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Electron-only reconnection and inverse magnetic-energy transfer at sub-ion scales
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We derive, and validate numerically, an analytical model for electron-only magnetic reconnection

applicable to strongly magnetized (low-beta) plasmas.

Our model predicts sub-ion-scale recon-

nection rates significantly higher than those pertaining to large-scale reconnection, aligning with
recent observations and simulations. We apply this reconnection model to the problem of inverse
magnetic-energy transfer at sub-ion scales. We derive time-dependent scaling laws for the magnetic
energy decay and the typical magnetic structure dimensions that differ from those previously found
in the MHD regime. These scaling laws are validated via two- and three-dimensional simulations,
demonstrating that sub-ion scale magnetic fields can reach large, system-size scales via successive

coalescence.

Introduction. Decaying turbulence in plasmas is
sometimes accompanied by the transfer of energy from
small to large scales; a so-called inverse transfer. Though
poorly understood, this phenomenon is thought to
be crucial to magnetic field evolution at cosmological
scales [1-3] as well as in various astrophysical systems
such as the solar wind [4] and the heliosphere [5, 6]. The
standard explanation for inverse energy transfer appeals
to the conservation of net magnetic helicity [7—9]. How-
ever, recent studies have shown that this process can
also occur in non-helical turbulent systems [10, 11]. It
has been proposed that this may be due to the succes-
sive merger of magnetic structures via magnetic recon-
nection, thus transferring energy to progressively larger
scales [12-17].

So far, investigations of this topic have mostly been
restricted to the resistive MHD framework. This implies
they cannot be directly applied to the (mostly) collision-
less environments often encountered in astrophysical con-
texts. For example, recent in-situ spacecraft measure-
ments have provided substantial evidence for the exis-
tence of numerous rope-like magnetic structures at ion
scales, with substructures within these flux ropes ob-
served at electron scales (e.g., [18-21]). As such, the
existing understanding of inverse energy cascade needs
to be extended to account for (i) kinetic modifications to
turbulent dynamics; and (ii) changes to magnetic recon-
nection — as compared to resistive MHD systems.

The latter is of particular importance given the ob-
servation that the physics of reconnection between sub-
ion-scale structures is expected to be substantially differ-
ent: when the reconnection region is sufficiently small,
the ions can become unresponsive, and a transition to
so-called “electron-only reconnection” is expected. This
variant of magnetic reconnection has been recently ob-
served in the Earth’s magnetosphere [22, 23], and is nu-
merically found to exhibit substantially higher reconnec-
tion rates compared to conventional scenarios [24-30].

The goal of this Letter is thus to generalize the cur-
rent resistive-MHD-based understanding of inverse en-
ergy transfer via magnetic reconnection to kinetic, colli-
sionless plasma environments.

Equations. We employ a two-field isothermal fluid
model valid for low-beta plasmas [e.g., 31-35]. The dy-
namics of this system are described by equations for the
perturbed electron density dn. and the parallel (to the
guide-field B,) vector potential A, which read [36]:
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Here, b -V = 0/0, — 1/B,{A,,...} is the parallel (to
the total field) gradient operator, and d/dt = 0/0t +
¢/B.{p, ...} denotes the convective time derivative, with
¢ the electrostatic potential; both operators feature a
Poisson bracket, defined as {P, Q} = 0,P0,Q — 0,P0,Q.
These equations are closed via the gyrokinetic Poisson
law [37],
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where f‘o denotes the inverse Fourier transform of
Do(a) = Ip(aw)e™®, with Iy the zeroth-order modified
Bessel function of the first kind and o = k2 p?/2, where
pi = Utni/Q is the ion Larmor radius, with v =
\/2T5;/m; the ion thermal velocity and Q; = eB,/m;c
the ion Larmor frequency. Lastly, de = ¢/wp. is the elec-
tron skin depth, with wp. = \/4mng.e? /m, the electron
plasma frequency. In the following, we refer to “perpen-
dicular” as the direction perpendicular to the guide field
B,, i.e., the xy plane.

Electron-only Reconnection. We now use these equa-
tions to derive a two-dimensional reconnection model
valid at scales below the ion Larmor radius. We consider



two identical magnetic islands with typical magnetic field
B, and radius R such that d. < R < min(p;, ps),
merging in the = direction, where ps = p;/+/27T0i/Toe
is the ion sound Larmor radius. The total magnetic flux
to be reconnected is A, tota1 = B, R, and the time for
this process to occur (reconnection time) is denoted as
Trec- The width of the current sheet between the is-
lands during reconnection is denoted as §,,, assumed com-
parable to d. (the scale at which the frozen flux con-
dition is broken in our model), and the length of the
current sheet is denoted as d,. In the current sheet,
A, = A, sheet ~ B0, consistent with an upstream re-
connecting field By, = 0, A, ~ B, . The out-of-plane cur-
rent in the sheet is then —(4n/c)J, = V2 A, ~ B, /é,.

In the limit &, p; > 1, Eq. (3) reduces to éne/ng. =
—ep/To;. Thus the advection of dn. term in Eq. (1) van-
ishes. The advection of A, term in Eq. (2), i.e., {p, A.},
becomes —(cTp;/eB,){0nc/noe, A}, which can be com-
bined with the R.H.S. of Eq. (2). Taking 9, ~ 1/d, and
0y ~ 1/6, and balancing both sides of Eq. (1) within the
sheet, we find (6n./noe)/T ~ (ed?/B.cme)(B? /6,6,),
where 7 is the time it takes to reconnect the magnetic flux
A, sheet- A similar term-balancing procedure for Eq. (2)
yields A, /7 ~ (¢(Toe + Toi)/eB:neo)(B1dne/d,). Note
that the electron inertia term does not affect this balance
since sziAz ~(de/0.)? A, ~ A,

Combining  these results, we find 7 ~
(1/\/1+Toi/Toe)(0y/ps)(de/va, 1), where wva, =

B, /V4mngm; is the (ion) Alfvén speed. The last
step is to relate the reconnection time, 7o, and T
via Treo/T ~ A total/Azsheet ~ R/de. Writing the
reconnection time in the form of 7.cc ~ R;C(I:R/’UA’J_, we
obtain the normalized reconnection rate:
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where we have assumed d, ~ R (see Supplemental Ma-
terial for validation). When ps > R, the (normalized)
reconnection rate can become much larger than the value
of ~ 0.1 typically associated with collisionless reconnec-
tion [38—40] (but may not exceed ~ p;/d.).

The outflow velocity, uout, can be calculated as
Uous ~ (¢/Bg)E, ~ cR/(deB1)(BLR/cTrec) ~
VI+Toi/Toc(ps/de)vas  ~ /14 Toi/Toev/BeVae, 1,
with vae, 1 = Bi/vV4mngem. the electron Alfvén speed
based on perpendicular magnetic field. The conclu-
sion that the outflow velocity is proportional to elec-
tron Alfvén speed is consistent with previous labora-
tory observations [41]. Therefore, if instead we nor-
malize the reconnection time to the outflow time, i.e.,
Trec ~ R:eéTeR/ Uout, We obtain, unsurprisingly,

Rrec,e ~ de/R§ (5)

i.e., the aspect ratio of the reconnecting current sheet.
We now proceed to validate this model via direct nu-
merical simulations. Egs. (1,2,3) are solved numerically

using the pseudo-spectral code GX [42, 43]. Hyper-
diffusive terms of the form VHVGL are added to the R.H.S.
of Egs. (1,2), with vy = 1/At(Az/7)%; this value ensures
that these terms are only significant at scales comparable
to the grid scale. These details apply to all the simula-
tions we include in this Letter.

In what follows, all quantities are presented in di-
mensionless units. The simulations are performed in
a doubly periodic box of dimensions L, x L,, where
L, = L, = 2m. The initial condition consists of two
identical magnetic islands of Gaussian shape, specified
as A, = Agexp(—(2ma(r — 0.25L,)/L.)? — (2ma(y —
0.5L,)/Ly)?) + Agexp(—(2ra(z — 0.75L;)/L;)* —
(2ma(y — 0.5Ly)/L,)?) [44]. We set a = 1.5 so that the
root-mean-squared width of each island is about 1.1,
i.e., R =~ 0.55. Multiple simulations are performed by
varying the values of p; (we set Tjo/Teo = 1 in all the
simulations so ps = p;/v/2) and d. to encompass both
the regime where R 2 p; > d. (traditional ion-coupled
reconnection) and p; > R > d. (electron-only recon-
nection). The numerical resolution is adjusted across
simulations to resolve the d. scale adequately (see the
Supplemental Material for more information).
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FIG. 1: Dimensionless peak reconnection rates, R cc,
from simulations with different values of p;/R. In the
electron-only regime (d. < R < p;), red, orange, and
yellow symbols refer to simulations with

de/R = 0.05,0.1,0.2, respectively. In the ion-coupled
regime (de < p; < R), we set d./p; = 0.1 (except for the
leftmost data-point, where d./p; = 0.2). The dashed
line is Eq. (4) (with T;o/Teo = 1).

For each simulation, we calculate the reconnection rate
as the time derivative of the magnetic flux between the
X- and the O-points. The peak reconnection rates are
plotted in Fig. 1 against the parameter p;/R. Along the
horizontal axis, the progression from left to right sig-
nifies a transition from MHD to sub-p; scales in terms
of the initial island size. At MHD scales, we observe



that the reconnection rate converges to a constant value
~ 0.2, somewhat higher than the often quoted value of
0.1 [e.g., 38—40, 45-49] but consistent with previous re-
sults for collisionless reconnection in the strong guide-
field limit [50, 51]. However, upon transition to sub-ion
scales (i.e., R < p;), the reconnection rates exhibit a
substantial increase, aligning almost perfectly with our
model’s prediction, Eq. (4), represented by the dashed
line in Fig. 1. Consistently, at fixed p;/R, the reconnec-
tion rate depends only weakly on the value of d. (and
such dependence weakens as de becomes smaller). We
also note that the reconnection rate starts to significantly
deviate from the large-scale (ion coupled) value (~ 0.2) at
around R ~ 10p;. This observation is consistent with the
analysis in [52] and with simulation results [25], where it
is predicted that ions start to decouple from the recon-
necting magnetic field at scales of around 10 ion-scales.
However, it is not until R ~ p; that the reconnection rate
perfectly aligns with Eq. (4).

Lastly, we note that although our focus here is on low-
beta plasmas, it is relatively straightforward to extend
our analytical model to the 8. ~ 1 case; see Supplemental
Material for details.

Magnetic Flux Tube Coalescence. We now apply the
electron-only reconnection model to the problem of in-
verse transfer of magnetic energy at sub-ion scales within
the framework of Egs. (1-3). We first address two-
dimensional dynamics in the perpendicular plane. Con-
sider two identical circular magnetic islands of radius R
such that p; > R > d.. Each carries the magnetic
flux RB,, which is assumed to be conserved by their
merger [12, 13]. The lifetime of these two islands is deter-
mined by the reconnection time, Trec ~ (R/ps)(R/va,1),
as shown above.

Now considering a “sea” of (volume-filling) magnetic
islands with similar sizes in the sub-p; regime and assum-
ing the merging process to occur sequentially between is-
land pairs, the evolution of total magnetic energy can be
described by

d¢ dB} B}
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We thus find € = [a(t — to) + 5&3/2}_2/3, where tg is
the lifetime of the first island generation, a is a coeffi-
cient, and & is the initial magnetic energy. The per-
pendicular coherence scale and magnetic field strength
can be derived in a similar way. The resulting long-term
(t = t/to > 1) evolution scaling laws are
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When extending to the three-dimensional case (with
a strong guide field), a magnetic island of radius R and
magnetic field B, becomes a magnetic flux tube with ra-
dius R, poloidal magnetic field B, and length [ in the

direction of the local mean field. The arguments above

leading to Eq. (7) should remain valid (which we will con-
firm via direct numerical simulation). The length of the
flux tube [ can be estimated from the assumption that
the inverse linear time scale, v, ~ wrgaw ~ klpSkHvA
(with k1 ~ 1/R and [ ~ 1/ky), should be compara-
ble to the inverse nonlinear time scale, ~,," (critical bal-
ance [53]), where 7,;' should be the smallest of the re-
connection time, Tyoc, and the perpendicular advection
time, R/u,, with u; ~ (¢/B,)p/R being the in-plane
(E x B) velocity that pertains to Egs. (1-2). By as-
suming scale-by-scale equipartition between the density
and magnetic energy fluctuations, (dn¢/noe)?noeToe ~
|V 1 A,|?/87 [35] (see Supplemental Material for valida-
tion of this hypothesis), together with Eq. (3) in the
limit &k p; > 1, we find ¢ ~ \/To;/Toe(piva/c)B1 and,
thus, R/u; ~ (R/ps)(R/va,1) ~ Trec. Therefore, we
conclude that the nonlinear advection time and recon-
nection time are comparable within this regime, i.e.,
Yol ~ Tiad ~ kipskiva . This conclusion differs from
that in the MHD regime, where reconnection is always
slower [13]. Finally, balancing v; with 7, yields

I ~B./(kiBy) o t*3. (8)

To verify these predictions, we conducted a three-
dimensional simulation in a periodic domain with dimen-
sions Ly X Ly x L, where L, = L, =2m and L, = 4L,
(in normalized units). We specify the initial equilibrium
as A, (x,y,z,t =0) = A,g cos(kox) cos(koy) with kg = 10
with A, = 0.1, yielding a 2k x 2kq static array of mag-
netic flux tubes with sequentially opposite polarities. We
set p; = 2.0 (and T;0 = Teo) and d. = 0.04. These choices
ensure that all flux tubes satisfy d. < R < p;, and thus
Egs. (7-8) should be valid after an initial transient.

Fig. 2 presents the temporal evolution of some key
quantities. The top panel of Fig. 2 (a) shows the time
evolution of the wavenumber at which the magnetic en-
ergy spectrum peaks, k| max; whereas the bottom panel
shows the box-averaged magnetic energy, £. Both quan-
tities conform to the theoretical predictions after ¢ ~
0.374, with the scaling laws of Eq. (7) becoming appli-
cable for t 2 1.074 [564]. Likewise, the parallel coher-
ence length [, estimated using the five-point second-order
structure function [35, 55, 56] (see the Supplemental Ma-
terial for further details), aligns with Eq. (8) after ap-
proximately ¢ = 2.0 74, as evident from Fig. 2 (b) [57].

Fig. 2 (c) shows the evolution of the perpendicular
magnetic-energy spectrum. A reasonable agreement with
a kls/ 3 [35, 58] inertial range power-law behavior is ob-
served, suggesting that, in addition to the inverse cas-
cade arising from the flux-tube merger, there is also a
direct cascade driven by the nonlinear interaction of ki-
netic Alfvén wave packets. This observation is consistent
with measurements of turbulence in the Earth’s magne-
tosheath in instances where electron-only reconnection is
prevalent [23].
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FIG. 2: Three-dimensional simulation results. (a)
Temporal evolution of the wavenumber corresponding
to the peak of the magnetic spectrum (top panel) and
total magnetic energy (bottom panel). a,b,c,d are
fitting parameters. We use the data to the right of the
gray vertical dashed lines to avoid the transient stage.
(b) Parallel coherence length [ at different times. (c)
The perpendicular magnetic spectra at progressively
later times (from blue to green). The vertical dashed
line denotes the d. scale.

Lastly, we note that although the above results are
obtained within the isothermal limit, we verify (see Sup-
plemental Material) that the temporal power laws still
hold in the non-isothermal case.

Transition to MHD scales. As the flux tube (or
island) merging proceeds, structures get progressively
larger and eventually transition to MHD scales, i.e.,
R > p;. In this regime, electron-only reconnection no
longer applies; instead, we expect the (normalized) re-
connection rate to be a constant, independent of either
the island size or the kinetic scales (Fig. 1 indicates
Rree = 0.2). This observation, together with flux con-
servation, is all that is required to conclude that, at this
stage, the evolution scalings of resistive MHD [12, 13, 15]
should apply here as well. Namely, we expect
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To directly investigate these predictions, we conducted
a two-dimensional simulation for which the initial condi-
tion is A.(k,) = A.o(k% k) exp(ip(ky)) for ki < k.
and A, (k1) = Auo(kL/kD) exp(l — ki /k) explip(k.))
for k; > k., where ¢(k, ) is a random phase, A,o = 0.001
and k. = 160. The domain is a doubly periodic box of
dimensions L, x Ly, with L, = L, = 27, and the spa-
tial grid size is 81922, We set p; = 0.025 (ps ~ 0.0177)

and d., = 0.002, so that the initial condition satisfies
Pi Ve ke < d_'; thus, this simulation should first cap-
ture merging at kinetic scales (as in the 3D simulation
discussed earlier), followed by a transition to MHD scales.
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lon-coupled
10-t 100 10t
t/Ta

FIG. 3: Temporal evolution of magnetic energy &
(blue) and characteristic island radius R (red) from the
two-dimensional simulation. The horizontal red dashed
line denotes R = p;.
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Time traces of magnetic energy £ and characteristic
radius R of the magnetic structures, defined as R =
27 /4k | max, are presented in Fig. 3. Initially, these quan-
tities are found to evolve according to the power laws
t=2/3 and /3, respectively, in accordance with Eq. (7).
As R exceeds p; (around ¢ ~ 0.274) the evolution of
these quantities starts to deviate from those power laws.
This threshold is consistent with the departure from the
electron-only reconnection regime (i.e., Eq. (4)) as p;/R
decreases identified in Fig. 1. Around ¢ ~ 10.074, R
reaches 10p;, the scale at which the reconnection rate
converges to the constant large-scale value and ions are
fully coupled (see Fig. 1). Consistently, transitions to
E ~ 1! and R ~ t'/2 power-law scalings are observed,
in agreement with the predictions of Eq. (9).

Conclusions. We present an analytical model for
electron-only strong-guide-field reconnection in low-g
plasmas. Unlike large-scale collisionless reconnection,
where the (normalized) reconnection rate is conjectured
to be a constant of order 0.1 [39, 40], we find that this
regime is characterized by reconnection rates that scale
as the ratio between the ion gyroradius and the size of
the reconnecting structure and which can significantly
exceed 0.1. This finding provides a theoretical expla-
nation for previous observational and numerical stud-
ies [e.g., 25, 29, 30]. The validity of our model is con-
firmed through direct numerical simulations, which also
reveal that deviation from the fully ion-coupled regime
begins when R =~ 10p;, consistent with previous numer-
ical studies [25] in a different plasma regime. Although
our focus in this study is low beta plasmas, we also pro-
pose an extension of our derivation to 8. ~ 1 (see Sup-
plemental Material) which appears to be consistent with
existing numerical data.



Using this reconnection model, we derive time-
dependent scaling laws for inverse magnetic-energy trans-
fer in the sub-p; range, which we validate via a
three-dimensional direct numerical simulation. Finally,
through a two-dimensional simulation starting with ran-
dom Gaussian magnetic fields, we demonstrate the abil-
ity of magnetic-island mergers to transport magnetic en-
ergy from kinetic to MHD scales, accompanied by pre-
dicted changes in the time-dependent scaling laws. In
addition to its relevance to the understanding of the
self-organization of systems dominated by flux-rope-like
structures [e.g., 20, 59, 60], this conclusion lends cre-
dence to recently proposed ideas for the viability of
electron-scale seeds as the origin of large-scale magnetic
fields [13, 61, 62].
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