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Magnetized collisionless shocks drive particle acceleration broadly in space and astrophysics. We
perform the first large-scale particle-in-cell simulations with realistic laboratory parameters (den-
sity, temperature, and velocity) to investigate the magnetized shock in head-on colliding plasmas
with an applied magnetic field of tens of Tesla. It is shown that a perpendicular collisionless shock
is formed with about fourfold density jump when two pre-magnetized flows collide. This shock is
also characterized by rapid increase of neutron yield, triggered by the beam-beam nuclear reactions
between injected deuterons and ones reflected by the shock. Distinct from the shocks arising from
the interaction of injected flows with a magnetized background, the self-generated magnetic field
in this colliding plasmas experiences a significant amplification due to the increasing diamagnetic
current, approximately 30 times of upstream magnetic field. Moreover, we find that ions, regardless
of whether they pass through or are reflected by the shock, can gain energy by the shock surfing
acceleration, generating a power-law energy spectrum. In addition, we also demonstrate that the
shock mediated only by filamentation instability cannot be generated under the prevailing unmag-
netized experimental parameters. These results provide a direct connection of astrophysical field
amplification to the magnetized shock formation and nonthermal ion generation.

Introduction.—It is widely believed that the seed
fields in the Universe first generated by various fluid
and plasma-kinetic instabilities, including the Kelvin-
Helmholtz instability [1–3] at the shear surface of astro-
physical jets and the Weibel-type instabilities [4, 5] in
collisionless shocks, subsequently amplified by the tur-
bulent dynamo [6–8]. Therefore, the background mag-
netic fields are present in various astrophysical scenar-
ios, such as solar wind [9], pulsar magnetospheres [10],
which usually interact with interstellar medium (ISM)
[11, 12], forming so-called colliding plasma systems, in
which magnetized collisionless shocks are generated due
to pre-existing magnetic fields in the upstream plasma,
which holds important astrophysical implications for the
generation of high-energy cosmic particles.

As tens of Tesla magnetic fields are available in experi-
ments, the exploration on magnetized collisionless shocks
is also favored by laboratory astrophysics, in which mag-
netized collisionless shocks are usually created by the in-
teraction of laser-ablated expanding plasma jets and a
magnetized ambient plasma. Thanks to this setup, nu-
merous research groups have made significant progress
in experimentally exploring and numerically simulating
magnetized collisionless shocks [11–17]. Schaeffer et al.
have demonstrated in detail the formation and evolu-
tion a high-Mach-number magnetized collisionless shock,
along with a direct observation of particle dynamics
[14, 15]. Yao et al. have studied the characteristics of
a quasiperpendicular magnetized collisionless shock and
associated proton acceleration [11, 12].

Another configuration generates collisionless shocks
through laser-driven head-on colliding plasma flows in
OMEGA and NIF experiments [18, 19]. Recently, Fi-
uza et al. have reported a collisionless shock and elec-
tron acceleration related to the turbulence in the inter-
penetrating plasma experiment [19]. To the best of our
knowledge, this work failed to observe the jumps of ion
temperature and density, as well as ion energization or
reflection, which are crucial for collisionless shock char-
acterization. Therefore, the ion kinetic behaviors in the
collisionless shocks driven by such large-scale colliding
plasmas are far from completely being understood, espe-
cially, the physical exploration associated with the per-
pendicular collisionless shock and ion acceleration in the
pre-magnetized colliding plasmas remains unreported.

In this Letter, we initially demonstrate through large-
scale high-order implicit particle-in-cell (PIC) simula-
tions that the shock mediated only by filamentation in-
stability cannot be produced under the prevailing experi-
mental parameters. However, we find that a supercritical
perpendicular collisionless shock can be generated in the
midplane when two pre-magnetized deuterated polyethy-
lene (CD2) and polyethylene (CH2) flows collide, as il-
lustrated in Fig. 1, in which the both the reflected (pur-
ple line) and the transmitted(red line) particles are ac-
celerated by the convective electric field. This shock is
self-consistently manifested in neutron diagnosis, show-
ing that the deuterium-deuterium (D-D) beam-beam re-
actions triggered by this magnetized shock lead to a sub-
stantial enhancement of neutron yield.
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FIG. 1. Sketch of shock structure and representative trajec-
tories of deuterons (red and purple lines) obtained from the
colliding plasma flows.

To get a deeper insight of the collisionless shock genera-
tion and associated ion kinetic behaviors in both unmag-
netized and magnetized colliding plasmas, we perform
a series of large-scale two-dimensional (2D) PIC simula-
tions by employing the high-order implicit LAPINS code
[20, 21], which includes the nuclear reaction module [21],
serving as an important diagnostic tool for current ex-
periments [22, 23]. The realistic beam velocity and ion-
to-electron mass ratio are used in our simulations, which
are different from the transformation PIC simulations in
Refs. [18, 19]. Although this method can subtly reduce
computational burden, the impacts of nonphysical mass
ratio on ion filamentation dynamics cannot be overlooked
at the nonlinear stage [24], and collisional thermalization
and nuclear reaction processes cannot be realized self-
consistently.

Simulation setups.—In our simulations, the CD2 and
CH2 flows are injected from the left and right sides of
the simulation box, respectively. The beam parameters
closely resemble those employed in NIF and OMEGA ex-
perimental setups [18, 19, 22, 23, 25–28], featuring an ve-
locity of v0 = 1000 km/s, a density of ne = 4×1019 cm−3,
and a temperature of Ti = Te = 100 eV. The plasma
flows are weakly magnetized with an ambient magnetic
field B0 = B0êx (ϑBn = 90◦), where B0 = 20 T, which
is available for current laboratories [11–17, 29, 30]. The
simulation window is 1.0 mm (z)× 0.4 mm (y) with res-
olution of dz = dy = 2.0 µm (≃ 0.02c/ωpi), where c is
light speed in vacuum and ωpi is the plasma frequency
of ions. Periodic and absorbing boundary conditions are
adopted in the y and z directions, respectively.

Unmagnetized scenario.—When two unmagnetized
plasma flows collide, the ion filamentation instability
(IFI) is easily triggered, generating a magnetic field Bx

with several Tesla at the early stage of linear phase [see
Fig. 2(a)]. This self-generated magnetic field is capable
of trapping the injected electrons due to their gyro-radius
of rce ≃ 9.5×10−4 mm, yet it fails to capture ions, which
therefore leads to a longitudinal electrostatic field [see red
line in Fig. 2(b)] characterized by charge separation. As
a result, a portion of trapped electrons can be acceler-
ated by this electrostatic field and move along the oppo-
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FIG. 2. Left column: t = 520 ps, right column: t = 800 ps.
Snapshots of the self-generated magnetic field Bx [(a),(d)],
electron density ne [(b),(e)], and carbon density nC [(c),(f)].
The red lines in (b) and (e) are the longitudinal electric field
⟨Ez⟩ profiles at the corresponding times, respectively. Here,
⟨·⟩ represents averaging over the y direction.

site (−z) direction, while the ion beams interpenetrate
into each other, as shown in Fig. 2(c). The situations for
CH2 flow are quite similar to those for CD2 and therefore
are not shown. We see that, from t = 520 ps to 800 ps,
the electrostatic field and accelerated electrons move syn-
chronously along the −z direction, leading to a doubling
of electron density, and Bx in the flow front is very small,
which is distinct from the collisionless shocks mediated
by the IFI [31, 32]. The similar results are reported by
Stockem et al. [33], however, they failed to observe the
reverse motion of electrons in their simulations.
As the ion beams further interpenetrate, at the mo-

ment of t = 800 ps, the self-organized flow-aligned fil-
amentous magnetic field starts to merge and tends to
saturate, and its peak strength is Bx ≃ 20 T [see Fig.
2(d)], which can be well explained by the linear disper-
sion theory of ion filamentation mode, given by

k2c2 = ω2 − ω2
pe [1−W (ζe)]

− ω2
pi [1− (Ai + 1)W (ζi)] ,

(1)

which is written in the form of W function, W (ζα) =
π−1/2

∫∞
−∞ x exp

(
−x2

)
/ (x− ζα)dx with ζα = ω/kvtα,⊥

for the αth charged particle, Ai =
(
2v20 + v2ti,∥

)
/v2ti,⊥−1,

where vti,∥ and vti,⊥ are respectively the parallel and
perpendicular thermal velocities of ions with respect to
flow velocity v0. The growth rate of IFI predicted by
Eq. (1) is Γmax ≃ 1.8× 10−3ωpi, and corresponding sat-
urated field is Bsat ≃ Γ2

maxmic/qiv0ksat ≃ 14 T with
ksat ∼ 2πωpi/c [34]. These results can provide possi-
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ble explanations that the OMEGA experiment observed
a filamentous magnetic field within a nanosecond time
scale [27], and the NIF experiment failed to observed the
ion density compression related to hydrodynamic jump
condition [19].

Magnetized shock generation.—When two pre-
magnetized plasma flows collide, a supercritical perpen-
dicular shock wave is produced with a velocity vsh ≃
1000.0 km/s in the reference frame of upstream flow.
This can be characterized by the temporal evolution of
the peak particle densities and magnetic field, as illus-
trated by dashed lines in Fig. 3, and corresponding mag-
netosonic Mach number is

Mms =
vsh√
v2A + c2s

≃ 9, (2)

where vA = B0/
√
µ0(mene +mini) ≃ 48.8 km/s is

upstream Alfvénic speed, cs =
√

(TD + Te)/mD ≃
97.8 km/s is sound speed of upstream deuterons. Figs.
3(a) and 3(b) show typical structures of a magnetized col-
lisionless shock with a well-defined density compression
(jump) for both electrons and deuterons, δ = nds/nus ≃
3.8, which is close to the upper limit of the prediction of
the Rankine-Hugoniot equations, where nus and nds are
the upstream and downstream densities of the shock. It is
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FIG. 3. Pre-magnetized colliding plasmas. Spatiotemporal
structures of electron density (a), deuteron density (b), and
self-generated magnetic field (c). The dashed lines depicts
the trajectory of the shock front with the velocity of vsh, and
the dotted lines represents the trajectory of reflected particles
with the velocity of 2vsh; ⟨·⟩ represents averaging over the y
direction. Here, ξ = z − v0(t − t′) when t ≥ t′ with t′ = 500
ps being the moment of colliding between two flows.
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FIG. 4. [(a),(b)] Snapshots of the diamagnetic current
at two different moments: t = 400 ps (a) and t = 500
ps (b) in the magnetized scenario, where J0 = ecnc with
nc = 1.1 × 1015 cm−3. [(c),(d)] Phase space ξ − vz distri-
butions of deuterons in the magnetized (c) and unmagnetized
(d) cases at t = 800 ps, where ξ = z− v0(t− t′) with t′ = 500
ps. (e) Longitudinal electric field ⟨Ez⟩ and electric potential
⟨ϕ⟩ profiles at t = 520 ps in the magnetized scenario, where ⟨·⟩
represents averaging over the y direction. (f) Neutron yields
as the functions of time in the magnetized (red) and unmag-
netized (blue) cases, where the inset is the zoomed-in image
of the corresponding part.

of interest that the downstream magnetic field can reach
several hundreds of Tesla in the overshoot zone, approxi-
mately 30 times of upstream magnetic field, which shows
a significant difference from the configurations of expand-
ing piston plasmas interacting with a magnetized back-
ground [11–16], where magnetic field is only a few times
amplified. This is explained as follows, in the presence
of a applied magnetic field, the plasma flows can sweep
out the field due to the frozen-in effect [16], compress-
ing the magnetic field near the leading edge of the flow
and therefore creating an increasing diamagnetic current
Jy ∝ (Bx ×∇n) in Figs. 4(a) and 4(b), where ∇n is the
density gradient of the flow leading edge, and the flow
from the other side contributes a current with the op-
posite direction (not shown). This diamagnetic current,
in turn, creates a magnetic compression [see Fig. 3(c)],
which is the underlying factor responsible for the shock
generation, and it is strongly associated with the field
amplification in astrophysics [32, 35–37].

Note that the ion Larmor radius in ∼ 500 T magnetic
fields is rci ∼ 42 µm, which is larger than the shock
transition ∆sh ∼ 25 µm, therefore, deuterons could have
traversed shock and penetrated into downstream regions.
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However, only a portion of ions pass through the shock,
which is due to the emergence of the longitudinal bipolar
electrostatic field Ez and corresponding cross-shock elec-
trostatic potential ϕ in the shock front region [see Fig.
4(e)], most of the incoming ions are reflected back due to
the velocity vz satisfying

1

2
miv

2
z < qiϕ. (3)

The reflection of deuterons is also clearly shown in ξ−vz
phase space, as illustrated in Fig. 4(c). Note that in
a marked distinction from the magnetized scenario, the
longitudinal electrostatic field in the unmagnetized sce-
nario exhibits a precisely opposed direction, as expected,
the ions are not reflected longitudinally in this case [see
Fig. 4(d)].

To further confirm the generation of the shock, we also
analyze the temporal evolution of neutron yield from D-D
reactions D(d,n)3He (Q = 3.269 MeV) [23, 38]. At the
first stage, i.e., prior to the colliding of the two plasma
flows, the neutrons can only originate from thermonu-
clear reactions in the single injected CD2 flow, and it is
found that neither magnetized nor unmagnetized scenar-
ios result in neutron production, as shown in Fig. 4(f).
After the colliding of two flows, we see that only a minute
quantity of neutrons is generated in the unmagnetized
case. However, the neutrons increase rapidly in the mag-
netized scenario, which is because the D-D beam-beam
reactions from injected and reflected flows are dominant
and its average reactivity is significantly higher than that
of thermonuclear. Therefore, the sudden increase of neu-
tron yield can be used as a direct evidence for the gener-
ation of magnetized collisionless shock.

Ion acceleration.—In contrast to the unmagnetized
case, the deuterons in the magnetized scenario gain en-
ergy through the convective electric fields Ec = −v ×B
in the shock stationary frame when trapped around the
shock, and their energy spectrum evolution is presented
in Fig. 5(a). A pronounced nonthermal tail develops,
displaying a power-law energy dN/dE ∝ E−p with spec-
tral index p ≃ 2.8. It is remarkably distinct from un-
magnetized counterpart in Fig. 5(b), which shows a
quasi-thermal distribution for the high-energy deuterons
due the stochastic energization and collisional thermal-
ization, although the ions in the interpenetrating region
[ξ ≥ 0.2 mm in Fig. 4(d)] gain a minor amount of energy
from the electromagnetic field. The high-energy cutoff is
also enhanced by a factor exceeding 2 due to the existence
of the magnetized shock.

To unveil the particle acceleration mechanisms, we
trace the trajectories of a sample of 4×106 deuterons, it is
found that ∼ 0.5% of them ultimately populate the non-
thermal tail of energy spectrum. In Fig. 5(c), we show
the energy evolution and trajectories of four representa-
tive deuterons, which are divided into two populations:
reflected (P1) and transmitted (P2) particles. For the
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FIG. 5. [(a),(b)] Temporal evolution of the deuteron en-
ergy spectra (colored by time) for the magnetized (a) and
unmagnetized (b) scenarios. Note that the shock acceler-
ates deuterons to ∼ 50 keV, leading to the formation of a
non-thermal power-law tail E−p with spectral index p ≃ 2.8
(black dashed line). (c) Trajectories of four deuterons which
are divided into two populations (P1 and P2 are represent
the reflected and transmitted ones, respectively) in the ξ − t
diagram, the colour maps on the top and right represent the
deuteron energy and magnetic field, respectively. (d) Evolu-
tion of the kinetic energies (colored by particles) for 10 repre-
sentative particles selected form the non-thermal tail of (a).
[(e),(f)] The vz − vy spaces (colored by time) of P1 (e) and
P2 (f), the grey shaded areas correspond to the surfing stage.

former (P1), they are first decelerated and reflected by
the electrostatic potential at the shock front (t ≃ 500 ps)
due to satisfying Eq. (3), and they are then accelerated
via the convective electric field Ec = −vzBxêy of in-
coming flow while confined around the shock front. This
way of gaining energy is a typical shock surfing acceler-
ation (SSA) [39–41]. Subsequently, under the influence
of the upstream Lorentz force, the accelerated ions re-
turn to the front of the shock once again after several
hundred picoseconds. At this time, the kinetic energy
of ions becomes greater than the potential energy, thus
they overcome the electrostatic potential barrier and pen-
etrate toward the downstream region.

While for the latter (P2), they arrived at the collid-
ing plane prior to the complete formation of the mag-
netized shock, during which time the electrostatic field
remains relatively weak, insufficient to reflect the up-
stream ions, and therefore, these ions can directly pass
through the shock and enter downstream region. We find
that these transmitted ones also experience a SSA, which
is attributed to the downstream convective electric field
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Ec = vzBxêy along the positive y direction. It is worth
noting that there is only a minor increase in vz [see Fig.
5(f)], indicating the ion acceleration by the longitudinal
bipolar electric field Ez can be neglected.

No matter P1 or P2, their energy gains primarily come
from transverse acceleration, as shown in Figs. 5(e) and
5(f). This acceleration process is a characteristic ex-
clusive to this colliding plasma system. Instead, in the
case of interaction between expanding piston plasmas and
a magnetized background plasma, once ions penetrate
downstream, they are incapable of maintaining further
acceleration [11, 12].

Additionally, we show the kinetic energy evolution of
10 particles that eventually populate the non-thermal tail
in Fig. 5(d). A common feature of these tracks is the
rapid energy increase from E ∼ 10 keV up to E ∼ 40 −
50 keV within ∼ 50 ps. The maximum energy of the
accelerated ions can be obtained by the balance between
the upstream Lorentz force and the electric field force

Emax ≃ 1

2
mi

(
Ez

Bx

)2

, (4)

which is in accordance with the SSA mechanism. Indeed,
we have verified that the overwhelming majority of ions
belonging to the high-energy tail undergo such a sudden
episode of energy gain. These high-energy ions from SSA
may be a candidate for slow pick-up ions to start diffusive
shock acceleration.

We also explore how the behaviors of the magnetized
shock, propelled by colliding plasmas, are influenced by
the background plasma, whose density is 1-2 orders of
magnitude lower that of the injected flows. It is found
that the physical processes related to shock after flow
colliding are very similar to those in Fig. 3, and a shock
created through the interaction of injected flows and a
background plasma is also observed. These results are
presented in Supplemental Material [42].

Discussion and conclusion.—In this work, the physi-
cal evolutions pertaining to laser-ablated foil targets are
not taken into account. However, during this process, the
magnetic field can be generated by Biermann battery ef-
fect and frozen in the flow [27, 43], consequently, upon
colliding, the ion beams may become magnetized. This
magnetized colliding flows are prone to amplifying the
magnetic field originating from IFI to a turbulent field
[44], potentially leading to the formation of a collision-
less shock in recent colliding plasma experiment [19].

In conclusion, we first demonstrate the collisionless
shock mediated only by filamentation instability cannot
be generated in the unmagnetized scenario. However, in
the magnetized colliding plasmas with an applied mag-
netic field of tens of Tesla, a perpendicular collisionless
shock is produced when two pre-magnetized flows col-
lide, and a distinct ion reflection is shown in the phase
space. It is self-consistently manifested in neutron di-
agnosis, showing that the neutron yield is substantially

enhanced due to the beam-beam reactions between the
incoming deuterons and ones reflected by this magnetized
shock. In this scenario, ions, regardless of whether they
pass through or are reflected by the shock, can gain en-
ergy in the convective electric field, which is consistent
with SSA mechanism. Our findings theoretically provide
a direct connection of astrophysical field amplification
to the magnetized shock formation and nonthermal ion
generation [32, 35, 45], which can be validated through
current astrophysical experiments.
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tici, J. Béard, S. Bolaños, A. Ciardi, R. Diab, E. D. Fil-
ippov, et al., Detailed characterization of a laboratory
magnetized supercritical collisionless shock and of the as-
sociated proton energization, Matter Radiat. Extremes 7,
014402 (2021).

[12] W. Yao, A. Fazzini, S. N. Chen, K. Burdonov, P. Antici,
J. Béard, S. Bolaños, A. Ciardi, R. Diab, E. D. Filippov,
et al., Laboratory evidence for proton energization by
collisionless shock surfing, Nat. Phys. 17, 1177 (2021).

[13] D. B. Schaeffer, E. T. Everson, D. Winske, C. G. Con-
stantin, A. S. Bondarenko, L. A. Morton, K. A. Flippo,
D. S. Montgomery, S. A. Gaillard, and C. Niemann,
Generation of magnetized collisionless shocks by a novel,
laser-driven magnetic piston, Phys. Plasmas 19, 070702
(2012).

[14] D. B. Schaeffer, W. Fox, D. Haberberger, G. Fiksel,
A. Bhattacharjee, D. H. Barnak, S. X. Hu, and K. Ger-
maschewski, Generation and Evolution of High-Mach-
Number Laser-Driven Magnetized Collisionless Shocks in
the Laboratory, Phys. Rev. Lett. 119, 025001 (2017).

[15] D. B. Schaeffer, W. Fox, R. K. Follett, G. Fiksel, C. K. Li,
J. Matteucci, A. Bhattacharjee, and K. Germaschewski,
Direct Observations of Particle Dynamics in Magnetized
Collisionless Shock Precursors in Laser-Produced Plas-
mas, Phys. Rev. Lett. 122, 245001 (2019).

[16] D. B. Schaeffer, W. Fox, J. Matteucci, K. V. Lezh-
nin, A. Bhattacharjee, and K. Germaschewski, Kinetic
simulations of piston-driven collisionless shock formation
in magnetized laboratory plasmas, Phys. Plasmas 27,
042901 (2020).

[17] S. Matsukiyo, R. Yamazaki, T. Morita, K. Tomita,
Y. Kuramitsu, T. Sano, S. J. Tanaka, T. Takezaki,
S. Isayama, T. Higuchi, et al., High-power laser exper-
iment on developing supercritical shock propagating in
homogeneously magnetized plasma of ambient gas ori-
gin, Phys. Rev. E 106, 025205 (2022).

[18] H.-S. Park, C. M. Huntington, F. Fiuza, R. P. Drake,
D. H. Froula, G. Gregori, M. Koenig, N. L. Kugland,
C. C. Kuranz, D. Q. Lamb, et al., Collisionless shock
experiments with lasers and observation of Weibel insta-
bilities, Phys. Plasmas 22, 056311 (2015).

[19] F. Fiuza, G. F. Swadling, A. Grassi, H. G. Rinderknecht,
D. P. Higginson, D. D. Ryutov, C. Bruulsema, R. P.
Drake, S. Funk, S. Glenzer, et al., Electron acceleration in
laboratory-produced turbulent collisionless shocks, Nat.
Phys. 16, 916 (2020).

[20] D. Wu, W. Yu, S. Fritzsche, and X. T. He, High-order
implicit particle-in-cell method for plasma simulations at
solid densities, Phys. Rev. E 100, 013207 (2019).

[21] D. Wu, Z. M. Sheng, W. Yu, S. Fritzsche, and X. T. He,
A pairwise nuclear fusion algorithm for particle-in-cell
simulations: Weighted particles at relativistic energies,
AIP Adv. 11, 075003 (2021).

[22] J. S. Ross, D. P. Higginson, D. Ryutov, F. Fiuza,
R. Hatarik, C. M. Huntington, D. H. Kalantar, A. Link,
B. B. Pollock, B. A. Remington, et al., Transition from
Collisional to Collisionless Regimes in Interpenetrating
Plasma Flows on the National Ignition Facility, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 118, 185003 (2017).

[23] D. P. Higginson, J. S. Ross, D. D. Ryutov, F. Fiuza,
S. C. Wilks, E. P. Hartouni, R. Hatarik, C. M. Hunting-
ton, J. Kilkenny, B. Lahmann, et al., Kinetic effects on
neutron generation in moderately collisional interpene-

trating plasma flows, Phys. Plasmas 26, 012113 (2019).
[24] C. Ruyer, L. Gremillet, G. Bonnaud, and C. Riconda,

Analytical Predictions of Field and Plasma Dynamics
during Nonlinear Weibel-Mediated Flow Collisions, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 117, 065001 (2016).

[25] N. L. Kugland, D. D. Ryutov, P. Y. Chang, R. P. Drake,
G. Fiksel, D. H. Froula, S. H. Glenzer, G. Gregori,
M. Grosskopf, M. Koenig, et al., Self-organized elec-
tromagnetic field structures in laser-produced counter-
streaming plasmas, Nat. Phys. 8, 809 (2012).

[26] W. Fox, G. Fiksel, A. Bhattacharjee, P.-Y. Chang,
K. Germaschewski, S. X. Hu, and P. M. Nilson, Fila-
mentation Instability of Counterstreaming Laser-Driven
Plasmas, Phys. Rev. Lett. 111, 225002 (2013).

[27] C. M. Huntington, F. Fiuza, J. S. Ross, A. B. Zylstra,
R. P. Drake, D. H. Froula, G. Gregori, N. L. Kugland,
C. C. Kuranz, M. C. Levy, et al., Observation of mag-
netic field generation via the Weibel instability in inter-
penetrating plasma flows, Nat. Phys. 11, 173–176 (2015).

[28] C. M. Huntington, M. J.-E. Manuel, J. S. Ross, S. C.
Wilks, F. Fiuza, H. G. Rinderknecht, H.-S. Park, G. Gre-
gori, D. P. Higginson, J. Park, et al., Magnetic field
production via the Weibel instability in interpenetrating
plasma flows, Phys. Plasmas 24, 041410 (2017).

[29] S. Fujioka, Z. Zhang, K. Ishihara, K. Shigemori,
Y. Hironaka, T. Johzaki, A. Sunahara, N. Yamamoto,
H. Nakashima, T. Watanabe, et al., Kilotesla Magnetic
Field due to a Capacitor-Coil Target Driven by High
Power Laser, Sci. Rep. 3, 1170 (2013).

[30] K. F. F. Law, M. Bailly-Grandvaux, A. Morace,
S. Sakata, K. Matsuo, S. Kojima, S. Lee, X. Vais-
seau, Y. Arikawa, A. Yogo, et al., Direct measure-
ment of kilo-tesla level magnetic field generated with
laser-driven capacitor-coil target by proton deflectome-
try, Appl. Phys. Lett. 108, 091104 (2016).

[31] T. N. Kato and H. Takabe, Nonrelativistic Collisionless
Shocks in Unmagnetized Electron-Ion Plasmas, Astro-
phys. J. 681, L93 (2008).

[32] A. Bohdan, M. Pohl, J. Niemiec, P. J. Morris, Y. Mat-
sumoto, T. Amano, M. Hoshino, and A. Sulaiman,
Magnetic Field Amplification by the Weibel Instability
at Planetary and Astrophysical Shocks with High Mach
Number, Phys. Rev. Lett. 126, 095101 (2021).

[33] A. Stockem, T. Grismayer, R. A. Fonseca, and L. O.
Silva, Electromagnetic Field Generation in the Down-
stream of Electrostatic Shocks Due to Electron Trapping,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 113, 105002 (2014).

[34] R. C. Davidson, D. A. Hammer, I. Haber, and C. E.
Wagner, Nonlinear Development of Electromagnetic In-
stabilities in Anisotropic Plasmas, Phys. Fluids 15, 317
(1972).

[35] A. R. Bell, Turbulent amplification of magnetic field and
diffusive shock acceleration of cosmic rays, Mon. Not. R.
Astron. Soc. 353, 550 (2004).

[36] J. R. Peterson, S. Glenzer, and F. Fiuza, Magnetic Field
Amplification by a Nonlinear Electron Streaming Insta-
bility, Phys. Rev. Lett. 126, 215101 (2021).

[37] J. R. Peterson, S. Glenzer, and F. Fiuza, Magnetic Field
Amplification by a Plasma Cavitation Instability in Rel-
ativistic Shock Precursors, Astrophys. J. Lett. 924, L12
(2022).

[38] S. Atzeni and J. Meyer–ter–Vehn, The Physics of Inertial
Fusion (Oxford University Press, Oxford, 2004).

[39] M. Hoshino, Nonthermal Particle Acceleration in Shock

http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1063/5.0055071
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1063/5.0055071
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41567-021-01325-w
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4736846
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4736846
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.025001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.245001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.5123229
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.5123229
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevE.106.025205
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4920959
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41567-020-0919-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41567-020-0919-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.100.013207
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/5.0051178
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.118.185003
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.118.185003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.5048386
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.117.065001
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.117.065001
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1038/nphys2434
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.111.225002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nphys3178
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4982044
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/srep01170
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1063/1.4943078
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/590387
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/590387
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.126.095101
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.113.105002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.1693910
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.1693910
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1111/j.1365-2966.2004.08097.x
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1111/j.1365-2966.2004.08097.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.126.215101
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ac44a2
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ac44a2


7

Front Region: “Shock Surfing Accelerations”, Prog.
Theor. Phys. Suppl. 143, 149 (2001).

[40] E. L. Lever, K. B. Quest, and V. D. Shapiro, Shock
surfing vs. shock drift acceleration, Geophys. Res. Lett.
28, 1367 (2001).

[41] V. D. Shapiro and D. Üçer, Shock surfing acceleration,
Planet. Space Sci. 51, 665 (2003).

[42] See Supplemental Material for the PIC simulation re-
sults about the perpendicular shock created by the in-
teraction between the injected flows and a magnetized
ambient plasma.

[43] J. Matteucci, W. Fox, A. Bhattacharjee, D. B. Schaeffer,
C. Moissard, K. Germaschewski, G. Fiksel, and S. X.

Hu, Biermann-Battery-Mediated Magnetic Reconnection
in 3D Colliding Plasmas, Phys. Rev. Lett. 121, 095001
(2018).

[44] P. Liu, D. Wu, T. X. Hu, D. W. Yuan, G. Zhao, Z. M.
Sheng, X. T. He, and J. Zhang, Ion Kinetics and Neu-
tron Generation Associated with Electromagnetic Tur-
bulence in Laboratory-Scale Counterstreaming Plasmas,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 132, 155103 (2024).

[45] A. Bohdan, J. Niemiec, M. Pohl, Y. Matsumoto,
T. Amano, and M. Hoshino, Kinetic Simulations of
Nonrelativistic Perpendicular Shocks of Young Super-
nova Remnants. II. Influence of Shock-surfing Accelera-
tion on Downstream Electron Spectra, Astrophys. J. 885,
10 (2019).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1143/PTPS.143.149
http://dx.doi.org/10.1143/PTPS.143.149
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1029/2000GL012516
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1029/2000GL012516
http://dx.doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1016/S0032-0633(03)00102-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.095001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.095001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.132.155103
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ab43cf
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ab43cf

	Laboratory-scale Perpendicular Collisionless Shock Generation and Ion Acceleration in Magnetized Head-on Colliding Plasmas
	Abstract
	References


