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Fluctuations from the electromagnetic gradient drift instability have been observed on the Plasma Couette Experi-
ment. Measurements from the experiment indicate the stability is related to the plasma β. We believe this instability
is related to the gradient drift instability [1], an electrostatic instability driven by ∇Bz and ∇n with wavevector per-
pendicular to ẑ. In addition to density and electrostatic fluctuations, large Bz fluctuations are observed and require
additional physics added to the gradient drift instability to explain the behavior.

The analysis outlined in section II of Frias et al. is extended for magnetic fluctuations in Bz with wavevector, k,
perpendicular to the applied magnetic field (z). The ions are unmagnetized and only follow a ballistic response. The
ion continuity equation and momentum equation are
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where the Lorentz force has been neglected because the ions are unmagnetized and the ion temperature is treated
as a constant. We assume a Fourier solution ∼ ei(−ωt+k·r) for the linear perturbations and assume a Boussinesque
approximation (kxLx � 1). With the assumed form, ion continuity and momentum balance become
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where fluctuating quantities are indicated with a˜and the elecric field has been substituted with the electric potential.
Combining these two expressions yields a relationship between the density and electric potential fluctuations given by
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For fluid theory to be valid, ω − k ·Vi0 � k⊥Vthi, so the k2V 2
thi term is neglected in the analysis.

The electrons are magnetized and have equilibrium E×B and diamagnetic drift velocities that are compressible
which are accounted for when combining the continuity and momentum equations giving
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where vE is the E×B drift and vpe is the electron diamagnetic drift. Assuming a Fourier form again, careful
linearization of the the drift velocities with the inclusion of magnetic fluctuations gives
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where u0 = −Er0/B0 φ̂ is the equilibrium E×B drift velocity and v∗ = −Teκn/(eB0) φ̂ is the equilibrium diamagnetic
drift with inverse gradient length scale, κn = ∂ lnn/∂r.
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The magnetic fluctuations can be related to the density and electric field perturbations through Ampère’s Law.
Assuming the toroidal current is only from the electron drift velocities and neglecting the displacement current, the
radial component of Ampère’s law is

(∇×B)r = µ0Jr = −µ0neVe · r̂ (9)

where Ve is the total electron drift velocity. Linearing Eq. 9 and inserting Eqns 7-8 gives
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n0

)
(10)

where β = 2µ0n0Te/B
2
0 is the electron plasma pressure to magnetic pressure ratio.

Linearizing Eq. 6 and assuming a Fourier solution gives
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and combining Eqns. 7-10 results in
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where vD = −2TeκB/(eB0) is the electron magnetic drift velocity and κB = ∂ lnB/∂r is the inverse gradient length
scale for the magnetic field. Setting β = 0 recovers the result from Frias et al. Eq. 16 [1].

Invoking quasi-neutrality to combine Eqns. 5 and 12 gives the dispersion relation
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where A and B are given by

A = (1− β)v∗ − vD − βvE (14)

B = (1 + β)vE + vD + βv∗ . (15)

For β = 0, the unstable criterion from Frias et al. is recovered. The condition for instability is
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Assuming V0 is small and inserting Eqns 14 and 15 gives[
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where ρs = Cs/Ωci is the ion Larmor sound radius.
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