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[1] The gauge condition relating the electromagnetic
potentials of shear Alfvén waves is one of the key
governing equations in simulations of low-frequency waves
in the Earth’s magnetosphere. Mottez [2013] suggests that
the gauge condition used in Watt and Rankin [2010]
is inappropriate for the case where the perpendicular
wave number of the shear Alfvén wave varies as a
function of distance along the field line. We present an
alternate derivation of this gauge equation and argue that
the assumptions used are appropriate for low-frequency
shear Alfvén waves provided that the variation of the
perpendicular wave number parallel to the geomagnetic field
is much smaller than the corresponding variation of the
field amplitude.

[2] For a shear Alfvén wave in the magnetosphere, it
is assumed that the perpendicular wavelengths are much
smaller than the parallel wavelengths and that the frequency
of the wave is much smaller than the local ion gyrofre-
quency. These assumptions allow us to represent the wave in
terms of the scalar potential ¢ and the parallel component of
the vector potential 4 only [Tikhonchuk and Rankin, 2000],
delivering a considerable reduction in the spatial dimensions
required for a numerical treatment.

[3] The shear Alfvén wave is assumed to operate in a
plasma which is quasi-neutral, hence V - J = 0, where J
is the current density. For low-frequency waves such as the
shear Alfvén wave, this assumption is appropriate. If z is the
direction along the field line and x is one of the directions
perpendicular to the field, then we could also write

8J|| 0J 1

o + . 0. (1
We use the same ansatz as described in equation (1) of
Mottez [2013] to describe the variation of scalar and vector
potentials in the perpendicular direction.

[4] In the parallel direction, the current is assumed to be
carried by the electrons since they are closely tied to the
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geomagnetic field. We use the reduced Maxwell-Ampére
equation to approximate the parallel current:

1
Jy=——HK4 A 2
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where the perpendicular derivatives have been replaced by
ik . In the perpendicular direction, the current is assumed to
be carried by cold ions and can be described as

_p., 99
J = ElkJ_Ea (3)
where p is the mass density and B is the local magnetic field

strength.

[5s] In a situation where we allow the perpendicular wave
number to vary along the field line, the parallel derivative of
J)| leads us to consider the parallel derivative of the product
K% Ay. The perpendicular derivative of the J, is obtained
by assuming that the perpendicular variation of p and B is
small in comparison to the perpendicular variation of ¢. This
assumption allows us to use the simplified one-dimensional
description to describe the physics of the shear Alfvén wave

all along the field line.
[6] Our evaluation of equation (1) then becomes
dp Vi _
E+E§(kiflu)70, 4)

as used in all DKI1D simulations with a nonuniform mag-
netic field [Watt et al., 2006; Watt and Rankin, 2009, 2010,
2012]. Equation (4) is valid provided 4,dk% /0z is much
smaller than k% 84)/0z. The gauge condition that Mottez
describes in his comment agrees with this result in the same
limit. To summarize, this approximate gauge condition relies
upon the assumptions of quasi-neutrality, small variations
in plasma, and magnetic field strength in the direction per-
pendicular to the field, a strict separation of parallel and
perpendicular motion in order to supply electrical currets,
and a negligibly small displacement term. However, these
conditions form a reasonable approximation of the plasma
environment and the length and temporal scales in which
magnetospheric shear Alfvén waves operate. To verify the
validity of the approximation implied by equation (4), we
have compared the magnitude of the neglected term by cal-
culating it during one of the simulations presented in Watt
and Rankin [2010]. The result is shown in Figure 1, which
shows that in this particular case, the A0k’ /dz term is
approximately 2% of the magnitude of the k% 94/dz term.
[7]1 Superficially, a one-dimensional model such as DK1D
seems less realistic than higher-dimension models. The
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Figure 1. Estimate, using central differences, of the two
gradients indicated during simulation C documented in Watt
and Rankin [2010]. The gradients are shown as a function of
distance along the simulation domain at the time when the
wave envelope applied to the upper boundary has reached its
midpoint (i.e., the time of maximum amplitude in 4, = 4)).
The approximate scaling of the perpendicular wavelength is
appropriate when the values indicated in grey are small in
comparison to the values indicated in black. In this case, the
term involving the derivative of &2 = &% is approximately
2% of the size of the term involving the derivative of 4..

two-dimensional kinetic simulations of Swift [2007] and
Damiano and Johnson [2012] independently show that the
perpendicular wave number of shear Alfvén waves is not
fixed in time. Two and a half dimension particle-in-cell
studies [Génot et al., 2001a, 2001b, 2004] demonstrate
how perpendicular plasma gradients can contribute to the
evolution of shear Alfvén waves and the development of
the important narrow scales. However, all of these higher-
dimensional numerical models must incorporate different
assumptions in turn, either by using a significantly reduced
simulation domain, or by enforcing a less realistic peri-
odic boundary condition, or by using a relatively small
amount of macroparticles to simulate the entire warm plasma
population, resulting in noisy electromagnetic fields that
require significant smoothing and averaging. The insight
gained from each different model complements the insight
from other idealized models with different assumptions. It
is important to realize that the full physics of the problem
would require a five-dimensional gyrokinetic simulation that
could cover vast distances along the field, as well as describe
the details of the small-scale variations across the field, and
that these simulations should be able to reproduce physical
times of tens of seconds in order to study full wave periods
of the low-frequency Alfvén waves. These types of numeri-
cal simulations are not tractable, even given the considerable
recent advances in computational power.

[s] Although the DKI1D simulations are idealizations of
the shear Alfvén wave interaction with electrons, they
have provided new insight into the location of the elec-
tron acceleration along auroral field lines and have pro-
vided an upper estimate for the amount of energy flux that
can be extracted from the waves. The differential energy
flux predicted by the idealized simulations displays the
same characteristics as the observable electron energy flux

associated with shear Alfvén waves at both low and high
altitudes [Watt and Rankin, 2012]. For example, the ener-
gization of electrons in the parallel and antiparallel direc-
tions observed by the Polar spacecraft at » > 4 Ry [Wygant
et al., 2002; Janhunen et al., 2006] is seen clearly in the
DK1D simulation at high altitudes [ Watt and Rankin, 2012].
The rapid decrease of earthward wave Poynting flux at
r ~ 4Rpg, highlighted in statistical studies of Polar data
[Janhunen et al., 2004], is also reproduced by the simula-
tions [Watt and Rankin, 2010]. And finally, the low-altitude
signatures of Alfvén wave acceleration are reproduced in
minute detail [Watt et al., 2006] by simulations that use the
same approximate gauge condition as given in equation (4).
At the current time, researchers must often choose between
a multidimensional simulation of the kinetic physics over
a small section of the field line [e.g., Génot et al., 2001a]
and a one-dimensional simulation of electron kinetic physics
over a large distance along the field [e.g., Watt and Rankin,
2010]. The hybrid two-dimensional particle-in-cell models
of Swift [2007] and Damiano and Johnson [2012] provide a
compromise, although large amplitude waves must be simu-
lated in order to reliably extract information from the noisy
wavefields. It is encouraging that even simplified simulation
models such as DK1D can shed light on the complicated
nonlinear plasma physics that governs some aspects of auro-
ral acceleration, especially when these processes are only
fleetingly observed with in situ spacecraft.

[9] Acknowledgments. This work was supported by the Canadian
Space Agency and the Natural Sciences and Engineering Research Council
of Canada.

[10] Robert Lysak thanks the reviewer for assistance in evaluating
this paper.

References

Damiano, P. A., and J. R. Johnson (2012), Electron acceleration in a
geomagnetic field line resonance, Geophys. Res. Lett., 39, 1L02102,
doi:10.1029/2011GL050264.

Génot, V., F. Mottez, and P. Louarn (2001a), Particle acceleration linked to
Alfvén wave propagation on small scale density gradients, Phys. Chem.
Earth Part C, 26(1-3), 219-222.

Génot, V., F. Mottez, and P. Louarn (2001b), Fast-evolving spatial
structure of auroral parallel electric fields, J. Geophys. Res., 106,
29,633-29,644.

Génot, V., F. Mottez, and P. Louarn (2004), Alfvén wave interaction with
inhomogeneous plasmas: Acceleration and energy cascade toward small
scales, Ann. Geophys., 22, 2,081-2,096.

Janhunen, P., A. Olsson, J. Hanasz, C. T. Russell, H. Laakso, and J. C.
Samson (2004), Different Alfvén wave acceleration processes of elec-
trons in substorms at ~4-5 Ry and 2-3 R radial distance, Ann. Geophys.,
22,2213-2227.

Janhunen, P., A. Olsson, C. T. Russell, and H. Laakso (2006), Alfvénic
electron acceleration in aurora occurs in global Alfvén resonosphere
region, Space Sci. Rev., 122(1-4), 89-95, doi:10.1007/s11214-006-
7017-5.

Mottez, F. (2013), Comment on “Do magnetospheric shear Alfvén waves
generate sufficient energy flux to power the aurora? by C. E. J. Watt
and R. Rankin”, J. Geophys. Res. Space Physics, doi:10.1002/jgra.50473,
in press.

Swift, D. W. (2007), Simulation of auroral electron accelera-
tion by inertial Alfvén waves, J. Geophys. Res., 112, A12207,
doi:10.1029/2007JA012423.

Tikhonchuk, V. T., and R. Rankin (2000), Electron kinetic effects in stand-
ing shear Alfvén waves in the dipolar magnetosphere, Phys. Plasmas, 7,
2630-2645.

Watt, C. E. J., and R. Rankin (2009), Electron trapping in shear Alfvén
waves that power the aurora, Phys. Rev. Lett., 102, 045002.

Watt, C. E. J., and R. Rankin (2010), Do magnetospheric shear Alfvén
waves generate sufficient electron energy flux to power the aurora? J.
Geophys. Res., 115, A07224, doi:10.1029/2009JA015185.

5801



WATT AND RANKIN: COMMENTARY

Watt, C. E. J.,, and R. Rankin (2012), Alfvén wave acceleration of Watt, C. E. J., R. Rankin, I. J. Rae, and D. M Wright (2006), Inertial
auroral electrons in warm magnetospheric plasma, in Auroral Phe- Alfvén waves and acceleration of electrons in nonuniform magnetic
nomenology and Magnetospheric Processes: Earth and Other fields, Geophys. Res. Lett., 33, 102106, doi:10.1029/2005GL024779.
Planets, Geophys. Monogr. Ser, vol. 197, edited by A. Keiling Wygant, J. R, et al. (2002), Evidence for kinetic Alfvén waves and parallel
et al, pp. 251-260, AGU, Washington, D. C., doi:10.1029/ electron energization at 4-6 Ry altitudes in the plasma sheet boundary
2011GM001171. layer, J. Geophys. Res., 107(A8), 1201, doi:10.1029/2001JA900113.

5802



	Reply to comment by F. Mottez on ``Do magnetospheric shear Alfvén waves generate sufficient electron energy flux to power the aurora?''
	References


