maximum electric
given by Eq. [BB) is less accurate for< 1 than it is for field, however, remains within the range of tens percentlifor a
0> 1. our simulations.

Whenp ~ 1, the analytic solution for the density peak ~ Forp ~ 1, the theoretical expression given by Hql(83) with
given by Eq.[[8b) starts deviating from the SSS and becomegnadjusteg (o — p), agrees well with simulations practically
closer to the numerical solution, as illustrated in Eig.t0( in all locations, as seen in Fig112(b). Asbecomes large,
Whenp becomes largep > 1, the analytical theory shows Ed. (83) with unadjusted shows a significant discrepancy, as
an excellent agreement with simulations, while the SSS preseen in FigT2(c) and (d). However, if we adjust the paramete
dicts a noticeably slower diffusion, as shown in Figsd. 10(c)p, p — p based on matching of the potential minima for the
and (d). two solutions and apply Eq_{B3) then the discrepancy prac-

Figure[Il shows the peak trail densities ysaken from tically disappears. It is important that the analyticalusioin
the simulations, analytical theory, and self-similar siol. ~ With only one adjusted parameter— /5 causes the theoret-
The numerical solution is shown by separate groups of pointal ¢, to match the numerical solution well not only near
taken from several different runs (each group hasits OW"tpOi the potential minimum but everywhere. The relation between
shape). Each run startedtat= 1 with different values of the p andp based on our simulations results in the empirjeal
initial peak trail density. In each group, consecutive ppin dependent adjustment coefficient Eqs. [8D) and{81). We
correspond to equidistant moments of tinte= 1,2,3,....  emphasize that the adjusted parametés only needed for
The first point of the group a|WayS lies on the dashed Curvéhe residual potential and not for the trail density, as dbed
corresponding to E{B7) because the SSS was the initial cofi? Sect/ID.
dition for each run. However, starting from= 2, the nu- In this Section, we showed the comparison of theory and
merical points closely approach the theoretical curve rgive simulations mainly for smaltp. For large values af, the trail
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FIG. 10: Trail density distribution along for ) = 0.2. (a): Ang = 10*,t = 10, p ~ 1.4 x 1073, (b): Ano = 1000, t = 20, p ~ 0.5. (c):
Ang = 100, t = 10, p ~ 5.37. (d): Ano = 10, t = 20, p ~ 160. Solid curves: the numerical solution; dot-dashed curtles:self-similar
solution, Eq.[[4F); dashed curves: the analytical solytim [8%).

diffusion in all stages of trail diffusion was nearly isgbio
with small values of the residual electric field, in full acdo
with the analytical theory.
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In this section, we will start by discussing some caveats,
then we will estimate the induction electric field in the pless
trail, and finally we will dwell on plasma instabilities.

Peak trail density

o
|

0001 001 i 10 100
oy A. Caveats

In our theory, we have made a number of assumptions

) ) which are not perfectly valid. Among those were assump-

FIG. 11:  Peak trail density vs. parameterfor v = 0.05.  tions about constant electron and ion temperatures and abou
Elzlsmrse Srzzvc\elzt ?ﬁear:tlfr:::rti?agl gcr,?ft?;?' frglr?]n;%r\]/ifél br%zf’ 'ind Cone sort of ions. However, the initially hot temperaturethef

" newly produced meteor trail plasma need some time for cool-

10*,10%, 100, 50, 30, 10. For each run, the consecutive points (from . . . . .
left to right) correspond td/to — 1,2,3.... Solid curve shows ing. Also, this plasma includes material different from the

the analytical solution given by EJ_T86). Dashed curve shtve ~ @mbient atmosphere, so that there may be at least two kinds
self-similar solution given by EqLTB7). of ions with different masses. We will include these faciars
future work.
We also note that our full analytical theory has been de-
veloped only for the particular case of a mutually orthogona



Residual potential Residual potential

FIG. 12: Residual potentials at= 0, ¢%.s(x, ), corresponding to density distributions in Higl 10. Soliv@s show the numerical solutions,
while dashed and dot-dashed curves show the analytical@miaccording to different equations. (&yno = 10*,t = 10, p ~ 1.4 x 1073,
dashed curve corresponds to Hgl(82). é)io = 1000, t = 20, p ~ 0.5, dashed curve corresponds to Eql (83) wiiths p. (c): Ang = 100,

t = 10, p ~ 5.37, dashed curve corresponds to Hql (83) withs p, dot-dashed curve corresponds to Eql (83) witk 3. (d): Ano = 10,

t = 20, p ~ 160, dashed curve corresponds to Eql (83) itk p, dot-dashed curve corresponds to EQg] (83) with 68.

meteor trail axis and magnetic field = 90°. A more general which in turn are due to the electric currefitcaused by the
situation occurs when the angles between the trail axis andlasma trail diffusion. Note that the magnetic field distur-
By, 6, are arbitrary but satisfy restrictions given by Hg. (7). bances, even in spite of their extreme weakness, can be ob-
It is only discussed for the self-similar solution descdlie  servable using a sophisticated measurement techniqué for d
AppendiXAd. If we ignore the effect of electron Hall currents agnostics purposes. Furthermore, the initial formatiothef

into the process of the meteor trail diffusion then we caryapp trail current may have caused ELF/VLF signals observed on
all our results where according to Ef12) the quantity,  the ground and correlated with the meteor showers [24, 25].
Eq. (B2), and the numerator of Eq. [Z5), acquire an addi-  According to the Maxwell equations, we have

tional factorsin 6. Our preliminary numerical computations

show that the electron Hall currentét 90° affects the me- V xE = - 0,0B, (88a)
teor trail diffusion in such a way that the trail density caunts V x 0B = 1] (88b)
become more isotropic and rotated at a small angle in:the '

plane, as the SSS does (see AppeRdix A). whereyu is the permeability of free space and we neglected

the displacement current (all characteristic speeds irnréile
diffusion are much less than the speed of light, etc.). The ne
B.  Induction electric field electric current is due to the fact that electrons and iong ha
different responses to the external force. Being propoaiio
Now we estimate the induction electric field associated withto the plasma density, the net electric current is mainly- con
the meteor plasma trail currents and show that, except focentrated within the trail. It is predominantly formed byth
extraordinarily high-density meteors, this field is neijlig. =~ unbalanced x B drift of electrons. In the strongest case, the
This is of importance for the electrostatic field approxima-trail density behaves roughly in accord with the self-simil
tion employed in our approach. The induction electric fieldsolution, so that for a simple estimate we can use the corre-
may only occur due to disturbances of the magnetic fill2l,  sponding expressions for the current given by Eq.{A10)sThi
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current with the density, = (eQcx sin 0/2v,,t) N, N* = an effective trail-background interaction cross-sectign =
(C/tyexp{— [(1 +v)a?/v +y?| /ADt}, Eqgs. [Al) and  Nin/No. After the critical time given by EqLI86), the diffu-
(AB), is directed along the trail axis and flows in opposite di sion process becomes more isotropic and the residual poten-
rections in the two halves of the trail,> 0 andx < 0 (inthe  tial decreases drastically. The critical titig varies depend-
actual 3D, spatially inhomogeneous, and restricted tlad, ing upon the ionospheric conditions and meteor parameters.
current forms a closed loop). Setting as ab6ve 90° and  Nighttime conditions with lowV, and givenVy;,, are equiva-
taking a typical scale along asAz = [4¢yDt/ (1 + w)]l/Q lent to daytime conditions with much largéf, and the pro-
and N ~ N,., according to Ampere’s law, Eq_{88b), we Pportionally increased column line densityi;,. For example,
estimate the typical magnetic field disturbance as assuming equatorial day-time ionospheM, ~ 10''m~?,
and a typical linear trail densityV;;,, ~ 10m~! [, 1],
5B ~ 2etof2eD ( Y ) 2T+ T we obtain a critical time of tens of milliseconds. For mid-
T+o) ™ (14¢)By ™ or high latitudes, night-time condition®], ~ 10°m~2, and
9) N, > 10"m~"! (or faster and/or bigger meteoroids), we ob-
where in the last equality we used the definitionsIof  tain that the critical time may reach tens of seconds.
Eq. (11), andy, Eq. ). The relative magnetic field distur-  The strongest electric field occurs in the early diffusion

Ven

bance is stage,p < 1, and at the edge of the nearly parabolic re-
SB BoNimax gion of the potential, EqQL{35). Using EqE134L1(46), and
By~ T+ 9)No’ (90)  Eq. [23), we obtain the maximum value of the residual electri

field, |E™*| ~ [DvyIn(1/p)/p]"?>mivin/e(1 + ¥), where
whereg, is the ratio of the undisturbed total plasma pressurethe diffusion coefficientD is defined by Eq.[{(11). In the
No(T.. + T;), to the magnetic pressurB3 /2, later stage of trail diffusion whep > 1, Eq. [ZT) gives
5 [On(n)]™?* =~ 0.7/ p, ignoring the adjustment ¢f described
No T. +T;\ (0.5 x 10T in Sect[VD. In the original variables, we obtdif™**| ~
101'm=3 J\ 1000K By " 0.35(Dvy/p)2miviy, [e(1+1)p. Interpolating between these
limiting expressions, we can write a simple formula,

Bo 1.39><106(

In the E-region ionosphereYy ~ (10°-10")m™=3, T, ~
T; ~ 300K, By ~ (0.25-0.6) x 10~*T, so that the relative mivin [ Dy 0.3\ 12
disturbance of the magnetic field is small, unless the plasma £, ~ 0 +0) {2— In <1 + )] , o (92)
trail is extremely densey,,,.x/No = 105-108. e(l+¢ P

To estimate the contribution of the induction componentgyghly valid in the entire domain gf

into the total electric field, Wchan estimate the ratig Gix E| Now we estimate the Farley-Buneman (FB) instability cri-
to|V-E| 2 (T. + T;)/e(Ax)*. According to Eqs[(88a) and (erion [26,[27]. For a homogeneous plasma, the simplest
[B9), after simple algebra we obtain FB instability criterion, obtained using the two-fluid ptaa
VxE 10 §B model for sufficiently long-wavelength waves, is given by
‘ VXE ‘5 0\/@2 (B—> (91)  |Vo| > (1 +¢)Cs [28], whereVy = E,. x Bo/B3 is
: (1+v) 0 the E..s x B drift velocity andCy = [(T. + T;)/mi]'/? =

This ratio has an a additional factor in front@B /By, which (Dvin)'/? s the ion-acoustic speed. Applying this criterion
is always small since according to Eql (@)90v/¥/(1 + to the maximum field given by Ed:(BZ), expressing the cor-
¥)? < 0.32500 ~ 0.44 x 10~2. Becaus@B/B, in the reg-  'eSponding drift speed a&/o| = e[ £**|/m;{%;, and us-
ular meteor trail is small, the induction electric field peswto N9 Egs. [2) and[{6), we Y‘/’g'te the FB mstablll_ty criterion as
be even smaller. This justifies our initial assumption thatt |2z | > (1 +¥)(Dvin)"/*mifd;/e. Expressinglz® in

total electric field is nearly curl-fre® = — V. N, we reduce the FB instability criterion to
1 0.3
—1In (1 + —2) > P, (93)
C. Dynamics of electric field and plasma instabilities P P
. o . . . . . Where
The ambipolar electric field associated with trail diffusio
may drive plasma instabilities responsible for observable 00 (1+ ¢)9/2 (630)2 Niin

specular radar echoes. In this Section, we will make simpleP’ = T TV N ~ 0.4 (1 + )"

estimates of the driving field and instability threshold. 7 (Te + Ti) milNo
The driving field is determined by the total external force 1000K By >/ Nin 10 m—3

acting on electron®yes = — (Tt + T;)Veres, Wheredres is \ T, + T3 J\ 05 x 10-4T ) \ 107m—1 Ny )’

the residual potential defined by E@l (4). Equatidng (82) to (94)

@B3) give approximate analytical expressions for the resid

potential if the magnetic field and the meteor trail axis ate m If this criterion is satisfied when the trail initially formthen

tually orthogonal. These expressions depend upon the dimethe instability starts generating plasma irregularitiéthe in-

sionless parametex(t) given by Eq.[7P) in terms of the ef- stability persists for the sufficient time, then turbulendé

fective ratey, Eq. [28). The latter parameter is proportional to develop and partially saturate through nonlinear prosesse
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FIG. 13: Altitudinal dependence of FB instability duratits for the equatorial E region during (a) daytim¥( = 10 m~3), where curve
1is for Ny, = 10¥m~! and curve 2 is forVy;, = 10'°m ™, and (b) nighttime §¥o = 10°m~?), where curve 3 is foN;;, = 10'4m~! and
curve 4 is forNy, = 10"®m~. Curves 1, 2, 3, and 4 corresponditgr = 103, 10%, 10°, and10°m?, respectively.

Because(t) monotonically increases with time, see Hgl(63), restriction on the ambipolar electric field that otherwisad
then at some moment, = trp, the two sides of EqL{®3) infinitely grow with distance from the trail and (2) a lateage
become equal. At this moment, the linear growth of the FBtransition from sharply anisotropic (faf < 1) diffusion to
instability starts being replaced by linear damping anegw-  nearly isotropic one. The former is important for plasma in-
larities will diffuse away. At < trp, the linear FB instability  stabilities responsible for non-specular radar echoete e
sustain plasma turbulence at a certain level, whileattrg latter is important for interpreting specular radar echoes
there is no more free energy to sustain the turbulence, $o tha A key element of the present treatment is the introduction
irregularities will quickly disappear. of the residual potentialj.., defined by Eq.{4). Its gradient
The instability duratiortrg depends critically upon the al- describes the total force acting on electrons. Due to higtxel
titudinal parametey and the effective trail-background inter- tron mobility along the magnetic fielB,, the typical scale of
action cross-section.gz = Nin/No. Due to this, the night- ... spatial variations in this directions are much larger than
time conditions with low/V,, will produce longer lived meteor  that in the perpendicular direction, while the typical ssabf
trail than will the daytime conditions. Figuf€l13 shows thetrail density variations in both directions are comparables
altitude dependence of the instability duratigp for several  fact, which had not been realized in earlier simulations ef m
constant .4 during daytime and nighttime conditions. Notice teor trail diffusion, requires setting the simulation baund-
clear peaks otrp at some intermediate altitudes which in- ary alongB,, far from the trail boundary and simultaneously
crease withr.;. The non-specular echo boundary for a givenresolving the two different scales parallelBy. In our sim-
trail, like that in Fig[d, should roughly follow the altitecde-  ulations, we have overcome the computational difficultigs b
pendence ofrg. However, because column plasma densityemploying a finite-element software FlexPDE with the adap-
varies along the meteor trail and due to other inhomoge&®iti tive cell structure.
we expect more variability than this model predicts. Mea- Based on the insight from simulations and using the large
surements of the evolution of the trail echoes, in combamati yatio of the electron and ion mobilities along the magnetic
W|th Oth.er Obsel‘vatlons, Should enable us to retrieve luseflﬁekj’ we have deve'oped an approximate ana'ytica' appr_‘oach
information about meteors, ionosphere and atmosphere. Mg, this approach, the problems of trail diffusion and of spa-
plementation of this procedure requires better models of intjg| distribution of the residual potential are treatedaegely,
Stablllty generation tha.n that Used abOVe, as We” as mode{ﬁhile the Coup"ng between the two is made Via parameters
of ablation and ionization to give improved estimates\af,  and approximate solutions. In particular, Gaussian approx
[8,112]. mation of the trail peak has allowed us to to treat the resid-
ual potential in terms of one parameter This parameter
is proportional to the square of the trail peak dispersian, a
IX. SUMMARY described by Eq[125), and monotonically grows with time.
Due to high electron mobility along the magnetic field, the to
In this paper, we have described analytical theory and finitetal force acting on electrons in this direction is much serall
element simulations of trail diffusion and fields for the mrut  than the corresponding components in other directions. For
ally orthogonal trail axis and magnetic field. Unlike pravéo the particular case of mutually orthogonal trail axis and th
models, this theory includes both the trail and the backgdou magnetic field, this has allowed us to reduce the original 2D
ionospheric plasma. This has two major effects: (1) a nhturadescription to a 1D linear integrodifferential equationegi
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in two different forms by Eq.{d3). This governing equation diffusion starts from an infinitely thin and dense plasma col
is for a residual potential in the near-trail zone and it has aimn with a given line density. The electron Hall velocities
unigue solution depending upgn The approximate solu- give rise to the non-diagonal coefficientd,, = B,. In-
tion of Eqg. [ZB) depends on the rangefas described in  equalities given by Eq[TA3) mean that the contours of the
Sect[VB. Using this solution, we have obtained the approxeonstant density and the residual potential form ellipseke
imate expression fop(t), Eq. [68), which closes the entire xy-plane, whose major axes are rotated with respect ta the
description of trail diffusion and fields. Note that the near andy axes through a common angleletermined by
trail potential, which is easily spread along the magnegicfi
may create significant disturbances of the background @Easm tan 2y = Axy _ Bay (A4)
beyond the trail, as described in SECLV D. Aze — Ayy  Baw — Byy

Comparison of analytical theory with simulations have ] ] )
demonstrated good agreement between the results with orfée constan€” in (&T) is expressed in terms of the conserved
exception. At a later stage of trail diffusion, the paramete linear density (along the coordinate) Viin, as
for the residual potential should be replaced by an adjusted

rameterj as described in Se€_VIl. We have identified the na- (4ApeAyy — A2) ik Nin

ture of this deviation analytically in terms of the distunicas ¢= 87D Ny (AS)
of the background plasma, but to quantitatively refasand

we have invoked simulations. For arbitrary electron and ion mobilities it is hard to ohtak-

The analytical theory and simulations have allowed us tcplicit analytical expressions for the coefficients; and B;;.
estimate the spatial distribution of the ambipolar eledigld ~ However, under restrictions described by Hgl (12), to lead-
within and near the plasma trail. These fields are crucial foing order accuracy with respect to the small paramegers,
plasma instabilities responsible for generation of fidigred ~ ¥Q ', (vQ)~*, we obtain
electron density irregularities observed by high-powegéda

aperture (HPLA) radars as non-specular echoes. Measuring1 —14B B — sin” §

the characteristics of non-specular echoes and some othér*” e N

charac_teristics should aIIQW one to retrieve an important i 1+ cos2 0 o (14 cos?f

formation on the meteoroids and the surrounding atmospheredyy = 1 + Byy, Byy = —a %@ )
(AB)
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APPENDIX A: SELF-SIMILAR SOLUTION A3, ”w sin® 0 _ ©Fcos?f
4Az: Ay, Q% Y (Y +sin®0) 1 +sin®

3

In this Appendix, we obtain explicit expressions for the
self-similar solution (SSS) proposed in the general forat, b We have
not found explicitly, by Jones [17]. In our notations, th@s s

lution (denoted below by superscript®) follows the ansatz ~ _Nin <1 sin” 9) 2 (A7)
n(r,t) =n*(z,y,t) anderes(r, t) = ¢35, (x, y,t), where 47 DNy ) '
s C Apet® + Ayyy® + Azyzy The residual potential is stretched along the coordipaite
n*(z,y,t) = 7 P (_ 1Dt ) ’ accord with the qualitative discussion in S&gt. I, whiclidso
(A1)  under condition
62 > L — 99\/9. (A8)
2 2
res (T, Y, 1) = Boat” + Byyy” + Beyy + const, (A2) 2
4Dt This restriction due to the electron Hall velocity is streng
with positive diagonal coefficientd,;, B;; and than that of Eq.[{da). For the trail strictly perpendicutai,
) ) cosf = 0, u = 0, Hall velocity is directed along and plays
A A > @ B B. > @ (A3) Mo role in 2D trail diffusion.
TR Ty TV Ty To the same accuracy, the particle fluxes are given by

This is the solution to EgL{10) in an infinite and homogeneous x
. . =T == ss( t) T =T, :ﬁ ss( t)
neutral atmosphere with no background plasma, provided thkez iz = oy ALY L), ey iy = 5 LY,
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In polar coordinatesy and 6 are defined ag = rcos#,

Q. 2sind ¢’ = rsinf, the quadrupole potential i®,s(r,0) =
I, =0, e, = — — n*(x,y,t) (A9)  (Ccos26)/r?, while the electric field lines of force are de-
Ven 2t termined by(sin 26) /72 = const. Here the constant’ is

In the SSS, the flux components in bathandy directions ~ determined by the distribution ef.; (¢) along the cut = 0,
are equal for electrons and ions. The only disparity is in the2S discussed in AppendiX D.

flux component along the-axis due to electron Hall velocity. ~ Now we obtain general relations which follow from
The net electric current is directed along the trail axiswite ~ Laplace Eq.[[Bi1) and will be used in Appen(iik C to derive a

current density closed equation fop?,, (£) when combined with the residual
potential in the near zone. Introducing a complex coordinat
. eQ. (xsinf s .
o= S () i (A10) Z=¢+ic, (86)

we consider’ > 0 as a complex half-plane and introduce a
complex potential,

N4 (Z) = ¢res(§a C/) +iW (ga C/) ) (B7)

In this Appendix,lvge_ solve fop.s in the far zong(| > 1, where the functiodV (¢, ¢) also satisfies Laplace EG_{B1).
where¢ = y/(Dt)'/? is a coordinate parallel t8,. This  This is an analytic function of the complex coordinatevith

zone is located well beyond the plasma trail. Neglectingy . andW related by the Cauchy-Riemann equations,
plasma density disturbances allows us to reducelEgl (15b) to

APPENDIX B: RESIDUAL POTENTIAL IN THE FAR ZONE

the Laplace equation Ot Pres = Oc' W, O¢t Pres = — OcW. (B8)
_ At the cut,{’ = +0, we denotew®(£) = W (&, +0), so that
Ote Pres + Ocr¢rPres = 0, Bl )
kcd ced (B1) from Eq. [B8) we have

where we have renormalized the variablas¢’ = o¢ with
ab < aé_ agqs?es = a</W|<,:+O, a{¢rcs|<:+0 = — 3§w0 (Bg)
1+\ Y2 1/2 According to the mi try, E 9b), the functi
_ — o0 (1 1 B2 g irror symmetry, Eq_{1I9b), the function
“ < Q ) o1 +9) < B2 40" (¢) is even, whilewd (¢) is odd,

In terms ofé and(¢’, the near zone described in the following V(€)= (=€), w (&) = —w'(=¢). (B10)
Appendix, reduces to a thin strip extended algngssuming
that potential disturbances have typical scales of ordéy un
with respect to both coordinates, we can approximate ths st
by a cut in thet, (’-plane at{’ = 4-0. Here the signs- mean
infinitesimal offsets from zero to either positive or negati /oo 5

At large Z, the residual potentiab,.s o 1/|Z|? decreases
faster thanl/|Z| as|Z| — oo. According to the Cauchy-
Goursat theoremj, ¥(Z)dZ = 0, so that we have

o0

0 (€)dE =0, / W(E)dE =0, (B11)

— 0o

directions. Because of the mirror symmetry with respect to
the&-axis, Eqs.[[I9b), we will consider only the positive half-
space(’ > 0. While the integral relation for?(€) is trivial becausev® is
The nearly constant value of the residual potential in theodd, the integral relation for the even functiof). (&) repre-
near zone represents a boundary conditiongfQg(¢,¢’) at  sents an important constraint.
the cut, Now we proceed with the complex potenti&l(Z). In
the upper half-plane, we consider the continuous contour
[Bres (€, ¢ )]¢r—0 & Bles (£)- (B3) ¢, which includes the axi§’ = +0 with an infinitesimal
. . , half-circle aroundZ’ = ¢ + 0, and the infinite half-circle,
Other boundary conditions are given by.s(¢,¢") — 08s 71, o, Becausel is an analytic function and the pole

§,(’ — =oo. The solution of Eq.[{(B1) with these bound- 7 _ 7/ g heyond the area closed by this contour, the residue
ary conditions (the Dirichlet problem for the upper hal&ep,  heorem yieldsh, U(2)/(Z — 2')dZ =0, or
¢’ > 0) is given by © '

v
N NG Pl = imu o). (B12)
Pres(§:¢") = ;/00(7'_5)724‘4/2 o T—E
o 0 d whereP denotes the principal value of the integral along the
— O‘_/ _ Pres(m)dT (B4)  real axis. Separating in Eq_{H12) the real and imaginar par
T Jooo (T=&)?+a2¢? we obtain
In particular, foré? + ¢ > 1, Eq. [B3) reduces to a 2D 0 (¢) = lp < wl (1) ir, (B13a)
quadrupole, e oo T
1 @0
b6, ) C(—¢"?) (B5) w’(€) = — —P %(? dr. (B13b)
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These equations are equivalent to the well-known KramersEq. [CIb) the Laplace equation fof2* and integrate ovef
Kronig dispersion relations in optics, plasma physics,,etc from 0 to ¢ = ¢;, where(; < o~ ! is located in the transi-
which are derived in the same way. Applied to an arbitrarytional zone where botbiy andd:d¢ are zero. Also, af = (;
function ¢%._(€) [or w®(¢)], Eq. (BI3) is also known as the we neglect the density disturbanc&s and the perturbations
Hilbert transform|[29],_30]. Equatiof(BIL3) will be applied i §¢..s With their derivatives, except in the term 1/a2. We
AppendiXT and Sedf_VIB. will also ignore within the rangé(| < ¢(; all density dis-
turbances other than the trail plasma itself. (This intietu
some error which we correct in SECL_VD 2 and Apperidix F.)
APPENDIX C: NEAR-ZONE POTENTIAL The range(| < ¢; includes practically the entire trail, so that
we can extend the upper limit of all density integrals to infin
In this Appendix, using the results of Appendk B, we de-ity. As a result, using Eq[{C4), we obtain
rive the governing equation for the residual potential ia th

near zone|(| < 1/a, wherea = ©g(1 + ¢)"/? < lisde- 9 (AN¢ O far) + % De P + (%) 8525 (AN;) = 0.
fined by Eq.[[BR). To obtain a closed equationdgg;(£), we @ tv (C5)
write Eq. [IB) foru = 0 in a conservative form as Here
O¢ (EAn) + O: (CAn) G o0
0y (tAn) — = 5 : ~V?An AN (€)= | And¢~ ANpau(€) = / Aniyai dC.
— V- [(14 An) V] =0, (Cla) 0 0 (C6)

whereAnty,; IS the part of the total density disturbance as-
1 sociated only with the trail plasma.
O¢ [(1+ An) O pres) + =% (14 An) O¢ pres] To good accuracy, the trail plasma distribution is desctibe
9 by a Gaussian distribution, see S&cil. IV AndlV C,
Vian (C1b)

- not 2 2
L Anmvan(€. ¢ 1) = —= %exp {— <%@+%)]
whereAn = AN/N, is the total density disturbance which

includes both the plasma trail and the background plasma di%vhereqo — /(1 + ) andq(t) gradually varies between
turbance. We assume that the major density disturbances al and 1. Because!™ is the far-zone potential, we apply

res

concentrated within the near zoex< 1/«, where the resid- ¢ 9o — _ 09:° Bearing in mind E 3
ual potential is only weakly-dependent. In this zone, which q. B9, 9o adew (£). g q.(ds),

in Eq. we can eliminate al-dependencesta: ~
overlaps with the far zoné > 1, we represent the residual @0 &)E)far(g 0), and obtaina‘ﬂ p (€,0)
pOtentiaI as res res\S» ’

res

1 1
Gres(6:C) = 06,0 +00(€,Q), 109l < Jotan], (€2) O (AN Dedes) — 0w’ + (—1 +w) OgeANG, =0,
(c8)

wheregat (¢, ¢) is the componentin the far zone and thereforeWhere

satisfies the Laplace equation described in Appehtlix B. Be-

cause most of the potential changes occur in the background 4 (€) ~ Vmnoto  [qo_ oxc <_ i) (C9)
plasma (far zone), our assumptigp| < |2z | is well jus- a t q(t) 4q(t) )"

tified as can be seen in the example solution shown infFig. 5

The functions!: (¢, ¢) varies along with a large scale-length Integrating Eq.[{08) with the boundary conditied — 0 at

: res » W A ina? i 0 i
typical for the far zone, so that within the near-zone iteari |5l — o and expressings” in terms of¢,.; according to

approximately linearly (B130), we obtain

: : , 1 % Pres(X) §
far far far 0 res

res\S» R Qres ’O + ¢O, res ) C3 0 ¢rcs +—P dX = .
where|Co: o1 | < |pf2r(€,0)|, with the derivatived, ¢! re- o _ _ (C10)
maining nearly¢-independent across a transitional zone be-Reénormalizing the potential and coordinate as follows,
tween the near and far zones as seen in[lig. 5. The perturba- —2(1+ 0 _ C11
tion 6¢(&, (), associated with strong density disturbances in _ 4 _ ( 1_#) e ¢ -\/577, (C11)
the near zone, is relatively small, but gsderivative is not we arrive at an integrodifferential equation

small compared td, . Furthermore, it is this perturbation

that provi th transiti ivati 2pe /4 1 o(r)
provides a smooth transition from the zererivative of Oy + 57 73/ dr =n, (C12)
dres(&, ¢) at the symmetry cente@<¢rcs|<:0 =0, m o0 T—1
\ which depends only upon one dimensionless parameter
Ocdreslc—g = —OcPres: (C4)
p(t):L(t)zvq(t)t WZ;Zﬂ
to the finite derivatives;¢res ~ Oc0™ in the far zone 2aAN¢, (0) ’ 200n0toV/P  toqo

wheredo(€, ¢) gradually disappears. Now we subtract from (C13)



26

Here which is convergentfor all values gf A truncated series with
a few first terms approximates the functionmdt< 2 well. At
po = plto) = Vi (C14) [n| > 4, the functionS(n) can be approximated well by an
200n0 (1 + 1) asymptotic series,
Multiplying Eq. (CT2) byexp(—n?/4), applying the Hilbert &= 2n—1)! 2 2x6 2x6x10
transform, Eq.[{B1I3), and using the identity S(n) =~ 2 Z T—van - st 5
= (n—1)ly n”oon "
* o) 2 (c21)
7’/ P 7’/ opp dx | dr = —mp(n), Unlike the Taylor series, this asymptotic series is divatgso
- n —oo X that the total number of terms,,., should not be too large.
we arrive at a different form of integrodifferential EF_{#)1 To conclude this Appendix, we calculate the integral
o~ /Ay — J(n) = / ‘T2/4d (C22)
pon) — 5= P ZED e —s). - (c1s) ) =5
The functionS(n) in the RHS of Eq.[TI5) stems from the needed to obtain the first-order correction of the lategesta
integration residual potential in Sedi_VB 1. Exact integration yields
2
1 > 7’6772/4 772 2 1 n/2 2 T
Sn)=—=—="P d C16 = — L) emm/2 |2 Y _Z
(n) N A— T ( ) J(n) (1 2)6 5 /0 eV dy 3
and can be recast as 1 . n/2 1
+ 5 (e /4/ ey -3 | (C23)
0

2 77/2 2
S(n) = 776777/4/ e dr—1
) 0 ) The functionJ(n) looks qualitatively asS(n) and to a good
— {z\f ne=""/ter (%) + 1} , (c17) accuracy can be approximated by a simpler expression

J(n) = J(n) = 1S(pn), (C24)
whereerf(x) denotes the standard error-function. () () (pn)

Now we discuss some properties of the functis(y), where the constantsandp are given by
which will be used in Sedi_VIB and others. Firstly, we observe
that Eq. [CIb) shows that(n) and (v/7/2)nexp(—n?/4) Tt 2 0.643 (C25a)
form a Hilbert transform pair, Eqd_{Bl 3a,b), so that 8 T

/ 3+m 1/2
o 3/2 2 = — ~ 1.546. C25b
79/ 5(r) dT_”—nexp<—"—>. (C18) P (1+7r/2> (C25b)
oo T—N 2 4
. _ We have chosen these constants to provide the best parabolic
Considering the double integral fit betweenJ(n) and.J(n) atn = 0. The biggest difference
o0 ~ Py) between the exact and approximate expressiond/ gy is
K= / dn 73/ ) dy, near the maxima of/ () (Jn| =~ 2), where it reaches about
oo Y1 0.016 (less than0%, see Fig[B). In all other locations, the

with an arbitrary integrable functiof'(y) and changing the functionsJ () and.J () are much closer to each other.

order of integration, we verify thak’ = 0. Applying this to

Eq. {CI8), we conclude that the even functii) obeys APPENDIX D: PROPERTIES OF RESIDUAL POTENTIAL

/ S(n) dn = 0. (C19) In this Appendix, we discuss general properties of solwgion
0 of Eq. (Z3). The solution op(z) has the following important
The functionS(n) has important power-series approximationsproperty,
at sufficiently small and large values|of. The functionS(n)

can be represented as an infinite Taylor series, /OO p(z)dz =0 (D1)
0
S(n) = -1+ = Z - % which follows from general properties of analytic function
" ’ [see Eq.[[BIN)] and symmetdy (A9b), and is necessary for the
- 14 77_2 nt n® . (C20) consistency of Cauchy type integrodifferential Hg.l (23)e W

2 2%x6  2x6x10 may rewrite this relation in terms of thecomponent of the
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electric fieldE, = —0,¢. Expressing the residual poten- small and large values of|, we obtain integral relations
tial asp(z) = [° Ezdz, substituting this in Eq[{01), and o
changing the order of integration, we obtain 0) = 1 / 0-9¢(7) e~ §d7
¥ )
VTP Jo T
/ E.(z)xdx = 0. (D2) dip(n) = L/ l O (M e~ f) dr,
0 dn?) l,=0 VT Jo T T
In addition, Egs. [[Z3a,b) impose restrictions on possiblelnllﬁnoo[%’(n 7?) = 2(1+4)Cy (D7)
asymptotic behavior of the residual potential at large dis- 1 . ,
tances. Fofn| > 1, we expect the functiop(n) to behave as — T/ 0:0p(T) Te” Tdr,
™ Jo

which describe the parabolic behavior of the residual poten

kmax . . . . . .
(1) =~ Z Ck (D3) tial near its minimum and express the highest-order mukipo
o= = n2k’ coefficient in terms of deviation from the self-similar pote

tial. Equationsl{Di1) [{D4)[[17), as well as the exact relasi

which corresponds to the expansion of the electric potentiobtained in the following Appendix, can be used for checking
in multipoles. Note that the lowest-order coefficignt, in  the solution.

accord with Eq.[{CT11), relates to the quadrupole coeffidiént
in Eq. [B8) asC; = 2(1 + ¢)C. The maximum value of,
kmax, 1S determined by (the asymptotic series may diverge
ask — o0). The electric field proportional t9, tends to
zero asln| — oo. This means that the RHS of Eq_{23a), In this Appendix, we derive an important exact property of
i.e., the termy, should asymptotically match the integral term density disturbance integrals (DDIs), which have beeniaegpl

in the LHS of Eq. [Z3a). The exponentially growing factor for monitoring the simulation accuracy, see SEd. IV @nd VI
in front of the principal value integral requires the intaigr \We define the two DDIs by integrating parallel and perpendic-
to decrease aB)| — oo faster thanjn|~" with positiven.  ulartoBy,

Analyzing the asymptotic behavior of the integral, one can

APPENDIX E: DENSITY DISTURBANCE INTEGRALS

obtain the following restriction, AN((&,t) = /OO An(€, ¢, t)dC, (Ela)
o0 m C B oo
/ (w OEDS nT]’Z> n*"dn = 0, (D4) ANg(C 1) = /m An(g, ¢, t)dg, (E1b)
e k=1

where An include both the plasma trail density and distur-

valid for any positive integem [in the case ofn = 0, we  bances of the background plasma. If we solve Eq. (15) with
obtain Eq.[DI)]. From EqL{D4) it follows that the residual the self-similar solution (SSS) as the initial conditioertthe
potential cannot be an exponentially decreasing functfop o DDIs multiplied by¢, for all coordinateg or &, are strictly
as|n| — oo, but must have a power-law asymptotic behaviorconserved and equal to those for the SSS, even though the
(as required by the multipole expansion). Indeed, all coeffi SSS is, in general, invalid.
cientsC,, cannot equal zero because no non-zgfo) could To prove this and obtain the explicit analytical expression
satisfy Eq.[[D}) for all positive integen. for the DDIs, we start from Eqsl{C1a,b). Adding them, we

The self-similar solution (SSS) for the residual potential eliminate¢-derivatives ofp..s,
defined in AppendiX’A (to the accuracy of an arbitrary con- 9
stant), in variables defined by Eq_{G11) can be written as 9, (tAn) — O¢ (€An) + ¢ (CAn) _ ¢ V7An

©(0) + n?/2. Introducing the difference between the actual 2 L+9
otential and the SSS, 1—a?
Potentiake(n) + [+ An) O] = 0. (E2)
2
So(n) = p(n) — ¢(0) — 77_’ (D5)  Because both the density disturbance and the potential go to
2 zero at infinity, we integrate this equation along the cauath

we rewrite Eqs[[23) as a Hilbert transform pair: ¢ from —oo to co and obtain

ori)as
2 00 Oy (tANe) — O¢ || 2 + O¢ | AN¢| =0. E3
8775()0(77)67 T = — 2;/)2 ’P/ 90(7-37 dr. (D6a) t( C) ¢ [(2 L+ ¢ ¢ ( )
s oo T —
1 © 0,.5p(r) _ 2 Similarly, multiplying Eq.[CIb) byv? and adding with{[CJa),
pp(n) = N P/ TT _— e~ Tdr, (D6b)  we eliminate(-derivatives ofg,.s. After the integration over

& we obtain

We expecbp(n) ~ —An? as|n| < 1 with a positive constant

_ ¢
A anddp(n) ~ —n?/2 as|n| > 1,. Considering the limits of Or (tAN¢) = 0 Ki + a‘) AN&} ' (E4)
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If we use the SSS as the initial conditiortat ¢y in Eqs.[EB)  The part of the corresponding integral stemming from thié tra
and [E#) thend, (tAN)],_, = 0and[0; (tAN¢)],_, =0.  density is determined by or by p = ~vqt. To find the ad-
The unique solutions of Eqd_(E3) arld1E4) will keep theseditional part stemming from the background density distur-
relations in their self-similar form, bances, we use EQ{75), where we should repleog o be-
cause these disturbances are determined by the residealpot

AN (€,t) = 2 - exp [_ (1 + w) ﬁ} (E5a) tial. While the constant value @fn = 1/1(1 + ¢)7 is easy
) t )

¥ 4 to integrate, it is not so easy to determine the upper limit of
2C | m ¢2 integration, i.e., the exact value ¢f.
ANg(¢,t) = — exp (— —) , (E5Db) It is clear, however, thaf; should lie within the near zone,
' ! +w 1 Eq m)! SO thatl = B/OL, wherea = (1 —+ 1/))1/2@0’

Eqg. (B2), determines the typical scale ') of the resid-
ual potential variation along and 3 is a numerical factor of
order unity or less. Adding the two contributions and using
Eq. (E2), we obtain

1/2 1/2
0<7T750P0) — (m‘opo) + .
In this Appendix, we calculate the effective integral over tp tp 21+ 11’)3/2@0%:3)

near zone, as discussed in SEct_MD2. If the trail den- | , . .
sity is the major contribution to the integral over the effec Manipulation with Eqs. [{26) andL(b8) yield2(1 +

tive region themAN,, ~ AN (), WhereAN i (€) = é)g/QGOno(topo)li; = (1+ w_)/Wl/QLso that we can recast
7a0/a(0) (noto/t) exp[~€2/4q(t)] andqo — /(1 + ) o [E3) asaquadratic equation fofp/p,
[see Egs.[[A6) andIT9) in Appendix C]. If, however, we ex-

for all t. This completes the proof.

APPENDIX F: EFFECTIVE INTEGRAL OF DENSITY
DISTURBANCES

tend the integral oveg to the entire half-axi® < ¢ < oo, p P " B _ 0 (F4)
then we will include the entire background plasma distur- p p 2 ’

bances along this half-axis and obtdiV,, = AN./2(¢) =

VT (noto/t) exp(—£2 /4q0), where AN, is the density dis- where

turbance integral (DDI) over the entiteaxis, Eq.[EBR). For

q(t) ~ 1, the difference betweefA N,,; andA N is signif- 8= ﬂ at ) (F5)
icant. The two integrals, however, are both Gaussian fansti L+4 V mp

of £ with peaks att = 0. Their integrals over the entirg . .

axis, i.e., the 2D integrals of the trail density and theltdéan- Solving Eq. [E#), we obtain

sity disturbances over the entire half-spgce 0, are equal, p(t) . ~

S50 ANpandé = [7° ANodé = 2m/qo(noto/t). The p(t) = — (1 —BEy1- 2ﬂ> : (F6)

true functionA N¢, (£), taken over the effective region within

the near zone) < ¢ < (i, should combine the entire con- gqation [EB) contains parametgtr 3 which are still un-
tribution from the trail density with a part of the backgraun own functions ofp andv. From Eq.[EB) it is clear that

density disturbances. It is natural to assume thal;, () there exists an upper restriction on thepft{/yt — 1 as
varies between the two Gaussian functioAsYr,,;;(£) and s x0)

AN (&), and can be approximated by another Gaussian func-
tion with the peak at = 0. This function should have the - . 1 V(1 + )
same integral ovef, so that it is determined by one parameter B < Pmax = 97 B < Prmax = 4 :

q,

(F7)

If we start from small values gf, as assumed by our theory,
Qo 1/2 noto £2 then we have to choose the solution with the ‘plus’ sign in
AN (§) = <—) — = (‘ f) (F1)  front of the square root correspondingio— p asg — 0.
In this case, the ratip/p decreases with increasiriy so that
The reason why the integral ovgshould be the same is that 5 cannot be less thap/4. In our simulations, however, we
at any¢ beyond the trail the corresponding integral of thefound cases when, at least for some tifégllowed Eq. [EB)
background density disturbances alaghgeq. [EGb), is ex-  with the ‘minus’ sign in front of the square root, so that
ponentially small, as confirmed by our simulations. was less thamw/4. These special caseg (= 0.05, Any <
The parametej(t) is similar tog in Ny, and is uniquely  50) usually start from sufficiently large values pfvhich are
related to the peak valuAN,, (0). From the derivation of beyond the assumptions of our analytic theory.
Appendi{Q, it is clear that the adjusted paramgtirrelated While the strongest discrepancy betweerand p takes
to ¢ by the same relation asto ¢, Eq. [23), i.e.,p = ~qt. place forp > 1, the deviation between the two parameters
Thus to findp, we need to estimata N, (0), starts developing ab ~ 1. Although the above heuristic
12 12 derivation forp is only valid forp > 1, we can formf_;llly ex-
AN, (0) = (w_?o) noto _ o (Wpoto) (R tend Eqs.[[B4)E[H6) tp ~ 1 and determine the functigh(p)

¢ numerically using comparison with simulations, see $efit. V

q
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For > 0.05, to good accuracy, the numerically found cou- the maximum value 08, = 1/2. We extrapolate this to

pled functions3(p) andj3(p) can be approximated by smallery keeping the samg-dependence as in EG_{F8),
0.46p 5 0.92p vt
Blp) ~ L T o K bt By YA s o ot
. . p)r—mm—— s B m oo/ (F9)

Note that for) = 0.05 at large time 5 asymptotically reached
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