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Abstract. A semi-relativistic approximation of Trubnikov's dielectric tensor is derived without
making assumptions on the refractive index along and across the ambient magnetid| field,
andN, . The results extend the validity of Shkarofsky’s treatment, previously restricted to quasi-
perpendicular incidence, and permit to handle cases in which Doppler and relativistic widths of
electron cyclotron resonances are comparable. AlsN, ds arbitrary, the proposed approximation

is adequate for Bernstein waves, characterized by ldrgé&or ease of calculation and to emphasize
the link with previous results, the new tensor is expressed in terms of Shkarofsky functions of shifted
argument and modified width.
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INTRODUCTION

Weakly relativistic effects in the propagation and absorption of waves in a magnetized
plasma are typically studied for quasi-perpendicular incidefge< Br), when they
dominate over Doppler broadening, and are described by power series of the finite
Larmor radius parametér = (N, 81 /Y)?/2[1, 2,3, 4,5, 6, 7, 8] or of A4 [9, 10, 11],

or expanded in Bessel functions of arguméntereft = /2ksT/m¢ is the thermal
velocity in ¢ units andY = ./ ® the magnetic field in dimensionless units. All these
approximations, some of which are truncated at the leading ordéran 1/A, are
summarized in table 1. We also note that not the wteleut only an electrostatic
approximation is considered in [9, 10, 11]. Ref.[12] contains the most general result,
although of little practical use, as it is a series in a 4D space multiplied by a sum in 2D.

TABLE 1. Summary of approximations a4, and finite Larmor
radius parametet in available weakly relativistic dielectric tensors

Akl YR A>1 A>1
trunc. trunc.
Ny=0 |[4,5]
Ny < Br | [1,2] [3,6,7,8] [10] [9]
arbitr. N, [12] [11]

In the case of electron Bernstein waves (EBWSs) the sMallimit is incompatible
with the weakly relativistic limit3t < 1, because for EBWHN, ~ 1/fBt. These waves
also violate theN; <1 assumption when they are generated via ordinary-extraordinary-
Bernstein (O-X-B) mode conversion of abliquelyinjected O-mode [13, 14] or de-
tected byoblique observation of the reverse, B-X-O, process [15, 16]. Besides, even
for other excitation or detection schemes characterized by $inat the antenna, still



EBWs tend to develop large, as a consequence of the lafge and of the evolution of
the ray in a bent magnetic field [14, 17].

Finite N, are also important for ion Bernstein waves, and were previously treated
numerically with the aid of root finders [18].

Finally, the (mild) relativistic mass gain is obviously important for electromagnetic
electron cyclotron waves, as it resolves the emission/absorption line. INtke St
limit, this mechanism dominates over Doppler broadening and is satisfactorily described
by Shkarofsky functions [1]. In the opposite limit, relativistic effects are neglected
and the warm non-relativistic dielectric tensor can be utilized. This includes Doppler
broadening only. The fully relativistic tensor due to Trubnikov [19] embodies both the
broadening mechanisms, thus in principle it suits intermediate angles sudt thdr,
however it is very complicated and not in a closed form.

Motivated by these considerations, a purely semi-relativistic and relatively easy-to-
compute approximation of Trubnikov’s tensor is derived in the present work without
making any specific assumption dly andN, .

WEAKLY RELATIVISTIC APPROXIMATION

The steady-state solution of the linearized Vlasov-Maxwell problem for a relativistic,
uniformly magnetized thermal plasma [19] is, in notations similar to [7],
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whereKs is the modified Bessel function of the second kind of order 2, also known
as MacDonald function [20]y = v1+u? is the Lorentz factor andi = p/mc the
normalized momentunX = a)g/w2 andY = o/ w are the adimensional density and
magnetic field. The convention of implicitly summing on repeated indices is adopted.

The tensor
cosYt —sinYt O

TO = | sinYt cosyt O (2)
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defines a rotation of the reference frame at angular frequency equal to the gyrofre-
guency o; around the field-aligned axiza The remaining axes are chosen to yield
N=(N,,O, NH). The timet is renormalized to the wave perieai. Finally,
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All parameters and independent variables in integral eq.1 are real, apart from the
refractive index components. These are complex, WiftN, ) > 0, OO(N; ) < 0 and
O(N;) <0, i.e. waves’ amplitude cannot grow.

Let us Taylor-expang up to the second order un Apart from a factor, the integral
in eq.1 rewrites:

/O dre T / Ui (2— 2 — 2 — B) 558 4)



where

&= exp[— (% - %) u2 — i,/i&ux} (5)

and equivalent definitions apply & and&.

The main advantage of eq.4 over eg.1 is that the parallel and perpendicular degree of
freedom, which were previously coupled lpyare now decoupled. The approximation
of y~1 with a sum and of the exponent with a product of functions,oiuy or u; only,
ease the integration ovar In fact, this reduces to a sum of products of integrals of type:

[ auert i - [Tt ©)

and its derivatives up to the 4th order.ifi. Similar integrals iruy andu,, as well as
their derivatives, are also involved. In the integrals above, the real part of
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is positive, of course. After some algebra,
1 gl/2 peo  g2bg—A?/4b
gj = 6 +iX dr i 8
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where
Qj = T 2b(8b% — 100+ .42) — T,/ (807 — 1db+ .42 (9)

andT( )= J%Tfk )Jﬂ( is the tensor
M My St
TO=| — Kty — M7 — A (10)
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For very smallBr, the Lorentz factor can be further approximated in thel@ — ug —

u2 ~ 2 factor in eq.4, which is a weak function of compared to the exponent, where
the second order approximation will be kept. Then eq.9 becomes:

Qj = (T{"2b—T,{?)8b? (11)

An alternative way of deriving eq.8 consists in taking the mildly relativistic limit of
the relativistic dielectric tensor (eq.1) integrated over momenta [19]:

% 1/2 1/2
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where asymptotic limits can be used for the modified Bessel functions as their argument
2 2_ 4 N 2 2
R=4b"+ 4= 7 —di— +2—(1 cosY7)+ (Nj—1)7 (13)
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diverges. Finally, truncating at the 2nd order.iti and at the two lowest orders il
returns eq.8.

After the change of variableﬁ%r/z —tandY = BTZy/Z and after expanding

A cosyt b P+q ei(p—Q)yt_ ©  ® (A/2)m gyt
eXp{ 1—it } Z)[ 1—it } W_n:,mm:w (T () (1t
(14)

with the double sum restricted to even valuesrof n, all integrals in eq.8 can be
brought into the form
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where the definition of generalized Shkarofsky functions [21, 22, 23]

e (i) _ at?
_I/o (1_it)qexp{|zt—1_it]dt, (16)

was invoked and dispersion was found to depend on Larmor radius, in agreement
with relativistic eq.1. A correction to generalized Shkarofsky functions arises in the
form of a shift of argumentg anda by an amounfA. Such a linear perturbation can
be interpreted as a finite-Larmor-radius correction to the resonance condition (through
z=2(nY +1)/B%) and to its width in inhomogenoeus plasmas, through the ratio of
Doppler to relativistic widtha = N, /Br. The physical meaning of — z— 4 is the
well-known relativistic downshift.

Putting together eqs.8-14 and, for consistency with earlier weakly relativistic approx-
imations, the asymptotic limit

ﬁq’r (Z, a) —
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yields the following expression for the slightly relativistic dielectric tensor:
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Mo_reovero@mnﬂ = To@mnlz Zmn31 = o@m_nlS and_o@mrLSZ = —Zmn23.
This was forQjj as in eq.11. However, if €9.9 is used instead, one has to add:
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Powers ofBT2 up to the 1st order were retained here for consistency with eq.19-
24. Arguments were omitted for brevity from generalized Shkarofsky functions and
summarized by an index for the harmonic number:

NZ
Farn= Far (nY+ 1)—A, —b—2 (33)
Bt Bt
Additionally, the compact notations
Fqrnep = Farntp+ Farn-p Farntp = Farnep — Farn-p (34)

were employed for some frequently occurring sums and differences.

At this point it should be remembered that it is customary to treat as a constant the
Lorentz factory at denominator in the integrand of eq.1 and to Taylor-expand only the
exponent, on the ground that relativistic corrections at denominator have a comparatively
small effect on the integral. This is equivalent to use eq.11 instead of eq.9 and, ultimately,
to neglect corrections 25-32 to eqs.19-24, which is not always legitimate. It is only partly
legitimate for those elements which becomi¢B7) under the assumptioN| < Bt
which, by the way, was not adopted in the present work.

Note also that simple Shkarofsky functionsref 0 appear in most function®mnjj .

The double sum in eq.18 might look computationally expensive, but functiong
differentq (thus,2 of differentm) can recursively be related to one another [2, 3, 8, 22,



24]. Besides, for relativistically broadened but well-resolved lines, the double sum can
be restricted to diagonal terms & n).

An alternative form of eq.18 can be obtained by recognizing, in the summower
eq.14, the generating function for the modified Bessel function of the first kind:

exp{llcf?t} = Z In (%ﬁ) gt (35)

—00

This generalizes an identity utilized in deriving the warm non-relativistic dielectric
tensor [25]. However, it does so by replacidgwith A /(1 —it), i.e. by introducing a
time dependence fdp that cannot be factored out of the time integral anymore. As a

conseqguence, integrals in
A+ Nft?
&j = §j +2IX T i z / Q” exp (nY+1) /ﬁT] I ()
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(36)
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are more complicated than eqg.15. On the other hand, they avoid the nuisance of the
double sum and can be useful when a higts required for convergence.

In summary a novel formulation of the semi-relativistic dielectric tensor valid for
arbitrary wavenumbers was derived starting from Trubnikov’s fully relativistic tensor.
The new tensor describes the propagation (including electrostatic propagation based on
finite Larmor radius effects) and damping (corrected for relativistic effects and Doppler
broadening) of modes of arbitrary orientation relative to the magnetic field, including
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