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Spatio-temporal evolution of large amplitude upper hybrid oscillations in a cold homogeneous plasma in the
presence of an inhomogeneous magnetic field is studied analytically and numerically using the Dawson sheet
model1. It is observed that the inhomogeneity in magnetic field which causes the upper hybrid frequency to
acquire a spatial dependence, results in phase mixing and subsequent breaking of the upper hybrid oscillations
at arbitrarily low amplitudes. This result is in sharp contrast to the usual upper hybrid oscillations in a
homogeneous magnetic field where the oscillations break within a fraction of a period when the amplitude
exceeds a certain critical value2. Our perturbative calculations show that the phase mixing (wave breaking)
time scales inversely with the amplitude of magnetic field inhomogeneity (∆) and amplitude of imposed
density perturbation (δ), and scales directly with the ratio of magnetic field inhomogeneity scale length to

imposed density perturbation scale length ((α/kL)
−1 ) as ωpeτmix ∼

(
1 + β2

)3/2
kL/(β

2δ∆α), where β is the
ratio of electron cyclotron frequency to electron plasma frequency. Further phase mixing time measured in
simulations, performed using a 1-1/2 D code based on Dawson sheet model1, shows good agreement with the
above mentioned scaling. This result may be of relevance to plasma based particle acceleration experiments
in the presence of a transverse inhomogeneous magnetic field.

I. INTRODUCTION

Spatio-temporal evolution of nonlinear plasma waves
and their breaking is a fascinating field of study due to
its wide ranging applications, for example in particle ac-
celeration schemes3–10, laser assisted fusion schemes11,12,
collisionless heating of plasma13–16, heating of solar
corona17–19 etc. It is well known that electrons in a cold
homogeneous plasma, when linearly or nonlinearly per-
turbed, exhibit large amplitude oscillations at the usual
plasma frequency given by ω2

pe = 4πn0e
2/m where ωpe is

the electron plasma frequency, e the electron charge, n0

the background ion density and m is the mass of an elec-
tron, provided the amplitude of the perturbation is below
a critical value | δne/n0 |< 0.5 (Here ions are assumed to
be infinitely massive). This was shown independently by
Dawson20 and Davidson et. al.2 by performing a nonlin-
ear analysis of the Fluid-Maxwell set of equations using
Lagrange variable technique. Beyond this critical ampli-
tude, the waves/oscillations break2,20 within a period.
It was further shown by Davidson et. al.2 that in

the presence of an uniform transverse external magnetic
field, plasma electrons, when linearly or nonlinearly per-
turbed, exhibit upper hybrid oscillations at a frequency
ω2
uh0 = ω2

pe + ω2
ce0, where ωce0 = eB0/mc, B0 being the

external magnetic field and c is speed of light in vac-
uum, provided the amplitude of perturbation is below
a critical limit given by | δne/n0 |< (1 + ω2

ce0/ω
2
pe)/2
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(assuming there is no initial shear in the electron fluid
velocity). As before, beyond this critical amplitude the
oscillations/waves break within a period.

The effect of spatial inhomogeneity in the external
magnetic field on upper hybrid oscillations was analyt-
ically studied by Maity et. al.21. Following an analysis
similar to that used by Infield et.al.22 for electron plasma
oscillations in a cold unmagnetized plasma with inho-
mogeneous density, Maity et. al.21 presented an exact
solution to the problem of upper-hybrid oscillations in
an inhomogeneous magnetic field in parametric form. It
was found that, inclusion of inhomogeneity in the exter-
nal magnetic field inevitably results in breaking of the
upper-hybrid oscillations at arbitrarily low amplitudes
via the process of phase mixing, a result which is in sharp
contrast to the usual upper hybrid oscillations in an uni-
form external magnetic field, where, as mentioned above,
coherent oscillations are sustained below a certain crit-
ical amplitude2. Physically, the magnetic field inhomo-
geneity causes the electron cyclotron frequency to acquire
spatial dependency, making the upper-hybrid frequency
space dependent ( i.e. ω2

uh(x) = ω2
pe + ω2

ce(x) where
ωce(x) = eB(x)/mc ). As a result electron fluid elements
located at different spatial positions oscillate at differ-
ent local frequency, resulting in mixing of their phases20.
Eventually the neighbouring oscillators go out of phase
and cross each other, resulting in destruction of the co-
herent motion i.e breaking of the wave/oscillation. The
electron density exhibits a singularity at this point. This
is the well known phenomenon of wave breaking via the
process of phase mixing21–26, and the time taken for the
wave to break is known as the phase-mixing time. This
physics of phase mixing process, which depends only on
spatial variation of the characteristic frequency, is rele-
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vant for both non-relativistic and relativistic plasmas27.
The problem of electrostatic waves (upper-hybrid waves)
propagating perpendicular to an inhomogeneous mag-
netic field has recently acquired prominence because of
its application to particle acceleration experiments28

In this paper, we present a detailed numerical simu-
lation of upper hybrid oscillations in both homogeneous
and inhomogeneous magnetic field using a 1-1/2 D code
based on the Dawson sheet model1. For both the cases
analytical solutions presented in references2,21 are first
reproduced here using the physically appealing Dawson
sheet model1, and thereafter simulation results are com-
pared with the analytical results. In section II, equations
governing the evolution of upper-hybrid oscillations are
described in terms of Dawson sheet coordinates. In sec-
tion III, exact solution describing large amplitude upper
hybrid oscillations in a homogeneous magnetic field is
presented and conditions ( inequalities ) for sustained
coherent motion is derived in terms of sheet coordinates.
The upper hybrid oscillations break when these inequal-
ities are violated. In section IV, exact solution of the
sheet equations describing upper hybrid oscillations in
an inhomogeneous magnetic field is presented in para-
metric form. In order to elucidate the physics described
by the exact solution presented in section IV, in subsec-
tion IVA we perform a perturbative analysis of the same
equations and present an explicit expression for phase
mixing time, clearly exhibiting its dependence on the am-
plitude and scale length of both the magnetic field inho-
mogeneity and imposed density perturbation. In section
V we describe our simulations, where we excite upper-
hybrid oscillations by perturbing the number density of
electron sheets and study the spatio-temporal evolution
of these oscillations. Simulation results for the homoge-
neous case are first compared with the analytical results.
Next the affect of spatial inhomogeneity in the external
magnetic field on the excited upper hybrid oscillations is
described. It is found that upon introduction of a spatial
inhomogeneity in the external magnetic field, the excited
upper hybrid oscillations break at arbitrary low ampli-
tudes. To explore the mechanism of breaking, the time
taken by two adjacent sheets to cross over (phase mixing
/ wave breaking time)29 is measured in simulations. Sim-
ulation results showing the dependence of phase mixing
time ( wave breaking time ) on the density perturbation
amplitude, the magnetic field inhomogeneity scale length
and the magnetic field inhomogeneity amplitude are then
presented. Finally in Sec. VI we summarize our results.

II. GOVERNING EQUATIONS AND SHEET MODEL
DESCRIPTION OF UPPER-HYBRID OSCILLATIONS

In Eulerian coordinates, in the presence of an exter-
nal magnetic field ( taken along z direction ), the space
time evolution of upper-hybrid mode under electrostatic

approximation is governed by the following equations2:

∂ne

∂t
+

∂

∂x
(nevx) = 0 (1)

∂vx
∂t

+ vx
∂vx
∂x

= −E − βvy (2)

∂vy
∂t

+ vx
∂vy
∂x

= βvx (3)

∂E

∂x
= (ni − ne) (4)

where Eq.(1) is the electron continuity equation, Eq.(2)
and Eq.(3) are respectively the x and y component of mo-
mentum equation and Eq.(4) is the Poisson’s equation,
with the symbols having their usual meaning. Here ions
are assumed to be stationary with uniform density n0,
thus providing a uniform static neutralizing background.
In the above equations, we have used the following nor-
malization t → ωpet , x → kLx , v → kLv/ωpe , ne →
ne/n0 , E → kLeE/mω2

pe and β = ωce/ωpe , ωce =
eB0/mc. Here kL is the mode number of the imposed
density perturbation. We now introduce Lagrange co-
ordinates (x0, τ) ( Dawson coordinates1,20 ), which are
related to the Euler coordinates (x, t) as

x = x0 + ξ(x0, τ), t = τ (5)

Defining vx(x0, τ) = ∂ξ/∂τ , Eqs.(1) - (4), respectively
transform as

ne(x0, τ) =

[
1 +

∂ξ

∂x0

]−1

(6)

ξ̈ = −ξ − βvy (7)

v̇y = βξ̇ (8)

E(x0, τ) = ξ (9)

where ’dot’ represents derivative w.r.t Lagrange time τ .
The above equations (Eq.(6)- Eq.(9)) are amenable to

a neat geometrical interpretation, as shown in the Fig.(1).
Here electrons are assumed to be infinite sheets of charge
embedded in a cold immobile positive ion background20.
x0 (shown as solid vertical line) and ξ(x0, τ) (shown as
dotted vertical line), are respectively the equilibrium po-
sition and displacement from the equilibrium position of
an electron sheet. Equilibrium position of an electron
sheet coincides with the position of an ion. The exter-
nal magnetic field is taken along the z direction and in
Fig.(1) it is shown to be inhomogeneous along x direc-
tion. Counting the number of sheets per unit length at
any time τ , immediately leads to Eq.(6)30, whereas the
displacement of a sheet from its equilibrium position at
any time τ gives the electric field (Eq.(9)) at the loca-
tion of the sheet at that time. This is true provided
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FIG. 1: Dawson sheet model; here orange solid lines
represent the equilibrium postions of the electron sheets

and the blue dotted lines represent the displaced
postion of the electron sheets. The external magnetic
field is directed along the z-axis. The green wavy line
represent the inhomogeneity in the magnetic field along

the x-axis, which is the case treated in section IV

the ordering of sheets is maintained1. Eqs.(7) and (8)
are respectively the x and y component of equation of

motion of the oscillating sheets. The above set of equa-
tions (Eqs.(6) - (9)) constitute the Dawson sheet model
description of upper-hybrid oscillations. It is clear from
above that with the knowledge of ξ(x0, τ), evolution of
large amplitude upper hybrid oscillations can be studied
in terms of oscillating motion of electron sheets about
their equilibrium positions. In the following sections, III
and IV, we respectively present exact solutions of the
sheet equations with homogeneous and inhomogeneous
magnetic field.

III. HOMOGENEOUS MAGNETIC FIELD

With an uniform external magnetic field, Eq. (7) and
(8), may be combined to give a simple harmonic oscillator
equation as follows

ξ̈ + ω2
uhξ = −βVy(x0) (10)

where Vy(x0) = vy0 − βξ0, vy0 = vy(x0, 0), ξ0 = ξ(x0, 0)
and ω2

uh = 1 + β2. Solving Eq.(10), the expression for
ξ(x0, τ) may be written as

ξ(x0, τ) =

[
ξ0 +

β

ω2
uh

Vy(x0)

]
cos (ωuhτ) +

Vx(x0)

ωuh
sin (ωuhτ)−

β

ω2
uh

Vy(x0) (11)

where Vx(x0) = vx(x0, 0). Eq.(11) clearly shows that, even in the nonlinear case, electron sheets execute simple
harmonic motion about their mean position with upper-hybrid frequency (ω2

uh = 1 + β2). This, of course, is true,
provided the ordering of electrons in the x direction is maintained. Using the above expression for ξ(x0, τ) and using
Eqs.(6 - 9), the expressions for electron density, x and y component of electron fluid velocity and electric field in
Lagrange coordinates, may respectively be written as follows

ne(x0, τ) =
1[

1 + ∂
∂x0

{(
ξ0 +

β
ω2

uh
Vy(x0)

)
cos(ωuhτ) +

Vx(x0)
ωuh

sin(ωuhτ)− β
ω2

uh
Vy(x0)

}] (12)

vx(x0, τ) = −ωuh

[
ξ0 +

β

ω2
uh

Vy(x0)

]
sin (ωuhτ) + Vx(x0) cos(ωuhτ) (13)

vy(x0, τ) = β

[{
ξ0 +

β

ω2
uh

Vy(x0)

}
cos (ωuhτ) +

Vx(x0)

ωuh
sin (ωuhτ)

]
+

Vy(x0)

ω2
uh

(14)

E(x0, τ) =

[
ξ0 +

β

ω2
uh

Vy(x0)

]
cos (ωuhτ) +

Vx(x0)

ωuh
sin (ωuhτ)−

β

ω2
uh

Vy(x0) (15)

and the transformation equations relating Lagrange to Euler coordinates may be written as

x = x0 +

[
ξ0 +

β

ω2
uh

Vy(x0)

]
cos (ωuhτ) +

Vx(x0)

ωuh
sin (ωuhτ)−

β

ω2
uh

Vy(x0) (16)

t = τ (17)

Therefore with the knowledge of ξ0 = ξ(x0, 0), Vx(x0)
and Vy(x0), which may respectively be obtained from

initial electron density and velocity profiles, Eqs.(12 -
15) along with the transformation relations Eq.(16) and
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(17) completely describe the spatio-temporal (x, t) evolu-
tion of large amplitude upper-hybrid oscillations in a cold
plasma with spatially uniform external magnetic field. As
mentioned above, this description of coherent upper hy-
brid oscillations holds provided the ordering of electron

sheets is maintained at all times i.e (∂ξ/∂x0) > −120.
This is directly related to the positivity of electron num-
ber density at all times (Eq.(6)). It thus follows from
Eq.(11) that coherent oscillations can exist only if the
initial conditions satisfy the following inequalities

ne(x0, 0)

[
1− β

∂vy(x0, 0)

∂x0

]
>

(1− β2)

2
(18)

∣∣∣∣ne(x0, 0)
∂vx(x0, 0)

∂x0

∣∣∣∣ <

[
2

{
ne(x0, 0)− βne(x0, 0)

∂vy(x0, 0)

∂x0

}
− (1− β2)

]1/2
(19)

The above inequalities are equivalent to the inequalities
Eq.(52) and Eq.(53) presented in chapter 3 of reference2;
the equivalence may be shown in the same way as pre-
sented in reference31 (in present article β, by definition,
is a positive quantity whereas, in chapter 3 of reference2

ωce is negative, by definition). Violation of the above
inequalities lead to the breaking of upper hybrid oscilla-
tions.

IV. INHOMOGENEOUS MAGNETIC FIELD

In the presence of an inhomogeneous magnetic field
of the form B = B0 [1 + ∆cos(αx)], ∆ being the am-

plitude of magnetic field inhomogeneity and α−1 being
the magnetic field inhomogeneity scale length, the sheet
equations (Eq.(7) and Eq.(8)) respectively stand as

ξ̈ = −ξ − β [1 + ∆cosα (x0 + ξ)] vy (20)

v̇y = β [1 + ∆cosα (x0 + ξ)] ξ̇ (21)

where x = x0 + ξ(x0, τ) has been used. Combining the
above equations, we get

ξ̈ + ω2
uhξ = −β2

[
Vy(x0)

β
+∆

{
Vy(x0)

β
cosα(x0 + ξ) +

1

α
sinα(x0 + ξ) + ξ cosα(x0 + ξ)

}
+

∆2

2α
sin 2α(x0 + ξ)

]
(22)

where Vy(x0) = vy0 − β [ξ0 + (∆/α) sinα(x0 + ξ0)]. For ∆ = 0, Eq.(22) reduces to Eq.(10). Using initial density
as ne(x, 0) = n0 [1 + δ cos(x)] in Eq.(9) gives ξ0 = −δ sin(x0 + ξ0). Here δ is the amplitude of density perturbation
and x → kLx, k

−1
L being the scale length of density perturbation. The initial velocity profile is taken as vx(x0, 0) =

vy(x0, 0) = 0. Now redefining Lagrange coordinate as xl = x0 + ξ0, and ϕ = ξ − ξ0, the first integral Eq. (22) gives

ϕ̇2 = f (xl, ϕ) (23)

where

f (xl, ϕ) = −(1 + β2)ϕ2 + 2ϕδ sin(xl)−
2β2∆ϕ

α
(sin(α(xl + ϕ)− sin(αxl))

+
β2∆2

2α2
{cos(2α(xl + ϕ)) + 2 cos(αϕ)− 2 + cos(2αxl)− 2 cos(α(2xl + ϕ))} (24)

Finally treating these redefined variables (xl, ϕ) as parameters, the expression for electron density ( Eq.(6) ) can be
reduced to a quadrature as follows,

x = xl + ϕ (25)

t =

∫ ϕ

0

dϕ′
[
f (xl, ϕ

′)
]− 1

2

(26)

ne =
1 + δ cos(xl)[

1 + ∂ϕ
∂xl

] (27)



5

where

∂ϕ

∂xl
=

[
f(xl, ϕ)

]1/2 ∫ ϕ

0

1[
f(xl, ϕ′)

]3/2
[
δϕ′ cos(xl)− β2∆ϕ′ {(cosα(xl + ϕ′)− cos(αxl)}

− β2∆2

2α2
{sin 2α(xl + ϕ′) + sin(2αxl)− 2 sinα(2xl + ϕ′)}

]
dϕ′

(28)

-0.3 -0.2 -0.1 0 0.1 0.2 0.3

-0.2

0

0.2

/
 

3 /4
/4

/2

0, ,27 /4

5 /4

3 /2

FIG. 2: Phase space plot (ϕ, ϕ̇) for δ = 0.45, ∆ = 0.1,
α = 1.0, and β2 = 3

Eq.(25 - 28) represent spatio-temporal evolution of elec-
tron density in the inhomogeneous case, in parametric
form x = x(xl, ϕ), t = t(xl, ϕ) and n = n(xl, ϕ). The
nature of the solution may be seen from fig.(2) where the

phase space trajectories (ϕ, ϕ̇) have been plotted for dif-
ferent values of xl ( initial positions of different electron
sheets). It is clear from fig.(2), that although motion of
each electron sheet is periodic in nature, its time period
is dependent on its initial spatial position21,22. In order
to physically illustrate the consequence of this, in the fol-

lowing subsection we present approximate expressions for
frequency of oscillation of an electron sheet and electron
number density explicitly showing their dependence on
(xl, τ).

A. Approximate Analysis

In order to make the solution physically transparent,
we express the spatio-temporal evolution of electron den-
sity approximately in terms of (xl, τ). For this purpose,
we obtain an approximate solution for ϕ by linearising
Eq.(22), as follows

ϕ̈+ ω2ϕ ≈ δ sin(xl) (29)

which gives

ϕ(xl, τ) ≈
δ sin(xl)

ω2

[
1− cos(ωτ)

]
(30)

where ω is given by

ω2 = 1 + β2 [1 + ∆cos(αxl)]
2

(31)
Using Eq.(27) and Eq.(30), electron density may be ex-
pressed in terms of (xl, τ) as

ne(xl, τ) ≈ (1 + δ cos(xl))

[
1 +

[
δ

ω2
cos(xl)−

2δ

ω3

dω

dxl
sin(xl)

]
{1− cos(ωτ)}+ τδ

ω2

dω

dxl
sin(xl) sin(ωτ)

]−1

(32)

The physics contained in the above equations may be ex-
plained as follows. From the expression of ϕ(xl, τ), we
see that electron sheets oscillate with frequency ω, which
itself is a periodic function of xl. This is clearly seen in
Fig.3, where we show the comparison of the approximate
frequency Eq.(31) with the exact frequency of oscillation
obtained by numerically integrating Eq.(26) between two

turning points i.e. (ϕ̇ = 0). Since any coherent mode is
made up of a large number of electron sheets oscillat-
ing about their equilibrium positions, this spatial depen-
dency of ω causes the neighbouring electron sheets to
gradually go out of phase with time. This eventually
leads to crossing of electron sheet trajectories resulting
in singularities in the electron density profile. This is the

phenomenon of phase mixing leading to wave breaking.
The time at which the density becomes singular may be
estimated from the Eq.(32), whose denominator vanishes
approximately when (τδ/ω2)dω/dxl → 1. This gives the
phase mixing (or wave breaking) time as

ωpeτmix ≈
(
1 + β2

)3/2
kL

β2 δ∆α
(33)

which shows that for given magnetic field strength (β),
the phase-mixing time is inversely dependent on density
perturbation amplitude (δ), amplitude of magnetic field
inhomogeneity (∆) and directly on the ratio of magnetic
field inhomogeneity scale length to imposed density per-
turbation scale length ((α/kL)

−1).
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FIG. 3: Exact(blue) and Approximate(red) frequency as
a function of initial position for δ = 0.45, ∆ = 0.1,

α = 1.0 and β2 = 3
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FIG. 4: ne/n0 as a function of space at different times

for δ = 0.6 and β = 0.5, where ωuh =
√
1 + β2. Here

solid lines represent simulation results and dots
represent theoretical values.

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we numerically demonstrate the spatio-
temporal evolution of upper-hybrid oscillations using a
sheet code based on Dawson sheet model. We present
results corresponding to two sets of simulations: the first
set deals with the standard case of upper-hybrid oscilla-
tions in a homogeneous external magnetic field, and in
the second set of simulations, we study the affect of inho-
mogeneity in the external magnetic field on upper-hybrid
oscillations.

In our simulations, we have followed the motion of
∼ 4 × 104 electron sheets. For given initial electron
density and velocity profiles, and using periodic bound-
ary conditions, the electron sheets are initially placed in
phase space following the technique of inversion of cumu-
lative distribution function30. The equation of motion for
each electron sheet is then solved using Boris algorithm30

and the electron sheets are tracked for several hundreds
of plasma periods. At each time step, ordering of sheets
is checked for sheet crossing. In the homogeneous case, if
the initial electron density and velocity profiles satisfy the
inequalities given by (Eqs. (18) and (19)), the sheets, as
expected, do not cross during the evolution of the upper-

hybrid mode, whereas for the case with inhomogeneous
magnetic field, as discussed above, where the upper-
hybrid frequency acquires spatial dependence, crossing
of electron sheets eventually occurs during the evolution
of the upper-hybrid mode. This results in breaking of the
upper-hybrid oscillation in the inhomogeneous magnetic
field case; and the time at which neighbouring electron
sheets cross is taken as the phase mixing ( wave breaking
) time. We terminate our code at this time because the
expression for self-consistent electric field (E = 4πen0ξ)
used in equation of motion (Eq.(7)) becomes invalid be-
yond this point. Finally, to study the spatio-temporal
evolution of electron density profile, we superimpose a
spatial grid on the oscillating electron sheets, thereby di-
viding the whole simulation domain into cells. At each
time step, the electron number density is recorded at the
cell centres using cloud-in-cell method30.

For the first set of simulations, we excite upper hy-
brid oscillations by perturbing the electron density with
a sinusoidal perturbation, ne(x, 0) = [1 + δ cos(x)], with
amplitude δ = 0.6 and vx(x, 0) = vy(x, 0) = 0, i.e. with-
out any initial velocity shear. The ratio of electron cy-
clotron frequency to plasma frequency β is chosen as
β = 0.5. These parameters are chosen in a way, such
that the inequalities Eq. (18) and Eq. (19) are satisfied (
| δn/n0 |< (1+ β2)/2 ). Fig.4 shows the spatio-temporal
evolution of electron density profile. Here the solid lines
represent simulation results and dots represent theoreti-
cal profile obtained using Eqs.(12), Eq.(16) and Eq.(17).
The figure shows a good match between theory and sim-
ulation, thus clearly validating our numerical code. It
may be seen from this figure that the electron density re-
turns to the original profile after one oscillation and the
frequency of this oscillation is ωuh.

For the second set of simulations, we introduce a si-
nusoidal inhomogeneity in the external magnetic field of
the form B(x) = B0[1 + ∆cos(αx)] and study the affect
of inhomogeneity on spatio-temporal evolution of upper-
hybrid mode. This is in addition to the electron density
and velocity perturbations introduced above. In Fig.(5),
we compare the spatio-temporal evolution of the upper-
hybrid mode ( electron density profile ) in a homogeneous
(Fig.5a) and in an inhomogeneous (Fig.5b) external mag-
netic field. It is seen from Fig.(5a) that the electron den-
sity profile remains unaltered for hundreds of plasma pe-
riods; the energy which is initially loaded on a long wave-
length mode, in each cycle, goes into higher harmonics
and returns to the original mode. This continuous slosh-
ing of energy back-and-forth between the original mode
and higher harmonics without breaking happens in the
homogeneous case only, whereas in fig.(5b) as time pro-
gresses, the density profile becomes more and more spiky;
the energy, which is initially loaded in a single mode, is
irreversibly transferred to higher and higher harmonics.
This is a signature of phase mixing. The inhomogene-
ity in external magnetic field thus destroys the coherent
motion, and eventually leads to breaking of the upper-
hybrid wave via phase-mixing.
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(a) For homogeneous external magnetic field with δ = 0.6
and β = 0.5

(b) For inhomogeneous external magnetic field with δ = 0.6,
∆ = 0.1, α = 1.0 and β = 0.5

FIG. 5: Space-time evolution of density with
homogeneous (5a) and inhomogeneous (5b) external

magnetic field

To further illustrate the phenomenon of phase-mixing,
in Fig.(6), we present the Fourier spectrum of the elec-
tron density profile after several tens of plasma periods
(the initial spectrum is presented in inset) for both ho-
mogeneous (Fig.6a) and inhomogeneous (Fig.6b) exter-
nal magnetic field. The parameters chosen are the same
as used for Fig.(5). Fig.(6a) shows that the energy which
is initially loaded on the primary mode remains in that
mode even after several tens of plasma periods whereas
inclusion of inhomogeneity with amplitude ∆ = 0.1 and
with mode number α = 1.0, results in leakage of energy
to higher Fourier modes ( see Fig.6b ), within the same
time period. Fig.(7) shows the temporal evolution of the
first four density modes for homogeneous (orange) and
inhomogeneous (blue) magnetic field cases, for the same
set of parameters as used in Fig.(6). It clearly shows
the decay of the primary mode and the growth of higher
harmonics with time when the external magnetic field is
inhomogeneous.

Next we present the dependence of the wave-
breaking/phase-mixing time on the density perturba-
tion amplitude δ, the magnetic field inhomogeneity scale
length α and the magnetic field inhomogeneity ampli-
tude ∆ by varying one of the parameters, keeping the
other two constant. Fig.(8) - (10) respectively show the
dependence of phase mixing time on the density pertur-
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(a) For homogeneous magnetic field with δ = 0.6 and
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FIG. 6: Fourier spectrum of Upper Hybrid Oscillations
with homogeneous (6a) and inhomogeneous (6b)

external magnetic field
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FIG. 7: Time evolution of first four density modes for
homogeneous (blue) with δ = 0.6, β = 0.5 and

inhomogeneous (orange) external magnetic field with
δ = 0.6, ∆ = 0.1, α = 1.0, β = 0.5

bation amplitude δ (keeping ∆ = 0.1 and α = 1.0 fixed),
inverse of magnetic field inhomogeneity scale length α
(keeping δ = 0.1 and ∆ = 0.1 fixed) and magnetic
field inhomogeneity amplitude ∆ (keeping δ = 0.1 and
α = 1.0 fixed). The dots represent the phase mixing
time obtained from simulation by recording the sheet
crossing time and the solid line represent the theoret-
ical scaling, given by Eq.(33). The simulation results
which clearly support the phase mixing formula derived
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FIG. 8: τmix as a function of δ, with ∆ = 0.1, α = 1.0
and β2 = 3
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FIG. 9: τmix as a function of α with δ = 0.1, ∆ = 0.1,
and β2 = 3

in section IVA, shows that the phase mixing time scales
inversely with the density perturbation amplitude δ, and
the magnetic field inhomogeneity amplitude ∆ and di-
rectly with the magnetic field inhomogeneity scale length
α−1.

Finally in Fig.(11), we present the comparison of ana-
lytically estimated ( both exact Eq.(27) and approximate
Eq.(32)) electron density with the density obtained from
simulation, at wave-breaking time (the time at which two
adjacent electron sheet cross over). The method used to
obtain the exact theoretical curve (blue) in Fig.(11) is as
follows. From Eq.(26), at a given time τ , we get values of
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FIG. 10: τmix as a function of ∆ with δ = 0.1, α = 1.0
and β2 = 3

0 2

k
L
x 

0

10

20

30

n
e
/n

0
  

Analytical (exact)

Simulation

Analytical (approx)

FIG. 11: Normalized density as a function of position (
exact(blue), approximate (green), and

simulation(orange) ) close to the phase mixing time
ωpeτ ≈ 59.3, for δ = 0.45, ∆ = 0.1, α = 1.0 and β2 = 3

ϕ corresponding to all values of xl. Using these values of
(xl, ϕ), from Eq.(25), we get the corresponding values of
x. These values of (xl, ϕ), when used in Eq.(27), yields
the corresponding values of density, which is then plotted
as a function of x. This figure also shows that our sim-
ulations are in excellent agreement with the analytical
results.

VI. SUMMARY

In conclusion, we have shown numerically using a 1-
1/2 D sheet code that inclusion of homogeneous external
magnetic field increases the critical amplitude of elec-
tron oscillations (upper-hybrid oscillations), i.e. the ini-
tial amplitude of perturbation below which a cold plasma
sustains coherent motion, increases with the increase in
external magnetic field. It is further shown that in the
presence of an inhomogeneous external magnetic field,
upper hybrid oscillations break via the process of phase
mixing at arbitrarily low amplitudes, and the breaking
time inversely depends on the amplitude of density and
magnetic field inhomogeneity and directly on the ratio
of magnetic field inhomogeneity scale length to density
perturbation scale length. As stated in the introduction,
the study of electrostatic waves propagating transverse
to an inhomogeneous magnetic field is a problem of in-
terest from the viewpoint of particle acceleration experi-
ments. It is well known that resonant particles trapped in
an electrostatic wave propagating transverse to a homo-
geneous magnetic field can in principle gain unbounded
amount of energy. This is the surfatron mechanism of
acceleration32. Recently it has been shown that in the
presence of an inhomogeneous magnetic field, even non-
resonant particles can get accelerated28. This of course
can only occur provided the electrostatic wave itself sur-
vives because of phase mixing effects, thus indicating the
relevance of the present work. We have extended the
present work on phase mixing of electrostatic waves in
inhomogeneous magnetic field to include density inho-
mogeneities, finite electron temperature and relativistic
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effects. These will be presented in future publications.
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