arXiv:2106.04334v3 [physics.plasm-ph] 15 Jul 2021

Electron Holes in a κ Distribution Background with Singularities

Fernando Haas Physics Institute, Federal University of Rio Grande do Sul, Av. Bento Gonçalves 9500, 91501-970 Porto Alegre, RS, Brazil Email Address: fernando.haas@ufrgs.br

Abstract

The pseudo-potential method is applied to derive diverse propagating electron hole structures, in a nonthermal or κ particle distribution function background. The associated distribution function Ansatz reproduces the Schamel distribution of [7] in the Maxwellian (κ → ∞) limit, providing a significant generalization of it for plasmas where superthermal electrons are ubiquitous, such as space plasmas. The pseudo-potential and the nonlinear dispersion relation are evaluated. The role of the spectral index κ on the nonlinear dispersion relation is investigated, in what concerns the wave amplitude for instance. The energy-like first integral from Poisson’s equation is applied to analyze the properties of diverse classes of solutions: with the absence of trapped electrons, with a non-analytic distribution of trapped electrons, or with a surplus of trapped electrons. Special attention is therefore paid to the non-orthodox case where the electrons distribution function exhibits strong singularities, being discontinuous or non-analytic.

Keywords: Electron hole; kappa distribution; generalized plasma dispersion function; singular plasma background; soliton.

I. INTRODUCTION

Although the usual treatment considers analytic distribution functions, more appropriate for quiescent plasmas, in noisy or turbulent plasmas such as fusion plasmas it can be expected to have some degree of singular distribution functions. Such systems require a nonlinear approach for which the derivation of coherent structures from nonlinear methods is a welcome task.

Moreover in the last decades experiments have found the ubiquitous appearance of hole structures, for instance electron holes, solitary waves and double layers in space plasmas as in the free solar wind, at interplanetary shocks [1–4] and collisionless laboratory plasmas [5], as recently reviewed in [6]. In this context, Schamel has discussed stationary electrostatic waves propagating with a nonzero speed in a collisionless thermal plasma with singularities in the distribution function [7]. For this purpose the method employed was the pseudopotential method, where at first the distribution function has a supposed form in terms of constants of motion, automatically solving the Vlasov equation thanks to Jean’s theorem. Afterward the number density is evaluated as a function of the electric potential, up to a certain order so that the treatment is weakly nonlinear. Taking into account the Poisson equation it is possible to express the conditions for a localized solution in terms of a nonlinear dispersion relation. Solitary or periodic and cnoidal waves can be therefore described, with a focus on the impact of the singularities of the distribution function. Interestingly, the singular character of the distribution function with discontinuity at the separatrix or a non-analytic trapped electrons distribution do not transfer to the hole solutions, which are typically smooth. This is due to the fact that the singularities are somewhat washed when integrating in velocity space in order to obtain the charges number density, as apparent in Eq. (5) below.

However, frequently plasmas have not a Maxwellian equilibrium velocity distribution, having instead a power-law distribution above the thermal speed. This is a typical situation in both space and laboratory plasmas. Superthermal electrons are ubiquitous in the solar wind [8], in Saturn’s magnetosphere [9], in beam-plasma interactions [10] and intense laser-matter experiments [11], besides numerical simulations [12]. These systems are better described by a κ distribution (also called generalized Lorentzian distribution).

Our goal is to provide the generalization of [7], which considering a singular κ velocity distribution which reduces to a Maxwellian in the thermal limit κ → ∞ equilibrium. Using the pseudo-potential method, the Sagdeev potential is derived with an emphasis on the impact of the singularities associated with trapping, and on the existence and behavior of diverse classes of hole solutions. As already remarked in [7], a Maxwellian equilibrium tends to be more amenable to analytical calculations. We show here how to overcome the odds arising from a nonthermal equilibrium, thanks to the use of the generalized κ plasma dispersion function (see Eq. (15) below).

This work is organized as follows. In Section II the Schamel distribution function originally proposed for electrostatic waves in a thermal equilibrium is adapted to a κ background. The appropriate rescaling to non-dimensional variables is applied. In Section III, the electrons number density is evaluated in the small amplitude limit, together with the corresponding pseudo-potential. The nonlinear dispersion relation compatible with localized structures is derived. In Section IV special classes of solutions are discussed, with an emphasis on the singular aspects of the trapping: solutions in the complete absence of trapping, with a non-analytic trapped electrons distribution, and with an excess of trapping. Section V is reserved to the conclusions.

II. ONE-DIMENSIONAL SUPERTHERMAL DISTRIBUTION

Our starting point is the one-dimensional (1D) κ distribution function for electrons, f(v) = n_0 (πκθ^2)^{1/2}

Γ(κ) Γ(κ − 1/2) ( 1 + v^2 κθ^2 )_{−κ} (1) where θ^2 = ( 2κ − 3 κ ) ( κ_B T m ) , κ > 3/2 , (2) as proposed in [13–17]. It appears from the three-dimensional (3D) κ distribution after integration over two velocity components. Note the dependence on the inverse power of κ, while in the 3D version it is κ + 1. In Eqs. (1) and (2), n_0 is the equilibrium number density, Γ is the gamma function, κ is the spectral index, θ is the thermal speed, m is the electron mass, κ_B is the Boltzmann constant and T is the temperature, as defined from the second moment of the distribution function, 1 n_0 ∫_∞ −∞ f(v)v^2dv = κ_B T m . (3)

Our interest will be on propagating electrostatic structures, stationary in the wave frame. In this case, the stationary Vlasov equation, as is well known, is solved by a function of the constants of motion, namely ϵ = mv^2 2 − eϕ , σ = sgn(v) , (4)

where −e is the electron charge and ϕ = ϕ(x) is the scalar potential. The sign of the velocity σ = σ(v) is a constant of motion for untrapped electrons. Without loss of generality, the separatrix separating passing and trapped electrons is set at ϵ = 0. In addition, an homogeneous ionic background is also included, so that the Poisson equation reads ∂^2ϕ ∂x^2 = e ε_0

(n − n_0) , n = ∫_∞ −∞ f(v)dv , (5) where ε_0 is the vacuum permittivity.

From the κ distribution (1), replacing v → √ 2ϵ/m and after a few more adjustments, the shifted κ distribution is then f = n_0 (1 + k^2_0Ψ/2) (πκθ^2)^{1/2}

Γ(κ) Γ(κ − 1/2) [ H(ϵ) ( 1 + 1 κθ^2 (σ √ 2ϵ m + v_0)^2 )_{−κ} + (6) + αH(−ϵ) ( 1 + v^2_0 κθ^2 )_{−κ} ( 1 + γ √ − ϵ mκθ^2 − β ϵ mκθ^2 )] , where v_0 is the phase velocity in the electrons lab frame. It consists of two parts, the first one for untrapped electrons, the second for trapped electrons containing the parameters α, β and γ. In the limit of α = 1, γ = 0 and small amplitudes, it would be the κ version of the Schamel distribution [18] adapted to a Maxwellian equilibrium, apart from the normalization constant choice. At this point, k_0 and Ψ are dimensionless variables, where Ψ is proportional to the electrostatic potential amplitude and k_0 is related to the wavenumber of oscillatory solutions, whose role is to be better specified later.

The distribution (6) exactly solves the stationary Vlasov equation and corresponds to the singular distribution shown in Eq. (2) of [7], which is adapted to a Maxwellian background. The parameter α is a measure of the trapping strength, noting that α ≠ 1 imply a jump across the separatrix. Accordingly, α > 1 is associated with overpopulated trapped electrons, while α < 1 has the opposite meaning. For the trapped part, the more regular γ = 0 case imply an expansion in powers of −ϵ rather than in powers of √ −ϵ. Finally, β represents a fine tuning of the inverse temperature of the trapped population. Our choice is justified to have a close resemblance with the singular equilibrium in a Maxwellian background of [7] but now with superthermal electrons. Certainly, higher singularities could be also included [19, 20] but here we keep to a bare minimum, for simplicity. Notice that other κ distributions used in studies of electron holes by means of the pseudo-potential method do not reduce to the choice of [7] and not only because they are regular, non-singular, but in view of an intrinsic different form. For instance, see Eqs. (1) and (2) of [21], where the electrons distribution function actually is not a function of the energy, or Eqs. (1) and (2) of [22], where it is non-propagating (v_0 = 0).

To proceed, it is convenient to rescale variables according to

x̄ = x/λ_D , v̄ = v/v_T , v̄_0 = v_0/v_T , ϕ̄ = eϕ κ_BT , (7)

n̄ = n/n_0 , f̄ = f n_0/v_T , γ̄ = γ √ 2κ − 3 , β̄ = β 2κ − 3 , where v_T = √ κ_B T/m and λ_D = √ ϵ_0κ_B T/n_0e^2. With these choices and dropping bars from now on, we have f = A ( 1 + k^2_0Ψ 2 ) [ H(ϵ) ( 1 + 1 2κ − 3 (σ √ 2ϵ + v_0)^2 )_{−κ} + (8) + αH(−ϵ) ( 1 + v^2_0 2κ − 3 )_{−κ} ( 1 + γ √ −ϵ − β ϵ )] , where A = Γ(κ) √ π √ 2κ − 3 Γ(κ − 1/2)

, (9)

together with ϵ = v^2/2 − ϕ, σ = sgn(v). Moreover,

∂^2ϕ ∂x^2 = n − 1 , n = ∫_∞ −∞ f(v)dv . (10) Notice that in the Maxwellian limit κ → ∞ one has A → 1/ √ 2π. In addition, in the unperturbed case ϕ = 0, Ψ = 0, one has n = 1.

III. PSEUDO-POTENTIAL METHOD

Our job is to evaluate the electrons number density n = n(ϕ) according to n A = ( 1 + k^2_0Ψ 2 )[∫ −^√2ϕ −∞ dv ( 1 + 1 2κ − 3 ( √ 2ϵ − v_0)^2 )_{−κ} + + ∫_∞ √ 2ϕ dv ( 1 + 1 2κ − 3 ( √ 2ϵ + v_0)^2 )_{−κ} + (11) + α ( 1 + v^2_0 2κ − 3 )_{−κ} ∫^√_{2ϕ} − √ 2ϕ dv(1 + γ √ −ϵ − βϵ) ] . The electrons number density can be obtained from velocity integration followed by Taylor expansion in powers of √ ϕ as in [23, 24], or by first Taylor expanding and then performing the velocity integration as in [25–27]. In both approaches the result is

n = 1 + k^2_0Ψ 2 + 2 √ 2A(α − 1) ( 1 + k^2_0Ψ 2 ) ( 1 + v^2_0 2κ − 3 )_{−κ} √ ϕ + a ϕ + b ϕ √ ϕ + . . . , (12)

valid up to O(ϕ^{3/2}), where a = π √ 2 2 αγA ( 1 + v^2_0 2κ − 3 )_{−κ} − 1 2 ( κ − 1 κ − 3/2 )_2 d dζ Z^∗_{r,κ−1}(ζ) , (13) b = 4 √ 2A 3 [ αβ ( 1+ v^2_0 2κ − 3 )_{−κ} + 2κ (2κ − 3)^2

[2κ(v^2_0 − 1) + v^2_0 + 3] ( 1 + v^2_0 2κ − 3 )_{−κ−2}] . (14)

In Eq. (13) there is the presence of the real part for real argument of the generalized κ plasma dispersion function introduced in [13],

Z^∗_κ(ζ) = 1 π^{1/2}κ^{3/2}

Γ(κ + 1) Γ(κ − 1/2) ∫_∞ −∞ ds s − ζ ( 1 + s^2 κ )_{−κ−1} , Im(ζ) > 0 , (15)

analytically continued for Im(ζ) < 0, where the argument is ζ = ( κ − 1 2κ − 3 )_{1/2} v_0 , (16)

see also [14, 28–32] for properties and applications. As shown in [28], the integral in Eq. (15) can be made single-valued even for non-integer κ, provided the complex plane is cut and the integration contour does not cross these cuts. Among other properties, the generalized plasma dispersion function reduces to the usual well known Fried-Conte plasma dispersion function in the Maxwellian limit κ → ∞, which also implies ζ → v_0/ √ 2. To express the coefficient a in the form shown in Eq. (13), we employed the property − 1 2 dZ^∗_κ(ζ) dζ = 1 − 1 4κ^2 + ( κ − 1/2 κ ) ( κ + 1 κ )_{3/2} ζ Z^∗_{κ+1} [( κ + 1 κ )_{1/2} ζ ] ≡ F_κ(ζ) , (17)

demonstrated in [13]. In what follows, for simplicity of notation, only the real part of F_κ(ζ) defined in Eq. (17) for real argument is considered. Since the derivative of the generalized plasma dispersion function has a role in several of the following steps, we consider Figure 1 showing aspects of the function F_κ(ζ). Notice the limiting behaviors

F_κ(0) = 1 − 1 4κ^2

> 0 , (18)

F_κ(ζ) = − 1 2 ( 1 − 1 2κ ) 1 ζ^2

< 0 , ζ ≫ 1 . (19)

where both inequalities are valid since κ > 3/2.

FIG. 1: This is the behavior of F_κ(ζ) defined in Eq. (17) as a function of ζ for κ = 2 (dotted

curve), and κ = 100 (continuous curve).

In possession of the electrons number density in terms of ϕ, it is possible to derive the pseudo-potential V = V (ϕ), or Sagdeev potential, from d^2ϕ dx^2 = n − 1 = − ∂V ∂ϕ , (20)

so that −V = k^2_0 Ψϕ 2 + 4 √ 2A 3 (α−1) ( 1 + k^2_0Ψ 2 ) ( 1 + v^2_0 2κ − 3 )_{−κ} ϕ √ ϕ+ a ϕ^2 2 + 2b ϕ^2 √ ϕ 5 +. . . , (21) correct up to O(ϕ^{5/2}). Notice that the term proportional to k^2_0 Ψϕ^{3/2} usually is not written in the literature, in spite of being of the same order O(ϕ^{5/2}) = O(Ψ^{5/2}). This has no consequences, if α = 1 (continuous distribution) or if ultimately the analysis is limited to a lower order. With this proviso, the results are fully consistent with [7] in the Maxwellian limit κ → ∞.

A self-consistent solution be it oscillatory or of solitary wave kind requires

(i) V (ϕ) < 0 in the interval 0 < ϕ < Ψ;

(ii) V (Ψ) = 0 ,

where the later corresponds to zero electric field at the potential maximum. From it we have 8 √ 2A 3 √ Ψ (1 − α) ( 1 + k^2_0 Ψ 2 ) ( 1 + v^2_0 2κ − 3 )_{−κ} = k^2_0 + a + 4b 5 √ Ψ . (22)

Equation (22) allows rewriting the pseudo-potential according to −V = 4 √ 2A 3 √ Ψ (α − 1) ( 1 + k^2_0 Ψ 2 ) ( 1 + v^2_0 2κ − 3 )_{−κ} ϕ^{3/2}( √ Ψ − √ ϕ) + + k^2_0 ϕ 2 (Ψ − ϕ) + 2bϕ^2 5 ( √ ϕ − √ Ψ) . (23)

The second term in Re. (23) corresponds to a monochromatic solution ϕ = (Ψ/2)(1 + cos k_0x) while the last term yields ϕ = ψ sech^4( √ ax/4) solitary wave, taking into account the dispersion relation with α = 1, k_0 = 0. These are the same conclusions as from a Maxwellian plasma [7], but with modified coefficients.

The present main focus is on the strong singularities induced by α ≠ 1 and γ ≠ 0, the later associated with a non-analytic trapped electrons distribution. Hence we follow the trend of [7] and consider small enough amplitudes so that some terms can be neglected in Eqs. (22) and (23), yielding 8 √ 2A 3 √ Ψ (1 − α) ( 1 + v^2_0 2κ − 3 )_{−κ} = k^2_0 + a , (24) −V = 4 √ 2A 3 √ Ψ (α − 1) ( 1 + v^2_0 2κ − 3 )_{−κ} ϕ^{3/2}( √ Ψ − √ ϕ) + k^2_0ϕ 2 (Ψ − ϕ) . (25)

Equations (24) and (25) are the ultimate tools for our consideration of some special kinds of solutions, all found from the quadrature of the energy-like first integral 1 2 ( dϕ dx )_2

+ V (ϕ) = 0 , (26) set to zero without loss of generality taking V (Ψ) = 0. Equation (24) is the nonlinear dispersion relation of the problem, relating phase velocity v_0, wavenumber k_0 and amplitude Ψ. The non-analytic contribution from γ ≠ 0 is present in a defined in Eq. (13).

IV. SPECIAL SOLUTIONS

A. Absence of trapped electrons

In the case of a void in phase space with no trapped electrons (α = 0), further specialized to k_0 = 0, one has from Eq. (25) V = 4 √ 2A 3 √ Ψ ( 1 + v^2_0 2κ − 3 )_{−κ} ϕ^{3/2}( √ Ψ − √ ϕ) . (27)

Since V > 0 in the interval 0 < ϕ < Ψ, it is disqualified as pseudo-potential.

However, still assuming α = 0 but with k_0 ≠ 0, the nonlinear dispersion relation (24) becomes 8 √ 2A 3 √ Ψ ( 1 + v^2_0 2κ − 3 )_{−κ} = k^2_0 − 1 2 ( κ − 1 κ − 3/2 )_2 d dζ Z^∗_{r,κ−1}(ζ) > 0 , (28) which is certainly meaningful for sufficiently large k_0. Moreover, a small Ψ is assured for large enough v_0. The inequality in Eq. (28) also holds, independently of k_0, provided ζ < ζ_0, so that F_{κ−1}(ζ) > 0, where ζ_0 is the zero of F_{κ−1}(ζ), or F_{κ−1}(ζ_0) = 0. In this context a smaller phase velocity would be preferable.

It is relevant to examine the behavior of ζ_0 as a function of κ. Numerically finding the root of F_{κ−1}(ζ) yields Fig 2, where the corresponding phase velocity is also shown. Asymptotically one has ζ_0 → v_0/ √ 2 = 0.925 as κ increases. Since ζ_0 increases with κ, the Maxwellian limit allows satisfying the inequality in Eq. (28) irrespective of k_0 in an easier way.

As a rule, the nonlinear dispersion relation (28) is satisfied by larger amplitudes Ψ as κ increases, as seen in Fig. 3 for k_0 = 2, v_0 = 1. Therefore the more superthermal the plasma is, the smaller is the amplitude of the electron hole. For this set of parameters the Maxwellian limit κ → ∞ is Ψ = 0.080.

FIG. 2: Lower: the zero ζ_0 so that F_{κ−1}(ζ_0) = 0, as a function of κ, and the corresponding phase

velocity v_0 (upper).

FIG. 3: Dependence of the amplitude Ψ on the spectral index κ, from the nonlinear dispersion

relation (28), for parameters k_0 = 2, v_0 = 1.

The Sagdeev potential satisfies −V = − 4 √ 2A 3 √ Ψ ( 1 + v^2_0 2κ − 3 )_{−κ} ϕ^{3/2}( √ Ψ − √ ϕ) + k^2_0 ϕ 2 (Ψ − ϕ) = k^2_0 √ Ψ 2 ϕ( √ Ψ − √ ϕ) + 1 4 ( κ − 1 κ − 3/2 )_2 d dζ Z^∗_{r,κ−1}(ζ) ϕ^{3/2}( √ Ψ − √ ϕ) , (29) where the nonlinear dispersion relation (28) was used for the last expression.

The pseudo-potential (29) can be consistent with periodic solutions, which can be seen from the arguments in [7], now adapted to a nonthermal plasma. At the right, most critical border ϕ → Ψ^−, one has − V = 1 2 ( k^2_0 + 1 2 ( κ − 1 κ − 3/2 )_2 d dζ Z^∗_{r,κ−1}(ζ) ) Ψ^{3/2}( √ Ψ − √ ϕ) , (30)

The right hand side of Eqs. (29) and (30) should be positive to guarantee the existence of a solution, together with a small amplitude, which is assured for large enough v_0, k_0, or large phase velocity, say, of order unity, and small wavelength. The overall conclusion is that solitary structures cannot exist under zero trapping conditions, but periodic waves can still be found. Figure 4 shows typical nonlinear oscillations from the pseudo-potential (29), with wavelength approximately given by 2π/k_0. The details of these periodic solutions can be shown to be sensitive to κ, as expected.

FIG. 4: Numerical solution of Eq. (26), with pseudo-potential given by Eq. (30), for κ = 2, k_0 = 2, v_0 = 1.

B. Non-analytic trapped electrons distribution

In the absence of trapping, the parameter γ corresponding to a non-analytic trapped electrons distribution obviously plays no role. It is important to examine the influence of γ by itself, in the case of a continuous distribution (α = 1). In this case the nonlinear dispersion relation is

k^2_0 − 1 2 ( κ − 1 κ − 3/2 )_2 d dζ Z^∗_{r,κ−1}(ζ) = − π √ 2γA 2 ( 1 + v^2_0 2κ − 3 )_{−κ} . (31)

It is similar to (15) of [7] and (7) of [18], basically replacing the Fried-Conte function by the generalized plasma dispersion function and exp(−v^2_0 /2) by its finite κ power-law version. Though qualitatively the same results from the Maxwellian case are recovered, the value of κ influences the details of the dispersion relation. This can be seen in Fig. 5, which is for a non-singular trapped distribution (γ = 0) and some values of κ, where ω_0 = k_0v_0. The well-known thumb curve [25] is deformed in accordance with the spectral index, allowing the exploration of smaller wavelengths (bigger k_0) the more nonthermal the plasma is. As in the thermal case, one has two branches, the fast Langmuir branch and the slow electron acoustic branch. The non-analytic case where γ ≠ 0 can gives rise to similar deformations, as shown in Fig. 6. We have not found a multitude of dispersion curves as related in [7], where the thermal equivalent of the right-hand side of Eq. (31) was set to constant values, when in fact it is a function of v_0 = ω_0/k_0.

Notice the sign of γ is free. If γ < 0, a non-negative trapped distribution requires 1 + γ √ Ψ > 0.

The Maxwellian limit with non-analytic trapped electrons distribution is shown in Fig. 7.

C. Surplus of trapped electrons

In the opposite case of complete absence of trapped electrons, it will be considered α > 1, representing a surplus of trapping. For simplicity suppose k_0 = 0, so that Eqs. (24) and (25) become π √ 2αγA 2 ( 1 + v^2_0 2κ − 3 )_{−κ} − 1 2 ( κ − 1 κ − 3/2 )_2 d dζ Z^∗_{r,κ−1}(ζ) = −2S , (32) −V = S ϕ^{3/2}( √ Ψ − √ ϕ) , (33)

where S = 4 √ 2A(α − 1) 3 √ Ψ ( 1 + v^2_0 2κ − 3 )_{−κ} > 0 , (34)

FIG. 5: The nonlinear dispersion relation (31) where ω_0 = k_0v_0, with γ = 0 and different values of κ, as indicated.

where the last inequality is necessary for V < 0 when 0 < ϕ < Ψ.

In spite of k_0 = 0, we haven’t a solitary wave but

ϕ = ψ cos^4 (√ S x 2 √ 2 ) . (35)

These are the nonthermal equivalent to the results of [7] with an excess trapped population, now with a surplus parameter S adapted to the non-Maxwellian background, recovering the previous findings when κ → ∞.

Assuming for simplicity the analytic case γ = 0, we can solve Eq. (32) for the amplitude Ψ and S as functions of κ. This is shown in Fig. 8, calculated for v_0 = 2. It is verified that S and hence the oscillations wavelength is not very sensitive to κ, contrarily to Ψ.

FIG. 6: The nonlinear dispersion relation (31) where ω_0 = k_0v_0, with κ = 2 and different values of γ, as indicated.

V. CONCLUSIONS

The pseudo-potential approach for a stationary plasma with nonthermal or κ−distributed electrons has been developed, starting from the one-dimensional κ distribution and adapting it to be a function of the constants of motion. This is in complete analogy with [7] for thermal plasmas. Having the Vlasov equation immediately solved and evaluating the electrons number density in terms of the electrostatic potential up to a certain order, the Poisson equation reduces to a Newtonian-like equation with a conservative potential, or Sagdeev potential. The conditions for solitary wave or oscillatory solutions have been found, leading to a certain nonlinear dispersion relation involving the wave amplitude, the phase velocity and the wavenumber of the propagating structure, besides the spectral index κ. Following the trend of [7], special attention has been paid to the case of a singular electrons distribution function, allowing for a discontinuity at the separatrix or a non-analytic character.

FIG. 7: The nonlinear dispersion relation (31) where ω_0 = k_0v_0, with κ → ∞ and different values of γ, as indicated.

Some special classes of solutions have been discussed. It has been found that in the total absence of trapped electrons only periodic but not solitary wave solutions are allowed. On the other hand, a continuous distribution has a nonlinear dispersion relation modified by the parameter γ, measuring the strength of the non-analytic character. Finally, in the case of an excess of trapped electrons one can have a periodic solution. This multitude of nonlinear solutions strongly depend on the κ parameter. Remarkably, the nonthermal aspects are found from the Maxwellian results replacing the Fried-Conte function by the generalized plasma dispersion function, among other adaptations.

For simplicity, the allowed non-analytic character was chosen to be of the form proportional to √ −ϵ, where ϵ < 0 is the single particle energy of a trapped particle. Certainly, additional choices could be made, such as those with the dependence on √ −ϵ ln(−ϵ), as treated several times [19, 33–35].

It should be noted that the Vlasov-Poisson model is known to be too restricted for the

FIG. 8: Amplitude Ψ and parameter S from the nonlinear dispersion relation (32), for γ = 0, v_0 = 2, as functions of κ.

description of turbulent plasmas with intermittence and eddies [19], deserving the inclusion of correlations which tend to produce smoother distribution functions. Likewise, the ion dynamics is an essential ingredient ignored in the present communication. Nevertheless, the mathematical tools for more involved electrostatic holes in nonthermal plasmas have been laid down.

Acknowledgements The author acknowledges financial support by CNPq (Conselho Nacional de Desenvolvimento Científico e Tecnológico), Brazil.

[1] Temerin, M.; Cerny, K.; Lotko, W.; Mozer, F. S. Observations of double layers and solitary waves in the auroral plasma. Phys. Rev. Lett. 1982, 48, 1175.

[2] Malaspina, D. M.; Newman, D. L.; Willson, L. B.; Goetz, K.; Kellogg, P. J.; Kerstin, K.

Electrostatic solitary waves in the solar wind: Evidence for instability at solar wind current sheets. J. Geophys. Res.: Space Phys. 2013, 118, 591.

[3] Williams, J. D.; Chen, L. J.; Kurth, W. S.; Gurnett, D. A.; Dougherty, M. K.; Rymer, A. M.

Electrostatic solitary structures associated with the November 10, 2003, interplanetary shock at 8.7 AU. Geophys. Res. Lett. 2005, 32, L17103.

[4] Wilson, L. B.; Cattell, C. A.; Kellogg, P. J.; Goetz, K.; Kersten, K.; Kasper, J. C.; Szabo, A.; Wilber, M. Large-amplitude electrostatic waves observed at a supercritical interplanetary shock. J. Geophys. Res.: Space Phys. 2010, 115, A12104.

[5] Saeki, K.; Michelsen, P.; Pécseli, H. L.; Rasmussen, J. J. Formation and coalescence of electron solitary holes. Phys. Rev. Lett. 1979, 42, 501.

[6] Hutchison, I. H. Electron holes in phase space: what they are and why they matter. Phys.

Plasmas 2017, 24, 055601.

[7] Schamel, H. Particle trapping: A key requisite of structure formation and stability of Vlasov–Poisson plasmas. Phys. Plasmas 2015, 22, 042301.

[8] Maksimovic, M.; Pierrard, V.; Lemaire, J. F. A kinetic model of the solar wind with Kappa distribution functions in the corona. Astron. Astrophys. 1997, 324, 725.

[9] Schippers, P.; Blanc, M.; André, N.; Dandouras, I.; Lewis, G. R.; Gilbert, L. K.; Persoon, A.

M.; Krupp, N.; Gurnett, D. A.; Coates, A. J.; Krimigis, S. M.; Young, D. T.; Dougherty, M. K. Multi-instrument analysis of electron populations in Saturn’s magnetosphere. J. Geophys. Res.: Space Phys. 2008, 113, A07208.

[10] Yoon, P. H.; Rhee, T.; Ryu, C. Self-consistent generation of superthermal electrons by beamplasma interaction. Phys. Rev. Lett. 2005, 95, 215003.

[11] Nakatsutsumi, M.; Davies, J. R.; Kodama, R.; Green, J. S.; Lancaster, K. L.; Akli, K. U.;

Beg, F. N.; Chen, S. N.; Clark, D.; Freeman, R. R.; Gregory, C. D.; Habara, H.; Heathcote, R.; Hey, D. S.; Highbarger, K.; Jaanimagi, P.; Key, M. H.; Krushelnick, K.; Ma, T.; MacPhee, A.; MacKinnon, A. J.; Nakamura, H.; Stephens, R. B.; Storm, M.; Tampo, M.; Theobald, W.; Van Woerkom, L.; Weber, R. L.; Wei, M. S.; Woolsey, N. C.; Norreys, P. A. Space and time resolved measurements of the heating of solids to ten million kelvin by a petawatt laser. New J. Phys. 2008, 10, 043046.

[12] Kawahara, R.; Nakanishi, H. Quasi-stationary states of two-dimensional electron plasma trapped in magnetic field. J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 2006, 75, 054001.

[13] Summers, D.; Thorne, R. M. The modified plasma dispersion function. Phys. Fluids B 1991, 3, 1835.

[14] Hellberg, M. A.; Mace, R. L. Generalized plasma dispersion function for a plasma with a kappa-Maxwellian velocity distribution. Phys. Plasmas 2002, 9, 1495.

[15] Podesta, J. J. Spatial Landau damping in plasmas with three-dimensional κ distributions.

Phys. Plasmas 2005, 12, 052101.

[16] Williams, G.; Verheest, F.; Hellberg, M. A.; Anowar, M. G. M.; Kourakis, I. A Schamel equation for ion acoustic waves in superthermal plasmas. Phys. Plasmas 2014, 21, 092103.

[17] Hellberg; M. A.; Mace, R. L.; Baluku, T. K.; Kourakis, I.; Saini, N. S. Comment on “Mathematical and physical aspects of Kappa velocity distribution” [Phys. Plasmas 14, 110702 (2007)]. Phys. Plasmas 2009, 16, 094701.

[18] Schamel, H. Cnoidal electron hole propagation: Trapping, the forgotten nonlinearity in plasma and fluid dynamics. Phys. Plasmas 2012, 19, 020501.

[19] Schamel, H.; Mandal, D.; Sharma, D. Diversity of solitary electron holes operating with nonperturbative trapping. Phys. Plasmas 2020, 27, 062302.

[20] Schamel, H. Two-parametric, mathematically undisclosed solitary electron holes and their evolution equation. Plasma 2020, 3, 166.

[21] Abbasi, H.; Pajouh, H. H. Influence of trapped electrons on ion-acoustic solitons in plasmas with superthermal electrons. Phys. Plasmas 2007, 14, 012307.

[22] Abbasi, H.; Pajouh, H. H. Adiabatic evolution of phase space electron–hole in plasmas with super-thermal electrons. Plasma Phys. Control. Fusion 2008, 50, 095007.

[23] Schamel, H. Stationary solitary, snoidal and sinusoidal ion acoustic waves. Plasma Phys. 1972, 14, 905.

[24] Schamel, H. Electron holes, ion holes and double layers: Electrostatic phase space structures in theory and experiment. Phys. Rep. 1986, 140, 161.

[25] Schamel, H. Analytic BGK modes and their modulational instability. J. Plasma Phys. 1975, 13, 139.

[26] Schamel, H. A modified Korteweg-de Vries equation for ion acoustic wavess due to resonant electrons. J. Plasma Phys. 1973, 9, 377.

[27] Korn, J.; Schamel, H. Electron holes and their role in the dynamics of current-carrying weakly collisional plasmas. Part 1. Immobile ions. J. Plasma Phys. 1996, 56, 307.

[28] Mace, R. L.; Hellberg, M. A. A dispersion function for plasmas containing superthermal particles. Phys. Plasmas 1995, 2, 2098.

[29] Thorne, R. M.; Summers, D. Landau damping in space plasmas. Phys. Fluids B 1991, 3, 2117.

[30] Meng, Z.; Thorne, R. M.; Summers, D. Ion-acoustic wave instability driven by drifting electrons in a generalized Lorentzian distribution. J. Plasma Phys. 1992, 47, 445.

[31] Xue, S.; Thorne, R. M.; Summers, D. Electromagnetic ion-cyclotron instability in space plasmas. J. Geophys. Res. 1993, 98, 17475.

[32] Summers, D.; Xue, S.; Thorne, R. M. Calculation of the dielectric tensor for a generalized Lorentzian (kappa) distribution function. Phys. Plasmas 1994, 1, 2012.

[33] Krasovsky, V. L.; Matsumoto, H.; Omura, Y. Bernstein-Greene-Kruskal analysis of electrostatic solitary waves observed with Geotail. J. Geophys. Res.: Space Phys. 1997, 102, 131.

[34] Muschietti, L.; Roth, I.; Ergun, R. E.; Carlson, C. W. Analysis and simulation of BGK electron holes. Nonlinear Processes Geophys. 1999, 6, 211.

[35] Chen, L.-J.; Parks, G. K. BGK electron solitary waves: 1D and 3D. Nonlinear Processes Geophys. 2002, 9, 111.