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ABSTRACT

Developing a quantitative understanding of wave plasma processes in the lower ionosphere
requires a reasonably accurate theoretical description of the underlying physical processes.
For such highly collisional plasma environment as the E-region ionosphere, kinetic theory
represents the most accurate theoretical description of wave processes. For the analytical
treatment, however, the collisional kinetic theory is extremely complicated and succeeds only
in a limited number of physical problems. To date, most research applied oversimplified fluid
models that lack a number of critical kinetic aspects, so that the coefficients in the corresponding
fluid equations are often accurate only to an order of magnitude. This paper presents the
derivation for the highly collisional, partially magnetized case relevant to E-region conditions.
It provides a more accurate reduction of the ion and, especially, electron kinetic equations to
the corresponding 5-moment fluid equations by using a new set of analytic approximations. This
derivation results in more accurate fluid-model set of equations appropriate for most E-region
problems. The results of this paper could be used for a routine practical analysis when working
with actual data. The improved equations can also serve as a basis for more accurate plasma
fluid computer simulations.
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1 INTRODUCTION

At altitudes of the equatorial and high-latitude E-region ionospheres, the ionosphere is highly collisional
in such a way that ions are almost demagnetized by their frequent collisions with the surrounding neutral
molecules while electrons still remain strongly magnetized. Strong DC electric fields perpendicular to the
geomagnetic field cause there electrojets and give rise to plasma instabilities whose nonlinear development
produces plasma density irregularities observed by radars and rockets.

Developing a quantitative understanding of wave plasma processes in the lower ionosphere requires
an accurate theoretical description of the underlying physical processes. For such dissipative
environment, collisional plasma kinetic theory represents the most accurate theoretical description of
wave processes. Particle-in-cell (PIC) simulations present the most advanced way to apply the kinetic
approach, but such massive computer simulations (Oppenheim and Dimant, 2004; Oppenheim et all,
2008; Oppenheim and Dimant, 2013; [Oppenheim et all, 2020) are usually quite costly. In many cases,
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simple estimates and parameter dependencies provided by an analytic approach will suffice. For the
analytical treatment, however, the collisional kinetic theory is extremely complicated and succeeds only
in a limited number of physical problems. To date, most research applied an oversimplified fluid model
that lacks many critical kinetic aspects. These models mostly apply to weakly collisional conditions. The
coefficients in the simple fluid equations are often accurate only to an order of magnitude because they
were not obtained using the full kinetic theory. This paper presents the derivation of improved fluid
equations for the highly collisional, partially magnetized case relevant to E-region conditions, starting
from a more consistent kinetic approach. It provides more accurate values for the fluid-model coefficients.

There are different approaches to analytical description of low-frequency plasma processes in the E-
region ionosphere, including both the kinetic theory and fluid models. Traditionally, the kinetic theory of
the FB instability applied an oversimplified BGK collision operator (Bhatnagar et alJ,|1954). This operator
does not follow from an accurate Boltzmann collision operator, but represents an artificial construct. It
simplifies dramatically the analytical treatment, satisfying the particle number conservation, as well as the
momentum and energy balances (albeit under certain conditions, see below). This simplified approach is
reasonably applicable to the description of the heavy ions, but it is totally unacceptable to the description
of the light electrons (Dimant and Sudan, [1995a).

More accurate approaches to the kinetic description of electrons under conditions of the E-region
wave processes, such as the Farley-Buneman (FB) instability, have been developed by a few research
groups. Stubbe (1990) modified the BGK terms to allow for the different rates of the electron energy and
momentum losses. This simple modification, however, does not follow from the Boltzmann operator and
cannot be trusted. Later, two independent research groups developed more sophisticated and accurate
approaches. Kissack and collaborators (Kissack et al., 1995, 1997, 2008a,b) applied Grad’s method
(Grad, 11949; Rodbard et all, [1995), while IDimant and Sudan (1995a) used an expansion in Legendre
polynomials with respect to the angles in the velocity space (Gurevich, [1978; |Allis, [1982). The latter
kinetic approach has allowed the authors to predict a new electron thermal-driven instability in the lower
E/upper D regions (Dimant and Sudan, 1995b/c), which has been later explained in terms of a much
simpler fluid model (Dimant and Sudan, 1997). This effect has been verified by others (Robinson, |[1998;
St. -Maurice and Kissack, 2000). Later, a similar thermal-instability process has been also suggested for
ions (Kagan and Kelley, 2000; Dimant and Oppenheim, 2004; Dimant et al., 2023).

This paper presents a consistent reduction of the ion and electron kinetic equations to the 5-moment
fluid equations by using a new set of analytic approximations. This derivation results in a more accurate
fluid model appropriate for most E-region plasma problems.

The paper is organized as follows. Section [2] introduces the collisional kinetic equation and reviews
the generic procedure for obtaining the moment equations. The collisional parts there are not specified
and remain in the general integral form. Section [3| describes ion momentum equation obtained using
the BGK collision model. The most important part is section 4l It derives low-frequency electron-
fluid equations using a kinetic theory based on the efficient isotropization of the electron distribution
function in the velocity space (Gurevich, [1978; Dimant and Sudan, [1995a). This requires a more detailed
and sophisticated treatment. Section derives the moment equations where the heat conductivity and
frictional heating are given in terms of a still unspecified small directional part of the velocity distribution
function. To illustrate major ideas of closing the derivation, section describes the simplest case of the
constant (i.e., velocity-independent) kinetic collision parameters. Section 4.3| presents the general results
obtained in detail in the Appendix. Compared to the simplest electron-fluid equations from section 4.2]
the general momentum and thermal-balance equations include a larger number of coefficients, as well
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as additional heat-conductivity terms. By their look, the latter may appear collisionless, but they have
arisen exclusively due to the velocity dependence of the kinetic electron-neutral collision frequency. All
these results could be used for a routine practical analysis when working with actual data. The improved
equations can serve as a basis for more accurate plasma fluid computer simulations.

2 GENERAL KINETIC TREATMENT

This section discusses a general approach to deriving the fluid model from the kinetic theory for any
plasma particles. To avoid confusion, throughout this paper we will use the following nomenclature. We
denote various kinds of particles (charged or neutral) by Latin subscripts: p, ¢, etc., that stand for electrons
(e), 1ons of various kinds (¢) and neutrals (n), while denoting vector components by Greek subscripts: «,
3, etc.

Non-relativistic kinetics of charged particles of the kind p with the velocity 7/, at a given location " and
time ¢ is described by the Boltzmann kinetic equation,

Ocfp +V - (Upfp) + 05, - Li—l; (E+6p X é) fp} = (%) . (1)

where f, (1), 7, t) is the single-particle velocity distribution function. The left-hand side (LHS) of Eq. (I)
describes the 00111s10n1ess (Vlasov) dynamlcs of the p-species charged particles in smoothed over many
particles electric (E) and magnetic (B) fields (for simplicity, we ignore here a gravity force); ¢, and m,, are
the p-particle charge and mass, respectively. The LHS of Eq. (1)) is intentionally written in a conservative
(divergence) form which is more convenient for deriving the moment equations.

The right-hand side (RHS) of Eq. (), term (dfy,/dt)col = 3_, Spg, is the collisional operator describing
binary collisions of the p-particles with all available kinds of charged and neutral particles denoted by ¢
(including the p-particles themselves). In the general case, the partial components .Sy, represent integral
operators that involve products of f,(v),7,t) by fq(U,,7,t). The partial operator Sy, is quadratically
nonlinear, while S,,; with p # ¢ are linear with respect to f,.

The binary collisions can be either elastic or inelastic. Elastic collisions conserve the total kinetic
energy, momentum and angular momentum of the colliding pair. The corresponding partial collisional
operator, Sy, can be described by the well-known Boltzmann collision integral (Shkarofsky et al., [1966;
Gurevich, [1978; [Lifshitz and Pitaevskii, [1981); [Schunk and Nagy, 2009; [Khazanov, 2011)). During an
inelastic collision of a charged particle with a neutral particle, a fraction of the total kinetic energy goes to
excitation (de-excitation) of the neutral particle (or ion) or to release of electrons via ionization. Inelastic
processes in the lower ionosphere often involve molecular dissociation, recombination with ions and
electron attachment, accompanied by photon radiation or absorption. The complete kinetic description of
all these processes is complicated. In many cases, however, inelastic collisions are close to elastic and
one can continue using Boltzmann’s integral with minor modifications (Gurevich, |1978; [Shkarofsky et all,
1966). Kinetic Eq. () with Boltzmann’s collision integral per ce represents a significant simplification
over the full multi-particle kinetics, but it still remains quite difficult for a mathematical treatment and
requires further simplifications.

Being interested in fluid-model equations that follow from kinetic Eq. (d)), right below we review the
conventional approach to deriving equations for the lowest-order moments of the distribution function.
The material of this section will serve as a guide for more specific derivations of the following sections.
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The three lowest-order velocity moments include the p-species particle density,

ny(,t) = / fodvy, 2)
mean fluid velocity,
— R R 1 N
Trit) = () = o [ Sty ®
4

and effective temperature,

Ty(r,t) = % <<77p - ‘7p>2> = 3m_7;/ (Up - ‘717)2 fpd®vp. 4)

The derivations below will also involve other velocity-averaged quantities defined by

<"'>Ei/("')fpd32}p. (5)

Mp
Integrations in Eqs. (2)—(3) are performed over the entire 3-D velocity space.

First, we consider the particle-number balance. Integrating Eq. (1)) over the particle velocities with
fp = 0as v, = |Uj| = oo, we easily obtain the continuity equation for the p-particle fluid,

} d
Oy + V- (npV)) = / (%) ld%p. (©6)

The RHS of Eq. (6) includes various particle sources and losses, like ionization, recombination and
electron attachment. The collisions between the charged particles of the same species usually conserve
the average particle number and hence do not contribute to the RHS of Eq. (6).

Second, we obtain the momentum-balance equation that involves the mean fluid drift velocity, Vp.
Integrating Eq. (I)) with the weighting function m,,j,, for a given vector-component « of the momentum
density, we obtain

3 3
mpO (1pVp,) + Z 8&:5 Ppos +myp Z 81’5 (anpa V}Jﬁ)
B=1 B=1

1. - df
— & {Ea +- (V5 % B)(J np + mp/vpa (d_f)wl Py, (7)

where P, is the total pressure tensor with vector components defined as

Ppos =myp / (V50 = Vi) (Upg - Vpg) fpd%p- (8)

It combines the isotropic pressure, Pyd,,y, (0pmn = 1 if m = n and d,,,,, = 0 otherwise), P, = n,T),, with
the viscosity tensor, IT;, , = P}, — P0443. Equation (@) includes momentum changes due to various
average forces and those caused by particle density variations. To exclude the latter and separate the net
effect of the total force, we multiply Eq. (6) by m,,V), and subtract the resultant equation from Eq. (7).
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This yields the conventional momentum-balance equation,

DV, T .
oy T = g [+ (1 B)] -9 By ¢

where D,/ Dt = 0, + ‘7], -V is the convective (also called substantial or material) derivative for the average
p-particle flow and

-, - d
R, = mp/ (% -7) Ao\ gy, (10)
dt col
Here and below, the “dot”-products of a vector, @, with a two-component tensor, A, depending on
the multiplier order, denote vectors with the components (a-A), = 22:1 agAg, or (A-a), =

22:1 A pag. The tensor divergence, V - P, = VP, + V - I, represents a vector which uses the
obvious symmetry P, , = P, following from Eq. (8). The RHS of Eq. (9)) includes all smooth forces
acting on the average particle flow of the charged particles, such as the total Lorentz force, pressure
gradient, and total friction, ép. The latter is associated with collisions of the given p-particles with all
other charged or neutral particles. It includes no momentum exchange between the same-species particles
because their mutual collisions automatically conserve the total momentum, | UpSppd%p = 0.

Third, to obtain the total energy-balance equation, we integrate Eq. (I) with the weighting function
mpvf, /2 and obtain

2
mpv

P - 3 = o bp 2 dfp 3
vdeIJ'E+—/U <—) d’vp, (11)
9 bJp p p 9 P dt col D

where &, is the p-species average kinetic-energy density and fp is their electric-current density,

mpvf) 3 = -
&= / 5 fpd’vp, Jp = qpnpVp. (12)
Before proceeding, we separate from the kinetic particle velocity @), the mean drift velocity ‘7],, so that
(I1) becomes
5 mpV;: 3T,
n
P2 2
mpVy 5T, - nym L\3
v "p( 7 7p> Gty Ve 2 (5, 1))
- 4 s =M ~\2 (d
=Jjp E+Vp Ry + " (Up_‘/}?> <ﬁ> d*vy
2 dt J .o
my V5 / dfy 3
— d’vp. 13
T dt ) """ (13)

—

L\ 3 2 -
where (Up — Vp> = T, — V) (Up — Vp> Equation describes dynamic variations of the total

energy density. It includes a part associated with the average fluid motion, npmpr2 /2, and the internal

Frontiers 5



Y. S. Dimant Deriving Improved Plasma Fluid Equations from Collisional Kinetic Theory

thermal energy, n,1). To extract the equation exclusively for the particle temperature, 7},, we multiply
Eq. (6) by (mpl/}? /2+ 3T,/ 2), take the scalar product of Eq. (9) with \7p and subtract the resultant two
equations from Eq. (13). This yields

—

3n, D,T ~ — 3
e o o ()

2 Dt

M [y (e mpVy 3T\ [ ()
T2 /(”p ) (dt I 2 TG (19

where IL, - V - ‘7], = E‘z g1 1p, ﬂvavpﬁ. Note that after this step the electric field has been eliminated
from the energy balance equation. This is a crucial step in deriving the proper form of the frictional
heating, as described below.

Typically, equations like Eq. (I4) represent the final form of the thermal-balance equation. These
equations are most convenient for calculations. In order to clarify the physical meaning of some terms,
however, it is helpful to recast Eq. (I4) in a slightly different form. Rewriting the continuity Eq. (6)) as

Dpny, 5 dfp 3
D1 +n,V Vp—/(dt COld Up,

we recast the two first terms in the LHS of Eq. (14) as

3ny, Dy, - 3ny, DT, Dyn,, / dfp 3
= T,V -V,==2F ~T T, [ (22) q
2 o TV =T PTpp dt ) """
D,s df,

=n,Tp L2 4T, [ (=2) & 15
nplp Dt + p/(dt)col Up, ( )
_ 3/2 _ 3/2, 5/2 : : :
where s, = In(7,""/n,) = In(P,’"/ny, ") represents the specific entropy of the p-species fluid

(Braginskii, [1965) (for a single-atomic gas, the adiabatic coefficient ¥ = 5/3). This recast allows
interpreting n,1,V - \7p as the adiabatic heating (cooling) term. The two remaining terms in the LHS
of Eq. (I4)) describe the work performed by viscous forces and the fluid heat conductance. All these
processes are collisionless.

All collisional processes in the thermal balance Eq. (I4) are described by its RHS. After
rearranging the last term in Eq. (I3) to the RHS of Eq. (14), the last term there becomes
(mp\/p2 /2 —5T,/2) [ (dfy/dt),, d*vp. All integral terms involving (df,/dt),, describe the frictional
heating and thermal inflows (outflows) associated with possible emergence (disappearance) of p-particles
as a result of ionization, recombination, etc. For the general form of (df,/dt)_,. calculating the frictional
heating is not an easy task. Below we employ two different kinds of further approximation: one is
more appropriate for heavy single-charged ions (Section [3)), while the other is suitable for light electrons
(Section @)).

Before proceeding further, we emphasize that in general no truncated chain of moment equations is
closed because starting from the momentum equation every further moment equation involves higher-
order moments. To allow the moment equation chain to be rigorously truncated, the most appropriate
is the near-equilibrium case when the particle distribution function, along with its small perturbations,
remains reasonably close to Maxwellian (Dimant and Sudan, 1995a; [Kissack et al., [1995). This case
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allows describing the particle kinetics using a restricted number of spatially and temporarily varying
parameters, such as the particle density, temperature, and average drift velocity (5-moment equations). In
real situations, however, this is not always the case, that is why inconsistencies in the fluid description
often happen (e.g., \Garcia-Colin et all, 2004; Velasco et al., 2002). Higher-order sets of equations allow
more serious deviations from Maxwellian, but still with a restricted number of additional fluid parameters.
Fluid models that include restricted numbers of equations using approximate closures, such as the 5 or
13-moment models (Schunk and Nagy, 2009), can be successfully employed in situations when there
are no sharp gradients, extreme fields, abundant superthermal particles, or extremely large temperature
differences between different species of the colliding particles. These conditions are usually met at the
equatorial electrojet. If they cannot be met, then the adequate description of plasma dynamics may require
a direct solution of the corresponding collisional kinetic equation.

3 BGK COLLISION KINETICS AND THE FLUID MODEL FOR IONS

In this section, we consider the ion kinetics in low-ionized, highly collisional plasma. Bearing in
mind mainly the lower-E/upper-D regions of the ionosphere or similar media, we can neglect coulomb
collisions between the charged particles compared to their much more frequent collisions with the neutrals.
For the ion-neutral collision integral, we can use the simple Bhatnagar-Gross-Krook (BGK) model
(Bhatnagar et all, [1954). Disregarding ionization-recombination processes, we can write the simplest
BGK collision operator in the neutral frame of reference as

d_fi)BGK: | o y
(dt ol Vz(feff f2)7 (16)

where fo is a fictitious Maxwellian function, normalized to the locally varying ion density, n;(7, t), with
the constant neutral temperature 7},:

3/2 2
fet (U5, T, t) = (7, 1) (277—%71) exp <— 2;7; ) ) (17)

For the BGK model, it is essential that the ion-neutral collision frequency, v;, is assumed constant. The
model collision term in the form of Eq. (16) conserves the local number of particles. Applied to both ions
and neutrals, the BGK model also conserves the total momentum of the two colliding particles.

The BGK model does not follow from Boltzmann’s collision integral under any rigorous approximations,
but it is a reasonable fit for single-charged ions that collide, predominantly elastically, with the
surrounding neutrals of the same (or close) mass. Recent 2-D hybrid computer simulations of the Farley-
Buneman instability that used for ions this kinetic equation (Kovalev et al., 2008) have demonstrated
a good agreement with similar results of the more accurate fully-kinetic PIC or hybrid simulations
(Janhunen, [1995; |Oppenheim et al., 2008, 1996, [1993; |Oppenheim and Dimant, 2004). There are two
major reasons why this oversimplified model works well for the predominantly ion-neutral collisions
typical for the lower ionosphere. First, within a 1000 K temperature range, the ion-neutral collision
frequency is nearly velocity-independent (Maxwell molecule collisions) (Schunk and Nagy, 2009).
Second, collisions of ions with neutral particles of the same or close mass have roughly equal rates of
the average momentum and energy transfer, described by the single parameter v;. Both these factors
distinguish dramatically the ion-neutral collisions from the electron-neutral ones, as we discuss in the
following section.
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For the distribution function of single-charged positive ions, f;(;, 7, t), the BGK kinetic equation in the
conservative (divergence) form is given by

—

Ocfi +V - (Ui fi) + Oy, - [(fn—E + 7; x 5) fi] = v; (fer — fi)- (18)

In this section, we derive the 5-moment ion fluid-model equations for n; = f fid%i, ‘71 = (th) =
[ fid3v;, and T; = m; (5171')2/3 = (mi/3n;) [ 6v?fid3v;, where 60; = ¥ — Vi. We will largely
follow the major steps of the previous section, but will do this specifically for the ions in the BGK
approximation. This will help us to better understand the physical meaning of the algebraic manipulations
and intermediate results.

Integrating Eq. (I8) over velocities, we obtain the ion continuity equation,

Din;
Dt

Bni +V - (n\?) - YV V=0 (19)

Further, integrating Eq. (I8) over ion velocities with the weighting function 7;, we obtain the total
momentum balance equation,

— E — A —
0r (niV:) + O, / ViV fdP0; — (% + Vi x b) = —vin;Vi. (20)
7

Using Eq. (19) and recalling the definition of the pressure in Eq. (§)), we obtain the final momentum
equation,

DV,
Dt

E L .
= m;n; <6_ + QZV; X b) -V Pi — IJZTLZmZV; (21)
M

7

mgny

Integrating Eq. (I8) with the weighting function m;v? /2, we obtain

V2 30T 2
O <mml i 2 Z) +V'/Uifi m;vl d3v;

2 2
= 3 ni V7
— nieE-Vi+ v bm(Tn—Tn—mﬁZ } 22)
Using the easily derivable relation
. miv-2 3 - mmiV-2 5n; 15 .
/Uifi “div =V =+ + Gi,
2 2 2
where the vector components of ¢ are given by
sv? 4 >
Gia = mi/csvia - fid'vi+ > VipIi,, (23)
B=1
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we obtain

Dt 2 2

) 'V2 3In:T: N =
(M) T A )

D; (mmz“/f . 3niTi)

IR Ve 3 -, 1/2
=i Vit | o (- 1) - P

- 4
Taking a scalar product of Eq. (ZT)) with V;, we obtain
D; V2 S o o
= <m2 i ) = nieE -V, = V-V - Py — vimin; V2. (25)
Using Eq. (19) and P; = n,; T;1 + I1;, we rewrite Eq. (23)) as
Di nlmZVZQ
Dt 2
= nieE . I/; _ V; . V (nZTZ) — WQV5Hiaﬁ — I/ZmZTLZV; — T V . V; (26)
Rewriting Eq. (19) as
D; (3n; 3n;T; S
we subtract both Egs. (26) and (27) from Eq. (24) and obtain
3n; D;T; -
TZ l;tl +n;1; - VVi+ Vaga — Vzﬂvaniaﬂ
vimin; V2
= B S v (Ty = ).
Using
o . s
Va%’a - %Bvaniaﬁ =m;Vq 51)2'& 7 fzd v; + Hiaﬂvaviﬁ
and n;V - \71 = —D;n;/dt, we obtain the final ion balance equation
3n; D;T; Din; |, 0v?
71 thz —T; Dltz + V- /miévi 71 fid?’vi + Hiaﬁvavm
vimin; V2 3
= PR 2 v (T = T3) (28)

The two last terms in the LHS of the ion thermal balance Eq. (28) describe the thermal conduction.
The thermal flux given by the integral term and 1I;_ , should be determined from higher-order moment
equations. Alternatively, Eq. (28) could be closed using proper approximations like Maxwellian f;.
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The first term in the RHS of Eq. (28)) describes the total ion frictional heating. This term has originated
from a subtraction of the frictional energy loss described by

mwQ 3 3niTi l/immin
Vi fid v — =

2 2 2 ’

from the total work performed during the collisional braking of the ion fluid as a whole, yimmiViQ, given
by the last term in Eq. (23)). This means that when the ion fluid is frictionally braked only the half of the
released energy heats the ions, while the other half goes directly to the colliding neutrals. Incidentally,
this is precisely the total amount of frictional heating for ions and neutrals of the equal mass, m,, = m;,
following from a more detailed kinetic theory (Schunk and Nagy, 2009; Dimant and Oppenheim, 2004),

VymimMp Ny ‘/;2 Vimin; V;Q
m; + mp 2 '

Thus, the BGK model of ion-neutral collisions describes correctly the ion frictional heating if the colliding
partners have the same or close masses. This means that one can successfully employ for ions moment
equations (27)—(28)) under moderate conditions when the ion distribution function is reasonably close to
Maxwellian. Such conditions mostly apply to the equatorial E region, rather than to the high-latitude
ionosphere.

4 COLLISIONAL KINETICS AND THE FLUID MODEL FOR ELECTRONS

This section is the central piece of this paper. It derives the electron fluid equations from an approximate,
but rigorous, kinetic theory based on characteristics of the actual physical conditions and wave processes
in the E-region ionosphere. For electrons, the oversimplified BGK collision model (employed above for
ions) can apply only to plasma processes whose characteristic wave frequencies exceed substantially the
electron collision frequencies. However, for low-frequency processes in the highly collisional E/D-region
ionosphere, where the opposite condition usually holds (see IDimant and Sudan, (19954, and references
therein), the electron BGK collision model is totally unsuitable. The main reason is that the rate of
electron-neutral collisional exchange of momentum, v,,, is a few orders of magnitude larger than the
corresponding rate of the energy exchange, d¢y Ve, (Gurevich, [1978). This means that during collisions
with heavy neutrals the light electrons scatter over angles in the velocity space much more frequently
than they change their kinetic energy. In low-frequency processes of the lower ionosphere, this leads to an
efficient isotropization of the electron distribution function. The BGK model, however, completely ignores
this feature. In addition, the BGK model does not cover the clearly pronounced velocity dependence of
the kinetic electron-neutral collision frequency ve,(ve) (Gurevich, 1978; Schunk and Nagy, 2009). This
velocity dependence plays an important role for some E-region instabilities, (see, e.g., [Dimant and Sudan,
1997, and references therein), and it modifies the instability and wave characteristics.

4.1 General kinetic approach and momentum equations

In a weakly ionized plasma of the lower ionosphere, collisions of an electron with other charged
particles, including other electrons, V.., Ve;, are usually negligible compared to electron neutral collisions,
Ve R Vep. At altitudes above 75 km, strongly magnetized electrons, involved in low-frequency processes
with w < v, < (), have an almost isotropic velocity distribution whose speed dependence can deviate
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significantly from Maxwellian. For such processes, an adequate kinetic description is by expanding the
velocity distribution function f.(7, ¢, 7.) in Legendre polynomials with respect to angles in the velocity
space (Shkarofsky et al.,|1966; |Gurevich, [1978; Khazanov, 2011)). To the first-order accuracy with respect
to a small anisotropy of f.(7,¢,7.), one can represent the total electron distribution function as a
combination of the major isotropic part, Fy(7,t, ve), where v, = |U,|, and a relatively small directional
part determined by a single vector-function fl (7', t, ve) (Gurevich, 1978; Dimant and Sudan, [1995a),

fTi(F7 tu Ue) : Ue

Ve

fo(Ft,T.) ~ Fy(F,t,ve) + = Fy + | fi| cos 6, (29)

where 6 is the angle between f; and @,. Here we assume that | f] < Fy, along with the similar
inequalities for the speed derivatives (see below). The major isotropic part, F{y, determines scalar velocity-
averaged characteristics of the electron fluid, such as the electron density and temperature, while the small
directional part, ﬁ, determines vector characteristics, such as the average drift velocity and various fluxes.
In this approximation, any higher-order anisotropies are neglected. For electrons in the highly collisional
E-region ionosphere, the higher-order anisotropies usually play no role (see below).

The assumption of | f] < Fy is well justified for electrons within the kinetic energy range £, < 2 eV
(ve < 1000 km/s). This range usually includes both the thermal bulk of electrons (£, < 0.03 eV for the
cold E-region ionosphere) and a significant fraction of superthermal electrons. In this energy rate, the
ratio of the mean, mostly inelastic, collisional energy loss to that of the predominantly elastic momentum
1088, Gen (Ve )Ven (Ve) /Ven (Ve) = den(ve), is usually quite small: 5y, (ve) ~ (2-4) x 1073 (Gurevich, [1978)
(although it is two orders of magnitude larger than the corresponding purely elastic rate, 062 ~ 2m, /m,,).
The ratio of | f1| to [y is typically ~ /3.y, so that the directional part of the electron distribution function
in Eq. (29) turns out to be automatically small compared to the major isotropic part, | ﬁ| < Ey. However,
this brings up the followmg question. If there were an 1mposed DC electric field, £ L B, so strong that
the corresponding E x B-drift velocity, Vdr — ExB /B2, would be comparable to the mean electron
thermal speed, v, = (T./ me)Y/2, then the condition of | f;| < Fy would become invalid. As a matter of
fact, however, such strong field would heat electrons so much that the heated thermal velocity v7,;, would
automatically exceed Vdr. If the new electron temperature is < 23, 000 K (corresponding to 2 eV) then the
approximation (29) still holds. This is a significant difference of electrons from heavy ions with d;,, ~ 1.

The kinetic equation with the general electron-neutral collision operator, (df./dt)con, leads to the two
coupled equations for Fy(7, ¢, ve) and fi (7, ¢, ve) (Gurevich, 1978; Dimant and Sudan, [1995a):

U@ ~ € a 2 — — .
R A e G ) (302
O fi — Qb x fi + 0.V — 23 gFO S, (30b)
Ve
where . . _
Sy = 1/ (d—fe) d (cosv), Sy = §/ (dfe) I (cos ) d (cos ) 31)
2\ dt col 2/ col f1’

(note that the expressions for Sp 1 inDimant and Sudan (19954) missed the correct normalization factors).
Bearing in mind moderately fast wave processes, T,qc l « w < v,, where Ty is an effective recombination
lifetime at a given altitude, we will ignore ionization-recombination processes, as we did above for
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the ions. The kinetic description of electrons based on Eq. (30) differs dramatically from any kinetic
description based on the BGK collision model.

Fluid equations based on Eq. (30), usually implying a nearly-Maxwellian velocity distribution, have
been successfully explored by a number of researchers (see, e.g., \Gurevich, 1978; [Dimant and Sudan,
19954, and references therein). However, the form of major fluid equations presented in|Gurevich (1978),
Chapter 5, does not clearly show the basic structure of generic Egs. (Q) and (I4) or similar ion Egs. 1)
and (28). By this, we mean that Gurevich’s equations show neither explicit adiabatic heating and cooling,
nor frictional heating o< \/62Z Adiabatic terms proportional to (v.; — 1) in [Gurevich (1978) Eqgs. (5.3)
and (5.4) and the corresponding terms in the following equations appear to have been introduced “by
hand” and are actually extraneous. One can verify that these adiabatic terms have already been implicitly
distributed among other terms of the temperature balance equations within the corresponding fluxes given
by |Gurevich (1978) equations (5.8)—(5.11), so that they are accounted in Egs. (5.3)—(5.4) twice.

The explicit adiabatic terms show up naturally in the kinetic approaches based on small perturbations
of the distribution function shifted by the average particle drift velocity. These approaches clearly differ
from that based on perturbations of the non-shifted velocity distribution, as in Eq. (29) resulting in Eq. (30).
For relatively small drift velocities, however, the two different approaches should yield the same results.
Below we demonstrate that the kinetic approach based on Egs. 29)—(3Q) does reproduce in a rigorous
and natural way the electron fluid equations with the correct adiabatic heating and cooling, frictional
heating, etc. We will also calculate kinetic corrections associated with the general velocity dependence of
the electron-neutral collision frequency and non-Maxwellian velocity distribution. The Appendix contains
details of these calculations.

In accord with the low-frequency condition of w < v, < €, we neglect in Eq. (30b) the electron
inertia term O, f and use a standard approximation S ~ —v,(v.) f1 (Gurevich, 1978; Dimant and Sudan,
1995a). This allows us to close this set of equations in a simple way. As a result, we obtain

E OF . .
C I Qb x fi eV Ey = —ve(ve) fi. (32)

Me OV

Resolving this vector equation with respect to ﬁ, we obtain
fi(ve) = — N(ve) - K Fy, (33)

where the kinetic electron mobility tensor N (v) and the differential vector operator K are given by

Ve (ve) 1 0
02 Qe
N~ | —qg- %5 0 |, (34)
1
0 O l/e(ve)
. E 0
K=upv-2L2 2 (35)
Me OVe

Here and elsewhere, we neglect second-order small terms ~ /> compared to 2 and represent all tensors

in the matrix form for the Cartesian system z, 7, Z with the Z-axis along B. We can write Egs. (33)-34)
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explicitly in terms of the parallel (||) and perpendicular (L) to B components as

- VelU [? ZA) —
K\ Fo, fir=- (% + — X KL) Fo, (36)
e

Sy = Q.

1
ve(ve)
where b = 2 is the unit vector along B. The spatial derivatives in Eq. (33) or (36) express the drift-

diffusion approximation in the collisional kinetic theory, while the velocity derivatives describe electron
energy variations caused by the electric field E.

Furthermore, expressing the RHS of Eq. (30a)) as (Gurevich, 1978)

Sy = 1 0 {vg@% <veF0 T OF 0)} (37)

202 Ov, Me OV

we obtain (Dimant and Sudan, [1995a)

: (vg ﬁ) _ 19 {vgaenye (veFo +In aFO)} . (38)

202 Qv Me OVe

OuFp + 312
Expressing here fl in terms of Fy via Eq. (33) or (36), we obtain a closed kinetic equation for the major
isotropic distribution function, Fy(7,t,v). Its solution, with the use of (33) or (36), provides both parts
of the distribution function, so that its scalar and vector moments can be calculated by a straightforward
speed integration. According to Eq. (29)), the lowest-order moments of the electron distribution function,
such as the electron density, mean drift velocity, and temperature, are given by

o0
7 4
Ne E47T/ Fovgdve, . T
0

3Ne

4 o0
T, = M / Fovdo,. (39)
0

A direct solution of the kinetic Eq. (38]) would be the most accurate and general way to describing the
electron behavior (Dimant and Sudan, [1995a). However, the goal of this paper is to obtain a set of the
lowest-order fluid equations in order to properly describe E-region plasma processes, even if this set of
equations is not fully closed due to possible deviations of the electron velocity distribution function from
Maxwellian.

As above, we start from the particle conservation. Using the definitions of Eq. (39) and integrating
Eq. (38) over v, with the weighting function 47v2, we obtain the standard electron continuity equation,

One + V - (neV,) = 0. (40)

Next, we integrate Eq. (32) with the weighting function 47v? /(3n.). Applying the integration by parts,
we obtain an equation

E
e——beV+v Te) / Fivevddve = 0, (41)
me mene 3n€

that describes the momentum balance of the inertialess electron fluid. Equation (41)) includes the Lorentz
force, pressure gradient, and collisional friction. As we show in the Appendix, in the general case of a
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velocity-dependent collision frequency, v, (v), the last term in the LHS of Eq. (41)), in addition to the
collisional friction, may also include an anisotropic addition to the total pressure gradient.

Taking a scalar product of Eq. (1)) with mene Ve, we obtain the expression

47Tme

V.- |neeE +V (neTe)| + —— / fluev dv. =0 (42)

analogous to Eq. (23)) for ions. This expression represents the total work done by the electric field and
other forces on the average electron flow. We will employ this expression right below.

Now we derive an equation describing the total energy balance. Integrating Eq. (38) with the weighting
function 27rm,vZ, we obtain

3neT. 2 © oo
at< Ne e)+ W;nev‘/ flv?dve‘Fne@E‘Ve

2

o T, dF{
= — 27rme/ (veFo + — 0) 5en1/evg’dve. 43)
O me dve

Using Eq. @2), we eliminate from Eq. (@3 the work done by the electric field on the average flow,
neek - V., and obtain

3T, . 2 oo
at< ”; 6) —V, -V (nTo) + 7Tm‘fv./ Frvddu,
0

4 v & T, dF
= 7rme / flyev dve — 27Tme/ (veFo + — —O) 5en1/evgdve. (44)
0 Me dVe

Here we have rearranged the terms between the two sides of the equation in such a way that all terms
proportional to the collision frequency remain in the RHS, while all other terms are put in the LHS.
After so doing, it may be tempting to interpret the first term in the RHS of Eq. (44) as the electron
frictional heating. In the general case of velocity-dependent v, (v), however, this interpretation would not
be perfectly accurate, as we show in Appendix and section 4.3] below.

Equation (44) is not yet the final form of the thermal-balance equation. It needs to be further transformed
into a form similar to Eq. (14) or (28). In Appendix, we develop this recast for the general case of
velocity-dependent v, (v). However, right below we proceed with the simplest model of constant v, and
den. This model is inaccurate for electron-neutral collisions of the lower ionosphere (Gurevich, [1978;
Schunk and Nagy, 2009), but it will allow us to clarify basic ideas of closing Eq. (44).

4.2 Constant collisional parameters

For constant v, and de,, using the definitions of Eq. (39) and integrating the last term of Eq. (d4) by
parts, we obtain

3nT, - 2 ©
8,5 ( 77,; e) — ‘/e -V (neTe) + ﬂ-;ne V- / flvgdve
0

3
= meVeneVe2 + 5 denVeNe (Tn - Te) s (45)
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Using Eq. (33), we rewrite the third term in the LHS as

2 S bt =
e . / fivddv, = — —— V-N- [v (AneT2) + neTeeE} . (46)
3 0 2me
Here the double-dot product involving a tensor means V - N - V... = Zz 5=1024(Napg0z, .. .) (and
similar for V - N - E) and we have also introduced a dimensionless parameter of order unity, A,
© 6 00 2 00 6
)= 47ng2 OOUSFOdve _ e fOOOUZFOdve _ 3 (fo Fov;dve) f() F;)vedve. 47)
15117 Jo 5T, fo vg Fodve 5 (fo Fovédve)
Note that for the Maxwellian isotropic part of the electron distribution function,
3/2 9
Me MeV;
Fy = — 48
0 Te <27TT6) eXp < 2T€ ) ) ( )
we have A = 1.
Using Eq. (39) and (33), we obtain
. 4 o E T,
v, = — 7TN./ PR Fodv, = -N - | £ 4 Y (neTe) (49)
3”6 0 me mene
Multiplying Eq. #9) by m.n.T., we can rewrite it as
-N - (neTeeE> = men TV, + N - T,V (neTe) .
This relation allows us to eliminate the electric field from Eq. (46), so that the latter becomes
2 R
e \V4 / flvg’dve
3 0
5 -
— V- {N. (1= \)T2Vn, — (2A — 1) n T.VT,] + meneTeVe} . (50)
Me
Using Egs. @0) and (3Q), after a simple algebra,
3neT, - 5 .
Oy ( n; e) — VeV (neTe) + 5 V- (neTeVe)
3neT - bt -
=0 ( . ) ~Ve V(L) +3 V- (nT.V,)
o7 - 3ne DT, D.n
- 2 o + V- (V)| = S 25 - T =5 (51)
we obtain the sought-for temperature-balance equation in a more standard form,
3ne D T, Den R 3
> 5; ~ T, 5; — VG = meven V2 + 5 denvene (T = Te) . (52)
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Here the electron thermal flux density, g, is given by

5T,
" 2m,

—

de

N-[2A=1)neVTe + (A= 1) TeVne] = ¢ + @p + Gen, (53)

where its explicit parallel, Pedersen, and Hall components are given by

57, [(2)\ — 1) neVHTe + ()\ — 1) Teane}

Qell = 2Mele ’
. S5Teve [N — 1) neViTe + (A — 1) TV ine]
qu = 2m QQ Y (54)
edle
L Qe 5T0b % [(2A — 1) neV 1 To + (A — 1) TV | ne]
QeH:_(bXQeP>: .
Ve 2me$e

The two first terms in the LHS of Eq. (32)), as well as the similar ones in Eq. (I4) or (28)), describe adiabatic
heating or cooling of the electron fluid, while V - ¢, describes the heat conductivity. Note that the Hall
component of ¢, can contribute into electron heat conductance only as a quadratically-nonlinear effect
and, since V - ¢.iy < (V1 ne x VT,) only if the gradients of n, and T, are not parallel.

As mentioned above, for Maxwellian Fjy(v.) we have A = 1, so that the term in ¢, proportional to
Vn, disappears. This fact can be understood as follows. If the major part of the distribution function
remains Maxwellian then it is determined only by two space-dependent parameters: the density, n., and
the temperature, 7. If there is a density gradient but no temperature gradient, then electrons of all energies
will diffuse from denser regions to less dense ones with no redistribution of the temperature and hence
with no heat conductivity.

If the electron velocity distribution deviates from Maxwellian (this happens, e.g., when a low-ionized
plasma heated by strong electric fields is embedded in an abundant cold neutral atmosphere with a
significantly different temperature (Milikh and Dimant, 2003)) then the situation is more complicated.
The effective electron temperature 7., which is proportional to the mean electron chaotic energy, can be
uniformly distributed, but the details of the electron energy distribution may differ significantly in different
regions of space. The energy transport is stronger for electrons with higher energies than it is for lower-
energy electrons. Hence, if there are spatial gradients of high-energy distribution tails then more energetic
particles provide stronger energy redistribution. This may make, e.g., some less dense regions to be on
average more energetic than the denser regions, even if they had initially equal effective temperatures.
Moreover, it is even possible to imagine a situation when electron heat is transferred from cooler regions
to hotter ones, leading to a further electron temperature elevation in the latter. This counter-intuitive,
but theoretically possible, effect should not surprise because a strongly non-Maxwellian, i.e., strongly
non-equilibrium plasma cannot be adequately described by the conventional equilibrium thermodynamics.

4.3 Velocity-dependent parameters

In the actual lower ionosphere, the electron-neutral kinetic collision frequency, v,, and the energy loss
fraction, d¢,, have clearly pronounced velocity dependencies (Gurevich, [1978; ISchunk and Nagy, 2009).
This does not allow v, (ve) and dep(ve) to be factored out from the integrals in Eqgs. (@1)—@4), making
the derivation of the general momentum and temperature-balance equations more complicated than that
described in section Such derivation is developed in detail in the Appendix, while here we only
present the results.
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In the general case of velocity-dependent v, and J.y,, electron continuity Eq. (40) stays the same. The
other two moment equations have the same basic structure as (49) and (52)), but they contain additional
terms and include a large number of dimensionless factors of order unity listed in Egs. (63)—(68) below.

The general inertialess expression for the average electron drift velocity V, is given by

- 1 - T, Vi (neT,
V.=——M 6E+M+@M (55)
me Ne OZ” Ne
where
OCP<ge>e QL 0
Ar [ d (v3N fle .
- . / (Ue <U€)) FO(Ue)dUe = - QL apgg2€>e 0 ) (56)
3ne Jo dve € é .
0 0 o <V—>e

an the tensor N is given by Eq. (34) and (- - - ), denotes the velocity average over the major (isotropic)
part of the electron distribution function,

4 fo -) Fo(ve)v2dv, fo 2) Fo(ve)v2dv,

Ne f Fo(ve)v dv, (57)

(...>e

The electron current density is given by je = en.V,, so that the electric conductivity tensor is given
by 0. = (nee?/me)M. The corresponding diagonal terms represent the Pedersen (o< ap) and parallel
(x @), while the antisymmetric off-diagonal terms (o< 1 /€2¢) represent the Hall conductivity.

The general thermal-balance equation is given by

3ne DT, - Dene
2 Dt ¢ Dt

P 5 5p — 3 —26
+2< ||Oé|| ”>"€TVII e||+< I — 3 |> Y (0T~ V-4

2(1”
&0 T, dF{
= ap (Ve), MeNe (V Oé|”§> - 27rme/0 vgéenue (veFo dvj) dve, (58)
where T v
— — — — n
Je = Gep + Gert + Qo) = X - T€+(X—A)' <, (59)
e Ne
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is the thermal-flux density with

sner, |0 oY
n e U
X =20 -y el o |, (60a)
¢ 0 0 X]|
i (ve)
[ NP<V6> A O ]
A= Onele % et 60b
- 2m Q% aZ 0 (600)
¢ M|
0 0
L (ve)
The explicit Pedersen, Hall, and parallel components of ¢, are given by
S o1e <V€> [XPnevLTe + (XP - NP) Tevlne]
QQP - m Q2 Y
evte
S 5Tei) X [XHnevLTe =+ (XH — )‘) Tevlne]
deH = )
meSe
L ST PyneVy Te + (g — ) TeV e 6l
QeH == ) ( )
Me (Ve),
xp =2up +ap—Bp —pp, XH =2X—1, X| = 20 — By, (62)
In addition to \ defined by @7), Eqs. (33)—(62)) include
d Vel Ve Ve (Ve
fOOO (’U dv(v )) F()d'U foo d(Ue/dv (’U )) Fod’ve (63)
a ] ,
P= 3f0 Ve (ve) Fov2dve ’ 3f0 Ve F()U dv,
0 d 00
( 0 dve (ue(ve)> Fodve) (f() UzFOdU@)
E (64a)
5 (fy~ vt Fodve) (fy° 5oty Fodve )
( 0Oo dge (ve(ve)v?) Fodv) (fo vz Fodve) 64b)
PP = (
(fo viFydu) (f Ve(ve)v2 Fodue)
fp = (fo: Ve(ve)Fovéldve) fO: Fovgdve’ (652)
(fo Ve(ve) Fov2due) Jo Fovidu,
s <f000 VIZ(()SZ d”@) Jo° Fovidoe 65b)
1= (
(fooo y]:?;t))j ) fO F0v4dve
2
5P = (fOOO VgFovgdUe) (foo F0v2dve) (66)
(fooo ve Fyv2 dve) (fo Fyv? dve)
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fooo Ve(ve)Fovgdve) (fooo Fovgdve)2
o~ ve(ve) Fyv2dve) (3~ Fovélalve)2 ’

Iy s dve) (Jo* Fov2dee)”
I B ) (J° Fovddue)

¢ = < 1 > o). (fo Ve(ve) Fo(ve)v dve) (fo v, (v, )Fo(ve)v? dve)

(67a)

(67b)

— . (68)
(fo Fy ve)vedve)

For constant v, and arbitrary Fp(v), we have ap) = pp| = Bp| = dp =& =1, up| = A\, XpH,| =
2)A —1and M = N, so that Egs. (58)—(61) reduce to Eqs. (52)—(54). If, additionally, Fj(v) is Maxwellian
then we have even simpler parameters: pip|| = xp | = A = 1.

In a broad range of electron energies, & < 0.3 eV, the velocity dependence of v, in the lower ionosphere
can be approximated by a simple power-law dependence, v, oc v2%, with a =~ 5/6 [(Gurevich, [1978),
Sect. 2.3.1, Fig. 7] or, practically to the same accuracy, with & = 1 (Dimant and Sudan, 11995a). For the

general power-law dependent v, oc v2% with o in the range between 0 and 1 and Maxwellian Fy(v,),
Eqgs. 63)—(68) simplify dramatically,

2a 2c
ap=PFp=1+—+, o=F=1-—,
(3 —2a) (5 —2a) (34 2a) (5 + 2a)
P = H| B ; pp = [ip & ; (69)
5, = VL (5/2+20) ¢ = 1—40®  4a?-1
Per2 32+ a) ~ sin @2t gy m@a])

The case of @ = 1/2 corresponds to hard-sphere collisions. In this case, the indeterminate expression for
¢ yields 4/m ~ 1.273. For o = 5/6 (Gurevich, [1978), we have ap = Sp ~ 1.556, Q) = BH ~ 0.444,
pi = py =~ 0.296, pp = pp =~ 2.074, op ~ 3.095, and { = 2.053. For a = 1 (Dlmant and Sudan,
19954), all these factors deviate from unity even further, e.g., o = BH ~ 0.333, 0p ~ 3.889, and £ = 3.
Thus the quantitative effect of the velocity dependence of v, (v) is significant and should not be ignored.
Figure [1] shows the coefficients given by Eq. (69) for general values of the power-law exponent o within
the physically realistic range of 0 < o < 1.

Comparison of general energy-balance Eq. (58]) with Eq. (52)) shows that the velocity dependence of
the collision parameters results not only in more complicated heat conductivity, frictional heating, and
cooling, but in additional terms associated with the plasma motion and gradients in the parallel to B
direction. It is important that these seemingly collisionless terms originate fully from electron-neutral
collisions due to the velocity distribution of v, (v). Similar effects in the Hall and Pedersen directions are
inconsequential and are neglected here. One should not, however, neglect Hall and Pedersen components
in the heat conductivity because the plasma temperature and density gradients in those directions can be
much sharper than those in the parallel direction.
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FLUID-MODEL NUMERIC COEFFICIENTS

: : : : : : : : : : : : : : :
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POWER-LAW APPROXIMATION EXPONENT, o

2

Figure 1. Fluid-model coefficients for the power-law dependent e-n collision frequency, Ve, (ve) o< vZ¢.

Now we discuss the last (cooling) term in the RHS of Eq. (38)). For general velocity-dependent o, (v),
but a Maxwellian distribution function Fy o< exp[—mev?/(27.)], using (39), we reduce this term to

> T, dF 3 (Senvive) n
_27rm6/ vgéenye (veFO 4+ 0) dve = = M (T, — To). (70)
0

Me d—v6 2 (vg>e

For general Fj, but constant d.,,, we can rewrite the cooling term in Eq. (38) as

—2Tme Uedenye VeFp + — dve = = Oen, <Ve>e e (QPTn - BPTe) ) (71)
0 Me dUe 2

where we integrated by parts and used Eqgs. (63) and (63d). Equation (ZI)) shows that for general non-

Maxwellian Fj the cooling term is not necessarily proportional to the temperature difference (7, — T¢).

However, for the power-law dependent v, oc v2* and Maxwellian Fp, according to Eq. (€9), we have

Bp = ap = 1+ 2a/3. In this case, the structure of the cooling term proportional to ap (ve) n. matches

that of the frictional heating term for a purely perpendicular field, ap (ve) mene Vei, as seen from the first
term in the RHS of Eq. (38).

5 DISCUSSION

When applying a fluid model, either for analytic calculations or simulations, it is important to have the
corresponding equations with accurate parameters applicable to the relevant physical conditions. These
equations and parameters are usually derived from the kinetic theory, so that their accuracy is determined
by the accuracy of the underlying kinetic approach.
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Based on two different approximate kinetic approaches, this paper derives the fluid-model equations that
describe low-frequency plasma processes in the highly dissipative E-region ionosphere. The treatment
is restricted to collisions of the plasma particles, ions or electrons, with the neutral molecules only;
no Coulomb collisions are considered. The neglect of Coulomb collisions at the E-region ionosphere
is usually well justified, although sometimes electron-electron collisions may play a role, resulting in
a more efficient maxwellization of the electron distribution function (Dimant and Sudan, 19954). Such
maxwellization makes the fluid model (as opposed to the pure kinetic theory) even more applicable. For
the plasma particle collisions with neutrals (elastic or inelastic), we assume the known cross-sections as
functions of the colliding particle velocities. These velocity dependencies of the collisional cross-sections
can be taken from the literature (e.g., for the dominant electron-nitrogen collisions, see [Itikawa, 2006
Song et all, 2023, and references therein). Assuming these known cross-sections, we can always calculate
the velocity dependencies of the kinetic collision frequencies, ,(t},) (p = %, e,n) that are used in this

paper.

The resultant fluid-model parameters are expressed in general integral forms through the known velocity
dependencies of v,. For the most important plasma processes, such as the small- to medium-scale cross-
field plasma instabilities (the thermal Farley-Buneman and gradient drift instabilities), closed 5-moment
multi-fluid models are usually sufficient for the accurate fluid description. Given the plasma species p,
the 5-moment set of the unknowns includes the particle density (n,), temperature (7)), and the three

—

components of the mean drift velocity, V).

For the ionospheric ions (p = i), we have employed the well-known (and fairly simple) BGK collisional
model. For the heavy ions, the applicability of the BGK collision operator can be justified by the fact
that within the thermal bulk and around, the kinetic ion-neutral collision frequency v;,, is approximately
constant, i.e., velocity-independent; this approximation corresponds to so-called Maxwell molecule
collisions (Schunk and Nagy, 2009). Additionally, in the E-region the ion masses ionosphere are fairly
close to the neutral-molecule masses, m; ~ m,. As we demonstrate in section [3 in the case of
m; = my, the oversimplified BGK model results even in a quantitatively accurate frictional heating and
cooling terms, see the RHS of equation (28). We should bear in mind, however, that under sufficiently
strong electric field, E 2 m;v;Vp; /e, the ion distribution function can be significantly distorted with an
appreciable deviation from Maxwellian. Although the major ion-fluid terms in these cases remain valid,
the entire 5-moment model cannot necessarily be easily closed, and hence its validity may be questionable.
The factor of strong electric field is usually of importance for the high-latitude E region under conditions of
severe magnetospheric perturbations (geomagnetic storms or substorms), while at the equatorial E region
the electric fields are typically much weaker, so that the closed 5-moment ion fluid model is usually more
applicable.

The central part of this paper is the derivation of the 5-moment fluid equations for electrons (p = e). For
the light electrons, unlike the ions, the simple BGK model cannot serve even as a crude approximation.
As we explained in section M| the reasons for the total BGK-model inapplicability are the two major
facts: (1) the mean rate of the collisional loss of the electron energy is much less than the corresponding
loss of the electron momentum, so that the electron behavior cannot be described by a single collisional
parameter; (2) the kinetic collisional frequency has a pronounced electron velocity dependence, ve(ve).
The first fact leads to a strong isotropization of the electron velocity distribution in the velocity space,
while the speed dependence of the electron velocity distribution is effectively decoupled from its angular
dependence. The second fact leads to noticeable modifications of the electron fluid coefficients and even
to occurrence of additional thermal-diffusion terms. As a result, in the general case the fluid-model
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coefficients acquire additional dimensionless multipliers whose values are determined by some integral
relations over the entire electron distribution function, see Egs. (39)—(68)). For the Maxwellian function,
and especially for the power-law dependencies of the v.-speed dependence, v (ve) ox v2%, these general
integral relations reduce to simple algebraic ones, see Eq. (69) and Figure [Il From that figure we see
that some numerical multipliers can deviate from the unity quite significantly, although they still remain
in the same order of magnitude. A better quantitative knowledge of these fluid coefficients is important
for accurate calculations and predictions of physical characteristics of various plasma wave and other
processes. As our future knowledge of the speed dependence of the kinetic collision rates becomes more
precise, using the more general integral relationships obtained here one can improved the values of the
corresponding fluid-model coefficients.

The kinetic approach for the electron description employed in this paper is based on the expansion of
the electron velocity distribution in Legendre polynomials in the velocity space and keeping the two first
terms of such expansion, see Eq.(29): the dominant isotropic part, Fy(7,¢,v.), and a small directional
part, | f1(7, ¢, ve)| cos 0, where 0 is the angle between fl This approach is analogous to that employed by
Gurevich (1978), see alsoDimant and Sudan (1995a), although, as we explained in section 4.1, Gurevich’s
fluid equations for electrons, (Gurevich (1978, Chapter 5), derived through this kinetic approach, differ
from ours. Gurevich’s equations are written in a form that does not include explicit adiabatic and frictional
heating terms. Also, as wee mentioned above, the “adiabatic” terms proportional to (7 ;—1) in Gurevich’s
Egs. (5.3) and (5.4) are extraneous, while their correct equivalent has already been implicitly distributed
within the other terms in Gurevich’s Egs. (5.8)—(5.11) (and hence included twice).

An alternative kinetic approach to build an electron fluid description is based on Grad’s method
(Kissack et al., [1995, 1997, 2008a,b). The latter assumes a finite number of parameters that characterize
the velocity distribution, implying that the electron velocity distribution is reasonably close to Maxwellian.
Our approach is much more general in terms of the v.-dependence, but it restricts the angular distribution
of the electron distribution function to the simplest linear deviation from the isotropy (see above). This
approximation allows calculating vector fluxes like neV, or energy fluxes (see below), but higher-order
tensor characteristics like an anisotropic pressure, etc., may require an accuracy beyond its field of
applicability. Note, however, that high-order tensor characteristics for electrons are not expected to be
significant due to the relatively high rate of electron distribution function isotropization associated with a
small value of §., ~ (2-4) x 1073 within the low-energy electron energy range, & = mev>/2 < 2eV
(Gurevich, [1978). Note also that under physical conditions when the two methods are applicable both
techniques actually provide reasonable close quantitative results. At the same time, our kinetic approach
provides much simpler, and hence much more practical, algebraic expressions applicable to various small-
and medium-scale E-region processes.

6 CONCLUSION

Based on relevant physical conditions, we have derived improved fluid equations for the E-region
ionosphere. In this derivation, for the E-region ions and electrons we have used two different approximate
kinetic approaches.

For the ions, we have employed the simple BGK collision operator (section [3). This resulted in full
5-moment set of the continuity, momentum, and energy balance equations, see Egs. (19), 1)), and (28)).
Though these equations look conventional, our derivation has demonstrated that for the E-region ions
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with almost equal masses of the ions and neutrals, the BGK collision operator leads to the quantitatively
accurate frictional and cooling rates.

The central part of this paper is the derivation of the electron fluid equations. For the electrons, the BGK
collisional operator is inapplicable and we have employed the kinetic approach based on the expansion
of the electron distribution function, f.(¥.), in Legendre polynomials over the angles in the velocity
space. Due to physical conditions resulting in efficient isotropization of f.(v,) allowed us to restrict the
treatment to the two highest terms of the Legendre expansion: the dominant isotropic part, Fy(v.) and a
small directional part fl - U /ve. The former is responsible for calculating the scalar fluid quantities, such
as the electron density and temperature, while the directional part allows one to calculate the electron
flux (or electric current) density. An important factor in our derivations is the fact that the electron-
neutral collisional frequencies are strongly velocity-dependent. Assuming these velocity dependencies
to be known, we have derived the full set of the 5-moment equations: the continuity equation, the
momentum equation, and the thermal balance equation. Since the E-region electrons in all relevant low-
frequency processes are essentially inertialess, the momentum equation reduces to an explicit expression
for the electron mean drift velocity given by Eq. (33). The most non-trivial result is the thermal balance
equation given in the general case by Eq. (38), where the parameters are given by Eqgs. @7)), (63)—(62).
For the Maxwellian distribution function and the power-law speed dependence of the electron-neutral
collision frequency, ve(ve) oc v2%, the integral relationships for the fluid-model parameters reduce to
simple algebraic expressions given by Eq. (69)), see also Fig.[1l

Comparison of general energy-balance Eq. (38) with the corresponding equation for the velocity-
independent electron collision frequency, see Eq. (532), shows that the velocity dependence of the collision
parameters results in a more complicated heat conductivity, frictional heating, and cooling, as well
as in additional terms associated with the plasma motion and gradients in the parallel to B direction.
These terms look collisionless, but they originate exclusively from the velocity distribution of v, (v).
Similar effects in the Hall and Pedersen directions are inconsequential and have been neglected. However,
one should not neglect the Hall and Pedersen components in the heat conductivity because the plasma
temperature and density gradients in those directions can be much sharper than those in the parallel
direction.

The results of this paper could be used for a routine practical analysis when working with actual data.
The improved equations can also serve as a basis for more accurate plasma fluid computer simulations. In
the general case, the applicability of the closed 5S-moment equations is restricted my reasonably moderate
conditions of the equatorial E region. For the high-latitude E-region ionosphere, the accurate description
may require using a fully kinetic treatment.
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MOMENT EQUATIONS FOR VELOCITY-DEPENDENT v, (v.)

In this Append1x we derive Egs. (33) and (58)). The key step of this derivation is expressing the electric
field, E, in terms of the electron average drift velocity, V., and the n.,T, -gradients.

For velocity-dependent v, (v), which cannot be factored out of the corresponding integrals, we use the
following approach. Using Eq. (33]) and integrating by parts, we obtain from Eq. (39)
- .
E
/ VNV Fydo — M - 2 (A1)
0

Me

- 4
e — —

3N

where M is given by Eq. (S6) with ap| defined by Eq. (63). By inverting the matrix M, we obtain

e

E IV
e—:—M1~<Ve+ i / v4N(v)-VF0dv>. (A.2)
0

Using Eq. (33), we obtain

47

filu) = =N(u) - {WFO + M. (;

v) - VFO(v)v4dv) %} : (A.3)

To complete the derivation of the momentum and temperature-balance equations using Eqgs. (1)) and (4),
we need to calculate there the two integrals involving fl Both integrals have the same structure described
by fooo f19(v)v3dv, where the function g(v) is either v (v) or v2. Using integration by parts, changing the
variables, and re-ordering the integration wherever needed, we obtain

o0 00 wWuSN(u) - M1V,
/() ﬁg(ve)vgdve:/o d<g( ) N(d?j M V) Fo(u)du

9 ) u ug u) - 1
Jr/() [;71/0 bt 1:5) M )Fo(u)du—g(v)I]

N(v) - VFO(ve)véldve,

where I is the unit tensor: I, = 1if @ = 3 and I,3 = 0 otherwise. As a result, for the integrals in
Egs. @1) and (44) we obtain

4 ©
e / Ve fl Ugdve
3 Jo

Arm, /oo d (l/e(u)ugN(u) Y VA
0

3 o ) Fo(u)du

drme [ | 4r [ d (l/e(u)ugN(u) . Mfl) B
+ /0 [ /0 Fo(u)du — ve(v)I (A4)

3 3Ne du
N(v) - VFO(ve)vgdve,
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and

5 -1 17
2 o0 . 2 o0 d u N(U) . M . V
e v / froddve = e g / ( e> Fo(u)du
3 0 3 0 du

27Tme 4 [ d(uN(u) M) 9
+ 5 V- /0 [?me /0 ™ Fo(u)du — v°I (A.5)

"N(v) - VEy(ve)vidve.

First, we calculate the integrals in the RHS of Eq. (A.4)). After a simple algebra, we obtain

Ar (oo d (l/e(u)ugN(u) ML \7;)
e

E
3N du b(u)du
> 042_/~L Ve2 s <V€>_)
~ap o T+ L2 Gy ) g (A

where
d V€2 e S
(5= 22622 ) f5° R

= , (A7)
3 (fooo I/engQdUe)2

and similar for the second term in the RHS of (A.3),

47
3N

(O‘% _Qli) (Ve>2 (ZA) y ‘_/;L> 4 (Ve)

00
/ Veflvgdve ~ ap <Ve> Vel +
0

lap (ap = Bp) = i+ 0p] (ve)* Vo (nTe)

D2men (A.8)
(ap — Bp) (We) b x V1 (neTh) < B ) V) (neTy)
+ b o) e
Qemene Q| MeNe

Here and below, all parameters have been defined by Eqgs. (63)—(68)). Substituting Eq. (A.8) to Eq. (1)
and neglecting the second-order small terms ~ /2 /)2 wherever applicable, we obtain

E SO . v T Vi (n.T,
Qb x Vi + (Ve)o (aPVei + o ) " T * A e ) =0. (A.9)
Me O‘H5 MeNe Q| Mene

Expressing the combination of the second and third terms in the LHS of Eq. (A.9) as a matrix-by-vector
product,

el Qe ap(ve), O V.,
g

- ap (Ve), Qe 0
—Qeb x Vo + (ve), (O‘PVeJ_ + ) =
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and resolving the resultant matrix equation for V., to the first-order accuracy with respect to v /€,

-1 ap(ve), 1
ap (Ve), Qe 0 PQ% T Qe 0
—Qe ap(ve)e 0 ~ QL apél;e>e 0 =M,
0 0 <Ve> € € aHg
)€ 0 0

(ve).

we arrive at the explicit expression for the electron fluid drift velocity Vv, given by Eq. (33).

Further, we calculate the integrals in Eq. (A.5)). To the first-order accuracy with respect to v, /{2, we
obtain

2Tme

o g .
v / - (USN ML Ve> Fodve
0 v

5 ; P VelneTe
> {VJ_ (VeﬂLeTe> +V < o

+<Ve>e (/;;3 —ap) v, [[; y (‘Zgj_neTe>} } _ (A.10)

and

ol LN M) g

3N du
1 lep—pp)ive). 0
5T, - ’
2| lepmar)ive), 1 0 : (A.11)
Me Oe 0 il
a{1/ve)e

where the dimensionless parameters of order unity p p are defined by Eq. (64). Using Egs. (A.10) and
and proceeding with calculations similar to those above, we obtain

5 -1
%mev/ [3”/ TN M) p g — 21

du
N(v) - VFy(ve)vidoe
5 (Ve) [(ﬁp +pp —ap)TeVy (neTe) — ppVy (neTeQ)}

=V,

me§)2
o, 5bx[TVL(nem22 AV (nT2)]
58TV 1 (neT.) — V. (neT?
AL L(nm:@j' 1 (neT7)] (A.12)
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Separating the temperature and density gradients, after introducing linear combinations of the numerical
coefficients x p p |, as defined in (62), we obtain from (A.10) and (A.12)

2Tm R 5
. €V~/0 Fuogv, =

A (neTeVeL> + ull VH (neTeVeH)

&

VJ_ . (ZA) X ’I’LeTe‘?eJ_)
Qe

+ (ve). (ap — pp) — Vg, (A.13)

where parameters (3p |, yp,| and tensors X, A are defined by (63)), (67)), and (60). The last term in
can be written explicitly as

VTe vn@

Ge = Gep + et + Qe = X == + (X-A)- (A.14)
e Ne
where
IV <Ve> [XPnevJ_Te + (XP - NP) Tevj_ne]
dep = mng
- 5Tei7 X [XH”@VJ_Te + (XH - >‘) Tevj_ne]
deH =
Melle
L 5T [xyneVyTe + (x) — 1) TeVne]
G| = ) (A.15)
me (Ve)

From Egs. @4), (31)), (A.8), (A.13), neglecting terms that are first- and second-order small with respect to
Ve /$e, we obtain thermal-balance Eq. (58)).
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