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Weakly collisional and collisionless plasmas are typically far from local thermodynamic equilibrium
(LTE), and understanding energy conversion in such systems is a forefront research problem. The
standard approach is to investigate changes in internal (thermal) energy and density, but this omits
energy conversion that changes any higher order moments of the phase space density. In this study,
we calculate from first principles the energy conversion associated with all higher moments of the
phase space density for systems not in LTE. Particle-in-cell simulations of collisionless magnetic
reconnection reveal that energy conversion associated with higher order moments can be locally
significant. The results may be useful in numerous plasma settings, such as reconnection, turbulence,
shocks, and wave-particle interactions in heliospheric, planetary, and astrophysical plasmas.

Energy conversion is largely well understood for sys-
tems with initial and final states in or near local ther-
modynamic equilibrium (LTE) [I B]. However, energy
conversion in systems far from LTE, such as weakly colli-
sional or collisionless plasmas endemic to many space and
astrophysical environments, remains a forefront research
area [3L [4].

For a species o not in LTE, internal moments of the
phase space density f, are defined as f, multiplied by
powers of components of v/ and integrated over all ve-
locity space. Here, the random velocity is v, = v — u,,
velocity space coordinate is v, bulk flow velocity is u, =
(1/ns) [ fovd®v, and number density is n, = [ fyd3v. A
standard approach to study energy conversion in plasmas
[6HI6, [18H24] [26], [40] centers on the first few internal mo-
ments. Compressional work describes changes to n,, i.e.,
the zeroth internal moment of f,, described by the conti-
nuity equation [20] 28]. The internal energy per particle
Eoint = (3/2)kpTs, i.e., the second internal moment of
f» divided by n,, can change due to compressional heat-
ing by work —P,(V-u, ), incompressional heating via the
remainder of the pressure-strain interaction (called Pi-D
[20]), heat flux, or collisions, according to [3, 20 28]

3 a7, .
inak‘Bﬁ = —(PU'V)'UU—V'QU +nUQU,coll,inter~ (1)
Here, the elements of the pressure tensor P, are

me [Vl v, fod®v, temperature tensor is

ojo
P,/nokp, effective pressure is P, =

Pa,jk =
T, =
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(1/3)tr[P,], effective temperature is T, = P, /n.kp =
(me/3nokp) [v2frd3v, vector heat flux density is
a4 = [(1/2)mv?v] f,d*v, and volumetric heat-
ing rate per particle due to inter-species collisions is
Qa,coll,inter = (1/na) f(1/2)mavf ZJ/ Cinter[faa fa’]d?)va
where the inter-species collision operator is Cipter[fo, fo]s
kp is Boltzmann’s constant, m,, is the constituent mass,
and d/dt = 0/0t + u,, - V is the convective derivative.

There is an energy conversion channel beyond those
discussed thus far. f, has an infinite number of internal
moments that are all treated on equal footing. While
Eq. includes the impact of off-diagonal pressure ten-
sor elements and heat flux on &, jn¢, any energy conver-
sion associated with time evolution of all other internal
moments themselves is not contained in the continuity
equation or Eq. .

Studies have addressed time evolution of other mo-
ments and their contribution to energy conversion. The
evolution of non-isotropic pressures has been studied
[12, 14l 29H36]. Other approaches capture the effect of
all moments of f,. Linearizing f, around its equilib-
rium in kinetic theory and gyrokinetics reveals the so-
called free energy [3IH33], which quantifies non-LTE en-
ergy conversion into mechanical or magnetic energy [31].
It is associated with the phase space cascade of entropy
which can lead to dissipation [34]. The velocity space
cascade has been studied without linearizing f, [35, [38-
[40]. In another approach, changes to bulk kinetic energy
are quantified kinetically using field-particle correlations

In this study, we use a first-principles theory to quan-
tify energy conversion associated with all internal mo-
ments. We show this energy conversion is physically as-
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sociated with changing the velocity space shape of f.
There are three important ingredients. First, the key
quantity is kinetic entropy [2H4, 6] [56] rather than en-
ergy. Second, we employ the decomposition of kinetic
entropy into position and velocity space kinetic entropy
[8, 58]. Third, we employ the so-called relative entropy
[2, M1, B6]. Our analysis was performed independently,
but we found it is similar to treatments in chemical
physics of dilute gases [2] and quantum statistical me-
chanics [42]. The novelty of our analysis stems from us-
ing the decomposition of kinetic entropy and significant
differences in interpretation than in previous work. We
employ a particle-in-cell (PIC) simulation of collisionless
magnetic reconnection, revealing energy conversion asso-
ciated with higher order moments can be locally signifi-
cant.

We first derive an expression for the rate of energy con-
version associated with non-LTE internal moments of f,
emphasizing departures from the treatment in Ref. [2].
We assume a classical (non-relativistic, non-quantum)
three-dimensional (3D) system of infinite volume or in
a thermally insulated domain with a fixed number N,
of monatomic particles. The kinetic entropy density s,
associated with f, is [I]

Ar, A3
Sg = —kB/fo— In (W) d3v, (2)

where the integral is over all velocity space, and A3r,
and A3v, are position space and velocity space volume
elements in phase space, respectively [8, 29 [63]. In the
comoving (Lagrangian) frame, s, evolves according to
(2] and Supplemental Material A [65])

d So V. jo’ th éa coll
JR— —_— bl — b 3
dt <ng> + Ng Ng (3)

where J ;¢ is thermal kinetic entropy density flux and
34,coll is local time rate of change of kinetic entropy den-
sity through collisions, defined in Egs. (S.4) and (S.3),
respectively. We note that Eq. has no explicit depen-
dence on body forces including gravitational and elec-
tromagnetic forces, which implies they do not directly
change internal moments of f,. Eq. exemplifies this
for the special case of internal energy.

In a key departure from Ref. [2], we decompose kinetic
entropy density s, into a position space kinetic entropy
density sg, and velocity space kinetic entropy density
Sov, With S5 = Sgp + Sov, as [8 58]

O'Ag g
Sop = —kpngIn <HNT>,

—kB/fU In (f"A%"> dv.  (4b)
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A direct calculation (see Supplemental Material B-D) of
the terms on the left side of Eq. using Eqgs. and

gives

d (s0p) _ 1 dW,

dt(n) AT (52)
d Sowv _ 1 dga,int d Sowv,rel
dt(n) AT +dt( "o ) (50)

V. Ja,th o i an (v : Ja,th)rel

Ne a _7} dt Ne (5¢)

where dW, = P,d(1/n,) is the compressional work
per particle done by the system, d&yine = (3/2)kpdT,
is the increment in internal energy per particle, and
an’/dt = [7v Qo — (Pa : V) c Uy + Pa(v . uo‘)]/na
is the (thermodynamic) heating rate per particle from
sources other than compression that can change the ef-
fective temperature [see Eq. ] Lastly, Syurel is the
relative entropy density and (V - J 5.th)rel is the thermal
relative entropy density flux divergence, given by

Sov,rel = *kB/fU ln(ffj\/[) dS’U, (6)

- Tosha = ke [ [V sl (L2 ) e

and the “Maxwellianized” phase space density f,s asso-
ciated with f, is [1I]

_ Mg 3/2 —mg(v—ug)z/QkBTg 8
for = 1o m € ) ( )
where n,, u,, and T, are based on f,. (Ref. [2] used a
more general reference phase space density than f,as, so
our choice is a special case of theirs.)

Equations — have important implications, and
our interpretation greatly departs from Ref. [2]. Ignoring
the relative terms in Eqgs. and , we see Eq.
(scaled by the effective temperature) inherently contains
information about work, internal energy, and thermody-
namic heat as captured by the continuity equation and
Eq. . This suggests the relative terms describe energy
conversion associated with all internal moments beyond
the second moment.

We therefore define increments of relative energy per
particle d€; ;o1 and relative heat per particle dQy 1 by

dga,rel d(samrel/na)

a ST a (%)
dQ(f‘rel (V . Jo’ th)rel
- = 67" b
dt Ny (9b)

Further defining energy increments per particle in all
internal moments at and above the second moment as
d€s gen = dEs int + dEs el and generalized heat per parti-

cle as dQs gen = dQy + dQy rel, Eqs. - , and
take on the simple form

dWJ dgg’gen o an,gen
dt dt — dt

+ Qo’,coll~ (10)
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FIG. 1. Schematic showing energy conversion channels ac-
cording to their impact on the phase space density f,. The
initial f, is depicted as Maxwellian for illustrative purposes
on the left. The final f, is to their right. The descriptions of
the changes in f, are to their right.

Equation generalizes Eq. , which contains energy
conversion associated with only density and effective tem-
perature, as opposed to all internal moments of f,. This
interpretation is a significant departure from Ref. [2].

We now provide a physical interpretation, which re-
quires understanding energy conversion via its impact on
fo. Work per particle dW, = P,d(1/n,) changes the ze-
roth moment of f,. This is depicted graphically in Fig.
where two velocity space dimensions of f, are sketched.
The top row shows a process taking a Maxwellianized f,
from an initial to final state. The intensification of col-
ors denote a change in f,, and therefore n,. Similarly,
d&s int is associated with changes to the second internal
moment of f,, depicted in the second row of Fig. [I] for a
process that increases &, int, i-e., the Maxwellianized f,
spreads in velocity space.

To interpret d&, re1, Eq. @ shows S,y rel vanishes if
fo is a Maxwellian (fo = foa) [II]. Thus, d&; e
describes non-LTE physics.  Since a Maxwellian is
the highest kinetic entropy state for a fixed N, and
Eoint [6], d(Sov rel/N0)/dt > 0 implies f, evolves towards
Maxwellianity in the comoving frame, associated with
A€o re1 > 0, while d(Sgy re1/ne)/dt < 0 implies f, evolves
away from Maxwellianity and d€,,s < 0. A process
changing the shape of f, is depicted in the third row of
Fig. [1} where f, is initially Maxwellian and finally it is
not.

A concrete example showing that d&, e is associated
with f, changing shape is provided in Supplemental
Material E. d€, el is calculated analytically for a bi-
Maxwellian distribution with converging flow. It is shown
that the evolution of f, is consistent with the interpre-
tation in the previous paragraph.

Collisions directly change the shape of f,, so d€s re1 in-
cludes irreversible contributions if collisions are present.
However, since f, can change shape even in the perfectly
collisionless limit, d&, e also contains reversible effects.
Thus, the term is not purely irreversible as previously

suggested [2].

dQ, describes non-Maxwellian features of f, that
cause a flux of energy per particle that changes 7, [see
Eq. ] dQy re1 is analogous: non-Maxwellian features in
higher order internal moments produce a flux that modi-
fies internal moments of f, other than n, and 7. Qs con
describes both intra- and inter-species collisions, as op-
posed to solely inter-species arising in Eq. (1f). This is
because both collision types can change higher order in-
ternal moments of f,, while elastic intra-species collisions
conserve energy.

We demonstrate key results of the theory using sim-
ulations of reconnection. Data are from the simulation
in Ref. [24]. The code and numerical aspects are dis-
cussed there and in Supplemental Material F. The out-
of-plane current density J, around a reconnection X-line
at (2o, y0) is in Fig. 2f(a), with reversing magnetic field
lines in black and electron streamline segments in orange,
revealing typical profiles.

We first confirm relative energy changes are related to
f» evolving towards or away from LTE. Figure b) shows
the electron entropy-based Kaufmann and Paterson non-
Maxwellianity M. xp = (Senmr — Se)/[(3/2)kpne] [63, RY],
where s. comes from Eq. based on f., while scps
comes from Eq. based on f.j; in Eq. . It is a
measure of the temporally and spatially local departure
from LTE. Figure e) is the rate of relative energy per
particle d& re1/dt. Figure 2fi)-(1) are reduced electron
phase space densities f.(v;,v,) at the four color-coded
x’s along a streamline in Fig. [2[b).

Me, xp and d& re1/dt together reveal whether f, is lo-
cally in LTE [panel (b)] and whether it is evolving to-
wards or away from LTE [(e)]. Just upstream of the
electron diffusion region (EDR) (Jz — 29| < 1,045 <
ly—yo| < 1), electrons get trapped by the upstream mag-
netic field [34], so f. becomes non-Maxwellian [dark red
in (b)], with f. elongated in the parallel direction [(i)].
Thus, in the comoving frame, as a fluid element convects
towards the X-line from upstream, f. evolves away from
Maxwellianity, consistent with (e) where d& re1/dt < 0.
Continuing towards the X-line, f. develops striations [(j)]
due to electrons becoming demagnetized in the reversed
magnetic field [90, @I]. This is associated with evolution
away from LTE [blue in (e)]. Downstream of the X-line,
there is a red patch in (e) at |z — zo| ~ 1.25, |y — yo| =~
0 where electrons thermalize (Maxwellianize) [92], 93],
which is seen in f. [(k)]. Just downstream from there
(|lx — zo| =~ 1.8), fe evolves away from LTE where elec-
trons begin to remagnetize at the downstream edge of
the EDR [92], ©04] [(1)]. These results confirm the sign
of d€; re1 identifies whether f, changes shape towards or
away from LTE in the comoving frame.

Next, we demonstrate the quantitative importance of
relative energy. Rates of work and internal energy per
particle are shown in Figs. [2c) and (d), respectively.
Cuts of these quantities through the X-line in the hori-
zontal and vertical directions, along with d&. e /dt, are
plotted in Figs. [2[(g) and (h), respectively. At the X-line,
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FIG. 2. Electron energy conversion in a PIC simulation of magnetic reconnection. (a) Out-of-plane current density J., with
projections of magnetic field lines and segments of electron velocity streamlines overplotted in black and orange, respectively.
(b) Electron entropy-based non-Maxwellianity Mk p,.. Time rates of change per particle of (c) work dW, /dt, (d) internal energy

dEe,int/dt, and (e) relative energy d€e rei/dt. (f) logo[|(d€e re1/dt)/(dEe int/dt)|]-

1D cuts of the terms in panels (c)-(e) in the

(g) « and (h) y directions. (i)-(1) Reduced electron phase space density fe(ve,v.) at locations denoted by the colored x’s at the
top left of the plots corresponding to the x’s in panel (b) along a streamline.

the values are 0.031, 0.027, and —0.016, respectively, in
normalized code units. Their sum, 0.042, is the total rate
of energy per particle going into internal moments of elec-
trons. To see that relative energy is important, the stan-
dard approach using Eq. would say the energy rate
going into changing n. and 7. is 0.031 + 0.027 = 0.058,
38% higher than the total rate when relative energy is
included, which is a significant difference.

To assess its importance in other locations, Fig. f)
shows logyo[|(d€e re1/dt)/(dEe int/dt)|], with a color bar
saturated at £2 to better reveal details. Where internal
and relative energy changes are comparable are white.
Locations where |d€ rel| exceeds |d€ ing| are red, espe-
cially just upstream of the EDR. In the deep blue regions,
|d€e vel] K |dE¢int|- In the light blue regions, including
much of the EDR and island, |d& re| is at least 20% of
the magnitude of |d&€ int|. Thus, energy conversion asso-
ciated with non-LTE internal moments in reconnection
is broadly non-negligible, and can be locally significant
or even dominant.

We conclude with implications of the present results.
First, the theory applies for systems arbitrarily far from

LTE, so it could lead to significant advances compared to
manifestly perturbative theories [II B, [33]. An extensive
comparison to previous work is in Supplemental Mate-
rial G. For a physical process that changes both internal
energy and higher order moments, the theory captures
both and allows each to be calculated separately. Since
the theory contains all internal moments of f,, it over-
comes the closure problem.

It is important to note that internal energy per particle
Es,int 18 a state variable, meaning it is history indepen-
dent, but relative energy per particle £y re1 is not. Only
in special cases can relative energy per particle £, o1 be
calculated from f, at a particular time. Rather, only the
increment d&, o1 has an instantaneous physical meaning.
This was pointed out in Ref. [2], and used as motivation
to not employ relative entropy per particle because they
sought a thermodynamic theory of irreversible processes.
Our interpretation is distinctly different; we argue rela-
tive energy per particle not being a state variable reflects
the physical consequence that changing the shape of f,
is typically history dependent. Thus, a description re-
taining this history dependence is crucial for quantifying
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FIG. 3. Sketch illustrating energy conversion from Eq. .
Arrows show conversion channels between work (blue), heat
(pink), energy (orange), and collisions (green), with standard
channels in black and relative channels in red. The light blue
dashed arrow signifies how the relative terms couple to ther-
modynamic terms.

energy conversion into non-LTE internal moments.

Our results reveal that the standard treatment of en-
ergy conversion in Eq. needs to be expanded to ac-
curately describe energy conservation when not in LTE.
Since Eq. is equivalent to the first law of thermody-
namics, we argue Eq. is its kinetic theory general-
ization, which we dub “the first law of kinetic theory.”

A flow chart depicting energy conversion in non-LTE
systems is in Fig. Black arrows denote energy con-
version contained in thermodynamics, namely conversion
between heat, work, and internal energy, plus collisions.
Red arrows are for relative energy and heat associated
with non-LTE internal moments of f,. The dashed light
blue arrow denotes coupling between relative energy and
thermodynamic heat through the vector heat flux density
and Pi-D.

We expect the results to be useful when f, is reliably

measured, such as PIC and Vlasov/Boltzmann plasma
simulations and satellite observations [95, [06]. Satellites
measure f, with spatio-temporal resolution sufficient to
take gradients [97), 98] and compute kinetic entropy [29].
The theory may advance efforts using machine learning
to parametrize kinetic corrections to transport terms in
fluid models [99]. Generalizations of the present result
may be useful beyond plasma physics, such as many body
astrophysics [I00], micro- and nano-fluidics [10T], [102],
and quantum entanglement [42].

There are limitations of the present work. Each re-
striction to the theory before Eq. could be relaxed.
Relative energy describes energy conversion associated
with all non-LTE internal moments, but does not identify
which of the individual non-LTE internal moments con-
tribute; it would be interesting to address this in future
work, likely in context of recent theories of the velocity
space cascade [38] and/or Casimir invariants [5]. There
are settings for which f,ps is not the appropriate refer-
ence for f, [104] T05]; Ref. [2] employs a more general
reference f, than we use here; it would be interesting to
generalize the results for more general plasma-relevant
forms.
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A. Derivation of Kinetic Entropy Evolution
Equation

The evolution equation for the kinetic entropy density
so defined in Eq. (2) is obtained by taking its partial time
derivative and eliminating Jf, /0t using the Boltzmann
equation [T,

Ofs F, _
W+V‘Vfg+mig‘VUfo'*C[f}a (11)

where F is the sum of any body forces, V,, is the velocity
space gradient operator, and C|[f] is the inter- and intra-
species collision operator, yielding [2H4]

054
e : 0:.000 ) 12
T +V-J S0,coll (12)

where J , is the kinetic entropy density flux

3 3
A / v/, In (f“A e ”“) o (13)

and $, o1 is the local time rate of change of kinetic en-
tropy density through collisions,

3. A3
So,coll = —kp / C[f]In (W) v, (14)

Note, there is no term containing body forces such as the
electric and magnetic forces in Eq. because the force
term in Eq. identically vanishes in deriving Eq. .
An equivalent form of Eq. comes from writing v =
u, + v, in Eq. , which implies J o = SoUs + T o.th,
where the thermal kinetic entropy density flux Jo ¢ is
defined as

3. A3
T o = —kp /v;f,, In <f"A;;’A”") . (15)
Then, Eq. becomes [3]
054 )
W +V- (So’uo' + ja,th) = So,coll- (16)

This equation is in the stationary (Eulerian) reference
frame.

Here, we manipulate Eq. to derive an evolution
equation for kinetic entropy per particle s,/n, in a co-
moving (Lagrangian) frame [Eq. (3)]. Using the convec-
tive derivative d/dt = 0/0t+u, -V and dividing Eq.
by the density n, gives

idso + Sl(v . ua) + A ja,th _ éo’,coll ) (17)

ng dt Ny Ng Ny
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Using the continuity equation dn, /dt = —n,V -u, (since
N, is assumed constant), we get

1 dsa So dna V- ja th s-a' coll
il _ 22 = 18
n2 dt Ne Ny (18)

ng dt

Finally, the two terms on the left are equal to
d(sy/ns)/dt, which completes the derivation of Eq. (3).

We conclude this section with two important notes.
First, Eq. (2) is the “Boltzmann” form of kinetic en-
tropy density s,. For collisionless systems, any function
of f, is conserved, so other entropies could be defined
[B]. We choose the Boltzmann entropy because it re-
duces to the ideal fluid entropy density for a system in
LTE and, for collisional systems, the total Boltzmann
entropy S, = [ s,d*r obeys an H-theorem (S, is non-
decreasing in time) for a reasonably defined collision op-
erator [6]. Neither need be the case for other entropies.
The present analysis may be redone for other entropies
for future work.

Second, the approach we use remains valid even if there
is an entropy source in the Boltzmann equation beyond
collisions, such as due to boundaries of a finite domain.
Such sources can lead to non-conservation of total kinetic
entropy S, = [ s,dr even in collisionless systems [7],
but s, is local in space and time and therefore remains
well-defined.

B. Derivation of Generalized Work Term

Here, we derive Eq. (5a). Dividing both sides of
Eq. (4a) by n, and taking its total time derivative gives

d (ssp kg dn,
Z (2 ) - B0 1
i) 19

Ng ny dt

A brief derivation reveals this is equivalent to

o (22) = kan, 201, (20)

dt Ny dt

Defining V,, = 1/n, as the volume per particle, and using
P, = nykp7T,, the previous equation is equivalent to

i (‘M) — idw", (21)
dt \ ng To dt
where dW, = P,dV, = P,d(1/n,) is the non-LTE gen-
eralization of the work per particle done by the system.
To physically interpret this, note s,, is associated
with the number of permutations of particles in posi-
tion space that produce the same macrostate without
concern for their velocity [§]. The argument of the nat-
ural logarithm in s,,/n, = —kpln(n,A%r,/N,) is al-
ways between 0 and 1, so sop/ne is non-negative and is
a strictly decreasing function of n,. Thus, local com-
pression (dW, = P,dV, < 0) increases n, and decreases
Sop/Ne [i-€., d(Sop/ne)/dt < 0], while local expansion
(dWs = P,dV, > 0) decreases n, and increases s,p/ng
[i.e., d(sop/m)/dt > 0].
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C. Derivation of Generalized Energy Term

We next derive Eq. (5b). We decompose the velocity
space kinetic entropy density S, in Eq. (4b) as sy, =
Sov,& + Sow,rel,s where

3
Sov,& = _kB/faln <fUJVIAUU> d3’07 (22)

No

Sov,rel = _kB/fU In (f:fj\/[) d31}, (23)

where f,pr is the Maxwellianized distribution of f, de-
fined in Eq. (8). The relative entropy is related to the
Kullback-Leibler divergence [9] from information theory
which is a measure of the statistical difference between
a two probability distributions, and has been extensively
used in a variety of fields, such as statistical mechanics,
applied mathematics, chemistry, biology, quantum infor-
mation theory, and economics [2, 1T0HI9]. Substituting
Eq. (8) into Eq. and carrying out straight-forward
manipulations gives

M:ng |:1+1n<

- 2mki Ty )} (24)

me(A3v)2/3

Its Lagrangian time derivative immediately gives

g (‘W) - idg‘fﬁi“t7 (25)

dt \ neg Ts dt
where d€q int = (3/2)kpdT, is the increment in internal
energy per particle. This reproduces Eq. (5b). Thus,
d(sgv.e/ne)/dt > 0 implies the effective temperature in-
creases, while d(syy,e/n5)/dt < 0 implies the effective
temperature decreases. Physically, s, is associated with
the number of permutations of particles of different ve-
locities in a given position in phase space that produces
the same macrostate [3].

D. Derivation of Generalized Heat Term

We now derive Eq. (5¢). We find it is advantageous to
decompose V - J ;1 using Eq. as

V- jo',th = (V . JU,th)W + (V . JU,th)S + (V . Jo’,th()rel)a
26

where
(V- Toudw = —ks / (Fov) -

3 3
v {m (Wﬂ d3v,(27a)

(V- Tode = ~kn [ [V (vo't2)]

<faMA3TJA3’Uo'
In|{ ———

N > d3v, (27b)



and (V - Join)rel is defined in Eq. (7).
equivalent forms of

(V . jcr,th)rel =

The latter has

: uasau,rel)

—kB /V - (vfy)In (ffju) d3v,

= _Sav,rel(v . ua)

[ vnm{f@)fu

which may be useful in applications depending on which
quantities are easiest to measure in a given system.

We first treat (V - Jon)w/ne. The gradient of the
term in brackets in Eq. is (1/f5)Vf,. Using v/ =
VvV — u,, straight-forward manipulations give

(V- Toadw _ d(1 /o)

—kpng———=,
Ny Bl

—kJBV Uy = (28)
where we use the continuity equation to eliminate V- u,.
Therefore, this term describes the non-LTE generaliza-
tion of heating associated with compression or expan-
sion, with the same form as d(s,p/n.)/dt in Eq. but
with the opposite sign. This motivates our use of the W
subscript.

Turning to (V- Totn)e/ne, we use Eq. (8) to write

Eq. (27Db)) as

(v Jo’th

Ny
In naASTUA%a My 3/2 myv’? o
ch 271’]637; 2]€B7:7 ’

The term in square brackets is independent of v and
hence comes out of the integral, and the remaining part
of that integral is [V - (v}, f5)d3v = 0. Manipulations of
the remaining term after integration by parts gives

(V-Toun)e V- (qa/T)

No

VUI2
2n0/f0 0'|: g -

where q, is the vector heat flux density defined after
Eq. (1). Using index notation and the Einstein summa-
tion convention,

v2VT,
77

} d*(29)

o vl ) ol gk
2 _ ok ok _ o
Vzlf'vvtlr - U;jT = 20 Vs Uk: 8 = —2v, Vs j (lﬂc a
where we use 0v/ . /0r; = 0(vk — Uok)/O0r; = —OUsk/OT;

in the last equality. Carrying out the remaining integrals
and simplifying gives

(v'ja,th)g :v'qo (PU'V)'U
Ne NoTo Mo To

Comparing the right hand side of Eq. with Eq. (1),
we see both terms appear directly in the internal energy

(30)
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equation with the opposite sign, motivating the choice of
the subscript £. This term describes heat per particle
that changes only the effective temperature. A negative
value of (V- J s.tn)e/ne drives increasing 75, and a pos-
itive value drives decreasing 7.

A consequence of Eq. is that (V- T otn)w/ne =

—(Py/n6sT5)V -1, sO
(v'jo,th)w+(v'«ja,th)£ _ V-as | 151 Dojk
Ng No Mo To neTs
1 d9,
= 1
T, dt (31)

where we use the known decompos1t10n (P, V) -u, =
PU(V . ug) + Hg’jk'DJ’jk, with Hg’jk = a'jk P (Sjk be-
ing elements of the deviatoric pressure tensor II, D, j, =
(1/2) (D1 /011 + ButoreOr5) — (1/3)0,1(V - ) being -
ements of the traceless symmetric strain rate tensor D,
and ¢;;, being the Kroenecker delta [3} [20]. This deriva-
tion provides the expression given in Eq. (5¢).

E. Derivation of Relative Energy Per Particle Rate
for a Bi-Maxwellian Plasma

Here we derive the rate of relative energy per particle
change d&; ye1/dt for a bi-Maxwellian initial phase space
density. Consider a purely collisionless system in which
the initial f, is bi-Maxwellian with a converging bulk
flow u(r,t). We define z as the parallel direction ||,
and y as perpendicular L directions, and 7'y and T} as
the uniform temperatures in the L and || directions. The
initial phase space density is

1/2
n m m
(27TkBTL> (27‘(]1737])

e—m[(vz—u1)2+(vy—uy)2]/2kBTJ_ e—m(vz—uz)2/2k€§"2)

fbi]\/l =

where n is the initial number density and the constituent
mass is m. The Maxwellianized distribution for this sys-
tem has the form of Eq. (8) with effective temperature
T = (2TL +1T))/3. Then,

n(fbiM) . T3/2 m(vi + v)?) { T —
v TLTHI/z 2kp T, (2T, JrT”)
v [ 2T - Tj) ]
2kp TH(QTLﬂLTH)

’ and a straight-forward derivation using Eq. (6) yields

§<%>1/3+ <1T1'> ].(33)

The Lagrangian time derivative of this equation, after
some algebra, gives

Sv,rel 3
rel —_Zkpl
n 2B "

sy gy (2T (LT LT
at\n )P \or, +T)) \TL dt  T) dt )

(34)




The thermal evolution equations in a collisionless gy-
rotropic system, which follow directly from the second
parallel and perpendicular moments of the collisionless
Boltzmann equation, are written in terms of parallel and
perpendicular pressures as [21] 22]

apy .

7 +PV-u+2P[z(z-V)]-u = 0, (35a)
dP
L 4oP V.u—P [2(2-V)]-u = 0, (35b)

dt

where PJ_ = nkBTJ_ and P = nkgT|. Substituting these
into Eq. ( gives

d Sv,rel 11H - TJ— 8“’2
& ; — -\ (v, . 2
dt( n ) k5 (2TL Ty )\ TVt )

(36)

where u; = u — Zu,. Finally, using Eq. (9a

) to relate
this to d€, ve1/dt gives

1) ( ~ %”‘Z) (37)

To interpret this result physically, suppose T} > T/ .
First consider a bulk flow profile u = u, that is isotrop-
ically converging in the zy plane. Compression leads
to heating, but only in the perpendicular direction [23].
Thus, f, becomes more Maxwellian. From Eq. .,
both T} — T and the bulk velocity term are positive, so
d€s re1/dt > 0, consistent with energy going into higher
order moments making f, more Maxwellian. Now con-
sider converging bulk flow in the z direction. The com-
pression heats the distribution in the parallel direction,
so f, becomes more elongated in the parallel direction,
i.e., less Maxwellian. From Eq. , T — T, is positive
but the bulk velocity term is negative, so this evolution
away from Maxwellianity is consistent with d&, ye/dt
being negative. This example illustrates general fea-
tures: d€, ve1/dt > 0 is associated with energy conversion
making higher moments of f, evolve to become more
Maxwellian, and vice-versa.

dga,rel
dt

1
— S k(T
ke

F. Numerical Simulation Methodology

Details of the simulation in addition to what follows
are available in Ref. [24]. We use the massively paral-
lel particle-in-cell code p3d [25] to perform simulations
that are 3D in velocity-space and 2.5D in position-space.
Periodic boundary conditions are used in both spatial
directions. The code uses the relativistic Boris particle
stepper [20] for stepping particles forward in time, while
the trapezoidal leapfrog method [27] is utilized for step-
ping electromagnetic fields forward in time. The fields
have a time-step half of that of the particles. The multi-
grid method [28] is used to clean the electric field E to
enforce Poisson’s equation every 10 particle time-steps.

Simulation results are presented in normalized units.
The reference magnetic field By is the initial asymptotic
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magnetic field strength. The reference number density
ng is the peak current sheet number density minus the
asymptotic background number density. Length scales
are normalized to the ion inertial scale djy = c¢/wpio,
where wpip = (47m0q§/mi)1/2 is the ion plasma fre-
quency (in cgs units), ¢; is the ion charge, m; is the
ion mass, and c is the speed of light. Velocities are
normalized to the Alfvén speed ca9 = Bo/(4mming)*/?.
Times are normalized to the inverse ion cyclotron fre-
quency Q0 = (qiBo/m;c)~'. Temperatures are nor-
malized to m;c4,/kp. Current densities are normal-
ized to ¢By/4md;y. Reduced phase space densities, with
one velocity dimension integrated out, are normalized to
no/c?%,- Energy per particle conversion rates are given in
units of Q.0 B2 /4mng.

The initial condition has two oppositely directed cur-
rent sheets with drifting Maxwellian initial distributions.
The magnetic field profile is a double tanh with no ini-
tial out-of-plane (guide) magnetic field. The current
sheet thickness is wy = 0.5, the background density is
Nyp = 0.2, and the electron and ion temperatures are
1/12 and 5/12, respectively. A magnetic perturbation
of amplitude 0.05 seeds an X-line/O-line pair in each of
the two current sheets. The simulation system size is
L, x L, = 12.8 x 6.4, where x and y are the outflow
and inflow directions, respectively. The speed of light ¢
is 15 and the electron to ion mass ratio is m./m; = 0.04.
There are 1024 x 512 grid cells initialized with 25,600
weighted particles per grid (PPG), which is chosen to
be very large to decrease particle noise. The grid-length
A in both directions is 0.0125, which is smaller than the
smallest length scale which is the electron Debye length of
0.0176. The time-step At is 0.001, which is smaller than
the smallest time scale which is the inverse of electron
plasma frequency of 0.012. Our choice of these numeri-
cal parameters results in a total energy increase by only
0.022% by t = 14.

All plots display data from only the lower current sheet
at time ¢ = 13, when the rate of reconnection is in-
creasing most rapidly in time. To reduce PIC noise for
all quantities plotted other than phase space densities,
the raw quantities are recursively smoothed four times
over a width of four cells, then any temporal or spatial
derivatives are carried out, and then the results are again
smoothed recursively four times over four cells. For tem-
poral derivatives, the presented data is calculated from a
finite difference between ¢ = 12 and 14 (on ion cyclotron
time scales). The results are compared to those obtained
from a finite difference between ¢t = 12.96 and 13.04 (elec-
tron time scales), and the results are found to differ by
less than 5%; this change is deemed inconsequential for
the present purposes.

Kinetic entropy is calculated in the simulations em-
ploying the implementation from Ref. [29]. Optimization
of the velocity-space grid [30] is done by checking the
agreement between the kinetic entropy density for elec-
trons s, calculated by the simulation for various Av, and
the theoretical value at t = 0. We find an optimal Av, of



1.33 which leads to an initial agreement to within 1% in
the upstream region and +3% at the center of the current
sheet. For plots of reduced electron phase space densi-
ties, we use a domain of size 0.0625 x 0.0625 centered
at the location of interest. Particles are binned with a
velocity space bin of size 0.1 in all velocity directions.

G. Additional Comments on the Relation to
Previous Work

Here, we put our result in context of previous work on
related topics.

e Energy Conversion in §f, Kinetic Theory
and Gyrokinetics: We first compare the present
work with previous work on energy conversion in
linearized kinetic theory and gyrokinetics [31H34].
Consider a linear expansion of the phase space den-
sity about its Maxwellianized distribution, so that
fo = forr +0fs, and 0f, < fopr- A straight-
forward calculation using Eq. reveals that the
linearized relative entropy 0544 rel is

(0f5)?
5301} rel =~ _k / 2faM (38)

In linear theory, the density and temperature in
foar are their equilibrium values, which we call n,q
and T, respectively. Then, the linearized equa-
tion describing the relative energy increment using
Eq. (9a) is

dga,rel ~ d(sav,rel/no’O)
a7 dt '

(39)

Since the equilibrium temperature does not change
to low order in linear theory, n,q and T, are con-
stant in time, so integrating Eq. (39)) in time gives

TO‘O
550,rc1 = — 550v,rc1
Noo

_kBTO'O/((SfU) d5 (4())

Neo 2fo‘M

1

where we use Eq. .

In comparison, the free energy in a & f, linearized
thermodynamic approach [31] [kine in their Eq. (7)]
was derived to be

Kint = kBTO/ g}fiw dv (41)

and in a gyrokinetic analysis of energy conversion
[32, 33], the comparable term from the free energy
{the first term of W in Eq. (74) from Ref. [33]} is

W = /dBTZ/kBTOU 2foM (42)
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Clearly, the linearized relative energy per particle
0Esrel in Eq. is related to the free energy in
the §f, thermodynamic and the gyrokinetic ap-
proaches. In particular, kingy = —Ne06Es e and
W =— [d3 > ny00Esre. [Note, the relative en-
tropy term differs from the nonlinear term used in
Ref. [35] that reproduces Eq. when linearized;
theirs is related to Mg p rather than the relative en-
ergy term.] The sign difference is a result of 6y rel
measuring the energy going into the random energy
of the particles, while ki, and W describe energy
going into the bulk flow energy and magnetic fields
from the particles. Thus, the present work is consis-
tent with previous work, and generalizes these lin-
ear approaches for phase space densities arbitrarily
far from LTE.

Previous Schematics of Energy Conversion:
We now put the sketch of energy conversion in
Fig. 3 in the context of previous sketches about
energy conversion in plasmas. It is similar to Fig. 1
in Ref. [20], except theirs is averaged over a closed
or periodic domain so the heat flux does not con-
tribute, theirs includes conversion into bulk ki-
netic energy and electromagnetic energy which are
omitted from the present treatment for simplicity,
and ours includes collisions. The key difference
is the additional energy conversion channel associ-
ated with relative energy and heat that arise from
our analysis as another possible energy conversion
channel.

Another related sketch is Fig. 4 in Ref. [36], which
describes energy conversion in weakly collisional
turbulent plasmas. There, electromagnetic fields
play a key role in converting energy to non-thermal
(non-LTE) energy in the plasma, which ultimately
produce irreversible dissipation through the colli-
sions. The present work treats only internal mo-
ments of the phase space density, which formally
has only indirect input from body forces [which,
for example, do not appear in Eq. (1)]. Thus, our
result is in many ways complementary to the re-
search done on the field-particle correlation [37]. It
would be interesting and important to unite the
two approaches in future work.

The Velocity Space Cascade and Hermite
Expansions of f,: An important approach that
has previously been used to study non-LTE energy
conversion is to take a local phase space density
and expand the velocity space part in Hermite poly-
nomials [38440]. The coefficients in the expansion
provide information about how non-Maxwellian the
system is at that location in space and time. In
a weakly collisional or collisionless system, many
phase space densities develop sharp structures in
velocity space, which shows up as a cascade of
power into the higher order coefficients in the ex-
pansion.



It would be tempting to associate the power in non-
LTE modes, called the enstrophy in Ref. [38], with
the relative energy per particle in the present anal-
ysis, but this association is not possible. The rea-
son is that the enstrophy is a local quantity that
can be calculated for any phase space density, but
the relative energy per particle is history depen-
dent, so only changes to it can be uniquely de-
termined from the local phase space density at a
particular time. A phase space density becoming
more non-Maxwellian has an increase in enstrophy,
while it corresponds to a decrease in the relative
energy per particle because the Maxwellian is the
maximum entropy state. While associating the two
approaches in this manner is therefore not possible,
we do believe there are links between the two ap-
proaches which will be pursued in future studies.

Energy Conversion Using Other Entropies:
Recent work quantified non-LTE effects using non-
Boltzmann entropies for collisionless plasmas [5l
41]. In Ref. [5], energy conversion was parametrized
by moments of integer powers of f,, which are in-
variants in collisionless systems. In Ref. [41], it was
shown that power law entropies are well-suited for
describing power law tails during non-thermal par-
ticle acceleration. As pointed out there, these terms
provide information about the shape of the phase
space density, so there are some similarities about
the aims of the two studies despite their different
approaches.

The formulation here using the Boltzmann en-
tropy is related to these invariants, as an ex-
pansion of the natural logarithm in powers of
f» inside the kinetic entropy density s, =
—kg [ fo In(fsA3r,A%v, /N,)d?v yields integrals
over all integer powers of f,, as done in Ref. [5].
Consequently, the form derived here based on
Boltzmann entropy without expanding the natural
logarithm automatically contains the information
about all of the power law invariants for collision-
less systems. Ref. [5] is important for identifying
how the energy is contained in different individual
invariants, which is not possible in the present for-
mulation. However, our results can readily be used
for collisional systems even though powers of f, are
no longer invariants.

Extended Irreversible Thermodynamics
(EIT): EIT begins with the kinetic entropy
evolution equation [Eq. (I2)] and employs a per-
turbative expansion of f,, and the terms of higher
order represent corrections to the first law of
thermodynamics. This is very important because
the corrections are in terms of fluid moments of
fo, so a direct measurement of f, is not necessary.
The advantage of the present analysis is that all
internal moments are retained, so there is no need
to be near LTE.
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We also point out that the phase space density f,
inside the natural logarithm in the general expres-
sion for J,n [Eq. ] is expanded about the
Maxwellianized distribution f,5; in EIT. The low-
est order term in this expansion is [3]

A3r, A3
Toa=—bu [ v;foln(f”M To U”)d%. (43)

No

A brief derivation using Eq. (8) reveals that J 5 4 =
do/Ts. In the present study, instead of decom-
posing f, inside J,tnh, we decompose f, inside
V- Tetn as Eq. . The difference here is that
T ,g = do/T5 from Eq. [@3)), so V- J, 4 contains
both a (V- q,)/T, term and a —(q, - VT,)/T2
term. The latter term is included as an entropy
source term in the fluid form of EIT [3]. Eq. (30)
reveals that —(q, - V7,)/7T2 vanishes exactly when
all orders of non-LTE terms are retained so that it
should not be retained.

Quantum Statistical Mechanics: There are
similarities and differences of our results with a re-
cent independent analysis showing that the quan-
tum first law of thermodynamics can be obtained
from the quantum relative entropy [42]. In the clas-
sical limit, the density matrix p is analogous to
the distribution function f,/n, [43]. The maxi-
mally mixed state o,,, which has the highest en-
tropy, is analogous to the Maxwellianized distribu-
tion function f,ar/n,. The von Neumann entropy
S(p) = —tr[plnp] [44] is decomposed as S(p) =
Seross (P) - Srel(p)v where Scross(p) = —tY[P In O'm] is
the cross-entropy and S = tr[plnp — plnoy,,] =
—S(p) + Scross(p) is the relative entropy [42]. This
is similar to the decomposition done here for the ve-
locity space kinetic entropy per particle, $0 Scross(p)
is analogous to Syv.e/ne [Eq. (22))] and Siei(p) is
analogous to —Syy rel/No [EQ. (6)]. In Ref. [42], the
volume of the system was kept fixed for simplic-
ity, so there was no term analogous to the position
space entropy term in our analysis. Including this
term, which gives rise to work in the classical case,
is very straight-forward; indeed, it appears auto-
matically when the phase space density f, is em-
ployed instead of the distribution function f,/n,.
Undoubtedly the quantum statistical mechanical
approach can be generalized to include work done
on the system using open quantum mechanics [45].

For the classical case presented here, the physical
interpretation of the terms are able to be clearly
ascertained. This allows us to help elucidate the
physical interpretation of the terms in the quan-
tum statistical mechanics treatment [42]. The time
rate of change of the relative quantum entropy is
a measure of whether a system is evolving towards
or away from the maximally mixed state and the
rate at which it does so. Scaling it by the temper-
ature of the state described by o, gives the time



rate of change in the energy associated with non-
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equilibrium terms.
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