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Abstract. Streaming instability driven by ion flow inside a finite-length collisionless
inhomogeneous system is studied with numerical Particle-In-Cell simulations alongside kinetic
equations. The inhomogeneous plasma is produced by introducing a cold beam of ions and
thermal electrons in the system. In such systems, we observe that the ion sound waves get
modified in a stable ion flow due to acoustic wave reflections from the boundary and that
it triggers instability. Such phenomena are known to be a hydrodynamic effect. However,
there are also signatures of the two-stream type ion sound instability where kinetic resonances
are essential. The study is aimed to quantify the effects of the finite-length system on beam–
plasma instability and identify wave modes supported by such systems. The outcome of this
study is believed to improve design aspect of ion beam sources and provide more control over
experimental devices.
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1. Introduction

The streaming instability [1] is one of the old-
est and most elementary examples of collective
instabilities in plasma physics. Astrophysical plas-
mas containing small populations of non-thermal
particles are susceptible to strong beam–plasma
instabilities, leading to redistribution of energy
among non-thermal populations. Examples in-
clude, but are not limited to, various astrophysical
phenomena, such as active galactic nuclei (AGNs)
driven beam–plasma instabilities [2, 3, 4], the solar
wind [5], pulsar wind outflows [6, 7], shock for-
mation and the associated acceleration of cosmic
rays [8, 9].

Moving on to bounded systems, there is a
large relevance of beam–plasma interactions in
intense heavy ion beams for applications to ion
beam–driven high energy density physics (HEDP)
and heavy ion fusion (HIF) [10, 11, 12, 13, 12, 13,
14, 15]. Even after several decades of research, the
complex nature of the instability continue to draw
the attention of the plasma community.

The concept of collective beam–plasma
interaction was first introduced by Langmuir [16]
in 1925. However, it took a couple of decades
to finally realize the potential of this specific
phenomena. In 1948, Pierce [17] and later in the
same year, Haeff [18] showed the prospects of two-
stream instability in signal amplification. In the
following year, Bohm and Gross [19, 20] theorized
the problem as an electrostatic phenomena in
the absence of any magnetic field with kinetic
equations. In the past several decades, the problem
has been explored by numerous scientists [21, 22,
23, 24, 25, 26, 14, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 28, 32].

Most of the mentioned works explicitly deal
with electron beams drifting through a plasma.
Since the ion beam-induced gas ionization is
significantly more rapid than by an electron beam
in the same setting, the dynamics is different
when an intense ion beam is introduced in

a charge-neutralizing background plasma [33,
34, 35]. Similar situations can be found in
experiments where plasma beams are introduced
inside chambers filled with neutral gas. The
beam interacts with the background neutrals and
produces a plasma which provides nearly complete
charge neutralization of the beam [36, 37]. A
complete description of such systems can be
described by nonlinear Vlasov-Maxwell equations
[38, 39]. However, if we consider the effect of
inhomogeneity and intense self-field, it becomes
extremely difficult to predict the beam equilibrium,
stability, and transport properties. In the present
study we are not dealing with relativistic beams,
hence self-field can be ignored.

However, the presence of electrically conduct-
ing boundaries causes inhomogeneities, and it has
a huge impact on the nature of streaming instabili-
ties. Such instabilities appear to be more absolute
than convective, i.e., that the waves grow with time
but not along spatial position, much alike to in a
Pierce diode [40, 17].

In absence of any external or self-generated
magnetic field, the most significant process
among the collective processes associated with
an ion beam and a charge-neutralizing background
plasma is electrostatic electron–ion two-stream
instability [41, 42, 43]. The source of free en-
ergy to drive the classical two-stream instability
comes from the relative streaming of beam elec-
trons through the charge-neutralizing background
plasma. The nature of such beam–plasma inter-
actions is found to be highly dependent on the
system length. In infinite systems, for a simplest
case where collisions are neglected, and the ions
do not have any drift velocity (streaming is only
due to electron drift), the spatial growth rate of
such waves become theoretically infinite at a cer-
tain frequency near the electron plasma frequency,
meaning the instability is absolute. For finite-
length systems with small drift velocities for back-
ground ions, the wave appears to grow spatially,
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for waves at frequencies of the order of the ion
plasma frequency instead [17]. Inclusion of colli-
sions and increasing temperature certainly affects
the growth and effectively bounds the amplifica-
tion rate [44, 45]. However, it is worth mentioning
that the present work does not consider any effects
from collisions.

In systems where ion beams stream through
thermal electrons, in relatively cold plasmas, the
spatial growth of waves are found strongest at
a certain frequencies near the electron plasma
frequency [46, 47, 48]. However, it can also be of
the order of the ion plasma frequency, provided the
unperturbed beam velocity is very small compared
to the average thermal velocity of background
plasma electrons [49, 50]. Such non-equilibrium
systems may also exhibit excitation of ion sound
waves when the relative velocity between the ion
stream and background electrons exceeds the ion
sound velocity (∆v > cs) [51, 52, 53].

There are limitless implications of instabili-
ties due to streaming ion beams such as in electric
propulsion system [54], plasma diodes [55, 56],
double layers [57, 58], and even for the sheath
region at plasma–material boundaries [59]. De-
pending on the triggering mechanism, it can ei-
ther lead to hydrodynamic instabilities such as ion
sound instability [54] or kinetic instabilities like
the two-stream instability [41, 42, 43].

In our present work, we present a collective
picture of instabilities due to an ion beam
streaming through thermal plasma, the beam being
injected from one of the boundaries in a bounded
system. This may for instance be due to an ion-
emitting source in a plasma device. In complex
systems such as ours, the hardest part is to address
the effect of inhomogeneity due to the presence of
the boundary in the system. The ideal theory of
the beam–plasma instability does not stand well
when we bring all the factors into the picture. In
presence of inhomogeneity, we have found the fast
wave modes appear to be drastically different as

compared to the homogeneous cases. Whereas,
slow wave modes become of more ion acoustic
nature far away from the source. There are several
studies associated with beam–plasma instability
that address inhomogeneous media [60, 61, 62,
63, 64, 65]. Apart from the classical papers by
Takakura and Shibahashi [64], Magelssen and
Smith [65], the recent works by Shalaby et al.
[60, 61] are worth mentioning in this regard.
However, the above-mentioned papers address
the inhomogeneity assuming the electron/positron
beams are streaming within inhomogenous media
and do not cover the exact situation we are dealing
with at present. The most relevant work with the
closest proximity to ours would be the work by
Rapson et al. [51], where they studied the effect
of boundaries on the ion acoustic beam–plasma
instability. The present paper stands out in two
different aspects. First, we assume a cold ion beam
streaming through thermal electrons. Secondly,
the inhomogeneity in the system arises naturally
due to the presence of conducting surfaces in both
ends.

One of the important aspect of such studies
is to understand the plasma waves excited
in ionospheric simulators. The ionospheric
simulators are plasma chambers equipped with ion
source of high mach number flow in a neutralizing
environment. These chambers can reproduce
ionospheric plasma conditions to test electrical
probes before they are used in space missions.
The present paper aims to explain the instabilities
found in such devices in order to improve the
control environment for space probes.

The paper is organized as follows. In
section II, dispersion theory for homogeneous and
inhomogeneous media are presented followed by
numerical methods and simulation setup details
in section III. Results and relevant discussions are
provided in section IV. Finally, in section V the
work is summarized and concluded.
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2. Analytical theories of wave dispersion in
beam–plasma systems

2.1. Dispersion theory for homogeneous media

For the ion beam-driven ion acoustic instability,
the dispersion relation for the simplest one-
dimensional case takes the following form [66,
67, 68],

ε(k,ω) = 1+
e2

ε0mek

∫
u

∂F0e/∂u
ω− ku

du,

+
e2

ε0mik

∫
u

∂F0ib/∂u
ω− ku

du = 0

(1)

where, me and mi are the mass of electron and ion
respectively. ε0 and e represents the permittivity
of free space, and the elementary charge. k stands
for the wave number and ω is the wave frequency.
F0e, and F0ib are the phase space distributions of
background thermal electrons, and cold beam ions
respectively.

Now for a wave with a phase velocity ω/k
much less than electron thermal velocity but larger
than ion thermal velocity we can assume ω �
ku for background electron. Hence, the second
term in the right hand side of eq. (1) can be
approximated as,

e2

ε0mek

∫
u

∂F0e/∂u
ω− ku

du =
ω2

pe

k2
me

Te
=

1
k2λ 2

D
, (2)

considering that background electrons are Max-
wellian with a temperature Te (in electron-volts),

F0e(u) =
ne

(2πTe/me)
1/2 exp

(
−meu2

2Te

)
.

The electron plasma frequency is ωpe =
√

nee2

ε0me
,

and the Debye length is λD =
√

ε0kbTe
nee2 , ne is the

electron density and kb represents Boltzmann’s
constant.

For the ion beam contribution, we can not
consider ω � ku, as the beam velocity (vb) is

comparable to the wave velocity. Hence, the last
term can be approximated as,

e2

ε0mik

∫
u

∂F0ib/∂u
ω− ku

du =−
ω2

pi

(ω− kvb)
2 , (3)

where ωpi =
√

nie2

ε0mi
is the ion plasma frequency.

Now, using, eqs. (2) to (3) in eq. (1) we get,

ε(k,ω) = 1+
1

k2λ 2
D
−

ω2
pi

(ω− kvb)
2 = 0 (4)

The first two terms represent the bulk plasma
oscillations and the last term comes due to the
presence of a beam. The frequencies of the excited
wave modes are of the order of ion time scales
(ωpi). The normalized eq. (4) takes the following
form,

ε(k̃, ω̃) = 1+
1
k̃2
− 1

(ω̃− k̃ṽb)
2 = 0 (5)

k̃ = kλD, ω̃ =
ω

ωpi
, ṽb = vb/Cs

where, k̃, ω̃ , and ṽb are the normalized wave
number, normalized plasma frequency, and
normalized beam velocity. Cs =

√
Te/mi is the

ion acoustic speed.
Our aim is to use the dispersion theory to

draw conclusion for complex cases from PIC
simulations where we expect to have kinetic
effects. Such comparison will help in isolating the
effects from kinetic properties of beam–plasma
systems and to assess the finite-length effects on
such systems.

2.2. Dispersion theory for beam–plasma in
inhomogeneous medium

As stated in the introduction, the formalism
for estimating the growth of a beam–plasma
instability in an inhomogeneous medium is
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naturally complicated as there are many factors
in play. In this section, we adopt the formalism
developed by Shalaby et al. [60] to estimate the
growth in such a system. In the present case, the
first-order (linearized) Vlasov-Maxwell equations
can be re-written as an eigenvalue problem as:

e2

ε0mek

∫
u

∫
k′

∂F0e(k′,u)/∂u
ω− ku

E1
(
k− k′,ω

)
dk′du

+

[
1+

e2

ε0mik

∫
u

∂F0ib/∂u
ω− ku

du
]

E1(k,ω) = 0

(6)
where, E1 is the first-order perturbation in the
electric field. The important difference between
eq. (6) and eq. (1) is the inhomogeneity introduced
in background electron term. F0e is the equilibrium
phase space distribution of thermal electron of the
following form,

F0e(x,u) = ne(x)F0e(u) (7)

Assuming the plasma inhomogeneity to be of
quadratic nature allows us to arrive at a particular,
analytic solution. The background density for
electrons can then be expressed as,

ne(x) = ne0(1+ξ x2); ξ ≤ 0 (8)

where ξ is the inhomogeneity factor and has a
dimension of inverse length squared. Using eq. (8)
in eq. (7) and taking the Fourier transform, the
equation becomes,

F0e
(
k′,u

)
= ne0

[
δ
(
k′
)
−ξ δ

′′ (k′)]F0e(u) (9)

Using eq. (9) in the first term of eq. (6) and
integrating over k′ gives,[

e2

ε0mek

∫
u

∂F0e/∂u
ω− ku

du

]
(1−ξ ∂

2
k )E1(k,ω)

(10)
Splitting eq. (10) and simplify we obtain,[

e2

ε0mek

∫
u

∂F0e/∂u
ω− ku

du

]
E1(k,ω)

−ξ

[
e2

ε0mek

∫
u

∂F0e/∂u
ω− ku

du

]
∂

2
k E1(k,ω)

(11)

Now, using eq. (2), the integrals in eq. (11)
can be rewritten as,(

1
k2λ 2

D

)
E1(k,ω)−ξ

(
1

k2λ 2
D

)
∂

2
k E1(k,ω)

(12)
Using eq. (3) and eq. (12), we can rewrite eq. (6)
as,

ε(k,ω) =

(
1

k2λ 2
D

)
E1(k,ω)

−ξ

(
1

k2λ 2
D

)
∂

2
k E1(k,ω)

+

[
1−

ω2
pi

(ω− kvb)
2

]
E1(k,ω) = 0

(13)

Now, eq. (13) can be rewritten as,

− ξ

k2λ 2
D

∂
2
k E1+

[
1−

ω2
pi

(ω− kvb)
2

]
E1+

1
k2λ 2

D
E1 = 0

(14)
Similar to eq. (5), if we write eq. (14) using
normalized expressions for ω , k, and ξ ,

−ξ̃

k̃2
∂

2
k̃ E1 +

[
1− 1

(ω̃− k̃ṽb)
2

]
E1 +

1
k̃2

E1 = 0

(15)
where, ξ̃ = ξ λ 2

D, and E1 is a function of k̃, ω̃ .
Now, let’s introduce A = ξ̃ and B(k̃) =[

1− 1
(ω̃−k̃ṽb)

2

]
. If we Taylor expand B to the

zeroth order around k̃ = 0 such that it becomes
independent of k̃, i.e., B≈ 1− 1

ω̃
, then the above

equation can be written as the Weber differential
equation. In the small perturbation limit to the
potential by the beam, [69, 70], the solution
for first-order perturbation in the E-field can be
written as,

E1(k̃, ω̃) =C1D− 1
2

(
1√

A
√

B
+1
)(√2 4

√
Bk̃

4
√

A

)

+C2D 1
2

(
1√

A
√

B
−1
)( i
√

2 4
√

Bk̃
4
√

A

) (16)
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where, Dν is the parabolic cylinder function
[71, 69, 72]. A more general form of eq. (16)
can be written as,

E1(k̃, ω̃) =C1Dν (y)+C2D−ν−1 (iy) , ν ∈ R
(17)

where, y =
(√

2 4
√

B
A k̃
)

, and C1,2 are integration

constants. Again we make use of the zeroth-order
approximation of B, so that y becomes linear in k̃.

Then, y≈
(√

2 4
√

1−1/ω̃2

A k̃
)

.

Considering the solution to be finite as |k| →
∞, the coefficient of the imaginary solution has to
be zero. Hence, eq. (17) takes the following form,

E1(k̃, ω̃) =CνDν (y) , ν ∈ R (18)

If we consider ν to be a non-negative integer
n, then Dν can be rewritten as,

Dn(y) = 2−n/2e−y2/4Hn

(
y√
2

)
, n ∈ N0 (19)

where Hn is a Hermite polynomial. Now, using
eq. (19), the a general expression for eq. (16),
considering n ∈ N0, can be written as a solution
for a quantum harmonic oscillator,

E1(k̃, ω̃) =Cne−y2/4Hn

(
y√
2

)
(20)

A more general approach towards the
problem would be to consider eq. (18) and
substituting it in eq. (15). In evaluating ∂ 2

k̃
Dν(y),

one should remember that both ν and y are
functions of k̃, and that some simplification is
necessary in order to eliminate the common factor
CνDν(y). Again using the zeroth order Taylor
expansion of B around k̃ = 0, we arrive at,√

ξ̃

k̃2

√
1−1/ω̃2

(
2ν +1

)

+

[
1
k̃2

+
1

ω̃2 −
1

(ω̃− k̃ṽb)
2

]
= 0

(21)

It is important that, unlike in some other
applications of the Weber differential equation,
ν is not an independently varying parameter, but
depends in a strict way on ω̃ and ξ̃ . Substituting
the value of ν in eq. (20) we get,

−2

√
ξ̃

k̃2

√
1− 1

ω̃2 +
1

ω̃2 +
1

(ω̃− k̃ṽb)
2 = 0 (22)

One might expect that as ξ → 0, the expression
should reduce to eq. (5) (the homogeneous case).
However, because of the Taylor approximations
this is not the case, and eq. (5) would naturally be
the more accurate expression for the homogeneous
case. For small values of k̃, however, (near the
origin of the dispersion plots to be shown later),
the above expression should be accurate.

3. Numerical method and simulation setup

x0 1 2 3 ◦ ◦ Nx

density

Source Surface

Figure 1: Schematic of the simulation model

Kinetic simulations are performed with a
2D3V particle-in-cell (PIC) code, XOOPIC (X11-
based Object-Oriented Particle-In-Cell) [73]. The
model uses two-dimensional Cartesian geometry
to represent a plasma system of variable lengths
(see fig. 1). The system is considered periodic in y-
direction, which essentially reduces the problem to
1D. A plasma source is introduced in the system
from the left. The source is modeled such that
ions can have different drift velocities. We have
considered ions to be cold (0.01 eV ) with drift
velocities ranging from 0.1 eV to 7.5 eV which in
normalized units is equivalent to ∼ 0.489 Cs to ∼
4.242 Cs and electrons are introduced with only the
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thermal component at 0.5 eV . The specific values
for system parameters have been adopted from
the ionospheric environment simulator system at
the University of Oslo, Norway. The plasma
is considered unmagnetized and self-generated
magnetic field is ignored assuming small current
values. The plasma density has been taken as
≈ 1013 m−3 and hydrogen has been considered to
be the ion species. Field quantities are dumped
periodically to measure temporal growth rate
of instability as well as the dispersion of the
electrostatic waves using Fourier transformation.
In all of the case studies, the cell size (∆x) is
taken as the Debye length (λD) of the respective
system. For time step, we used ∆tωpe = 0.02,
which is sufficiently small to resolve electron
plasma oscillations. In order to study finite-length
effects, the system length has been varied from
512 λD to 2048 λD. For periodic cases, the system
length is set at 1024 λD. Note that even in the
periodic case, wavelengths longer than the system
length (small k̃) are not supported. Our choice
results in a good resolution of k̃.

Although the code takes unnormalized
input, the outputs have been normalized with
relevant quantities to highlight the physical
scaling. Ion velocities are normalized with ion
sound speed (Cs), whereas electron velocities are
normalized with the electron thermal velocity
(vth). Normalized ion and electron velocities are
expressed as ṽi, and ṽe respectively. Time is
normalized with inverse of ion plasma frequency
(ωpi) and denoted as τ . Lengths are normalized
with electron Debye length (λD), and expressed as
x̃. Lastly, kinetic energies (εi,e) are normalized by
the thermal energy (ε th

i,e) of the respective species.

4. Results and discussions

The key objective of this work was to establish
the role of ion flow in the development of
streaming instabilities in inhomogeneous bounded

systems. It is expected that bounded systems act
very differently as compared to periodic systems
and theoretical justifications for such cases are
hard to establish. To understand the parameter
regime excluding any effect from boundary, first,
we have investigated the analytical theory for
homogeneous and inhomogeneous media. We
then continue with the kinetic simulations for
similar systems. We remark that the simulations
are different from the analytical derivations in
that the inhomogeneity arises naturally as a
consequence of ions being emitted from a source
on the left, as in experimental devices, whereas
the analytical theory prescribes a quadratic
dependence. The two cases, however, show
qualitative similarities.

The ion acoustic waves resemble sound
waves in neutral media and are primarily
compressional. These oscillations are one of
the fundamental eigenmodes of finite temperature
plasmas. The restoring force for the oscillation is
provided by the electron compressibility (pressure)
and is transferred to ions through the electric
field while the inertia is provided by ions [74].
Regardless of the nature, electrostatic forces also
play an important role in the excitation of waves.
Due to the smaller mass, electrons are pushed
away from high pressure regions faster than ions,
resulting in a net positive charge. Such differences
are limited to Debye scales, which can also be
seen from the second term of eq. (5).

Reviewing the applicability of homogeneous
dispersion theory to the present scenario comes
with several aspects. For sake of simplicity, we
have even dropped any contribution from pressure
assuming zero temperature (i.e. vth� vb) for the
beam. In the later part of the paper, it can be seen
how such approximation helped us to capture the
wave modes.

4.1. Results from kinetic dispersion theory
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(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

Figure 2: Analytic solutions for the periodic
system with (a) ṽb = 0.489, (b) ṽb = 1.095, (c)
ṽb = 1.549, and (d) ṽb = 4.242.

4.1.1. Waves in infinite homogeneous systems
Solving eq. (5) for ω̃ would give four different
roots, of which the complex roots are the
indication of unstable growth. For the given set
of parameters, plasma can exhibit two different
modes of oscillations; fast beam mode (ω̃ f ), slow
beam mode (ω̃s) for ions. The acoustic mode (ω̃a)
is included as a reference to a more general case
in large wavelength limit, λD� L (system length).
From fig. 2, we can see how the fast wave modes
and slow wave modes get affected due the change
in ion beam velocity. For subsonic and sonic beam
velocity, the fast wave mode seems to approach
the acoustic branch at lower k̃ (fig. 2a and fig. 2b).
Whereas for supersonic case (fig. 2c), slow wave
mode appears to act in the same way. Increasing
the beam velocity further, both the modes start to
merge and move further away from the acoustic
branch.

4.1.2. Waves in finite inhomogeneous systems
Figure 3 shows the solutions for different wave
modes with subsonic, and sonic, beam velocities
in presence of inhomogeneity in the system. Upon
expansion eq. (22) becomes an octic or polynomial
of degree eight. Further simplification and solving
for ω̃ provides us three sets of solutions. The fast
wave mode (ω̃ f ) seems to be independent of k̃ at
low values, and with increasing inhomogeneity the
group velocity (i.e. slope of the curves) vg appears
to get smaller. The slow wave mode (ω̃s) has two
branches (noted as ω̃s(0) and ω̃s(1) in fig. 3) and
the group velocity of each branch has shown strong
dependence on inhomogeneity. For subsonic case,
the both the branches of slow wave modes appear
to be merged for small inhomogeneity. However,
for sonic case they remain separated even for small
inhomogeneity. The difference in group velocity
due to inhomogeneity has larger impact when the
ion beam moves to sonic range. At low k̃ values,
strong inhomogeneity allows the slow wave mode
to have a growth similar to acoustic wave.
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

(e) (f)

Figure 3: Analytic solutions for the inhomogeneous bounded system from eq. (22) with (a) ṽb = 0.489,
ξ̃ = −0.01, (b) ṽb = 1.095, ξ̃ = −0.01, (c) ṽb = 0.489, ξ̃ = −0.1, (d) ṽb = 1.095, ξ̃ = −0.1, (e)
ṽb = 0.489, ξ̃ =−1.0, (f) ṽb = 1.095, ξ̃ =−1.0. Three different wave modes are denoted as ω̃ f (fast
beam mode), ω̃s (slow beam mode), and ω̃a (acoustic mode). Acoustic wave mode (solid blue curve) is
derived using analytical expression separately for comparison.
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In presence of inhomogeneity, the group
velocity of fast wave mode becomes negative at
k̃ < 1, which indicates the presence of backward
moving wave. As the inhomogeneity gets stronger
the point of reflection moves away from the source.
This observation seems to have no difference as
beam goes sonic.

While solving eq. (22), for simplicity we
assumed our solution to be valid near k̃ = 0. We
expect to observe difference when we compare
the analytical results with simulations. In the
remainder of this paper we will investigate how
the analytical solutions could explain the results
from kinetic simulations.

4.2. Results from kinetic simulations

4.2.1. Waves in infinite homogeneous systems
Figure 4 and fig. 5 represent the phase space of
the periodic system with subsonic beam velocity
(ṽb = 0.489). In the absence of collisions, the
plasma consists mostly of the cold beam ions and
thermal electrons (if we ignore the small thermal
population of ions). Over time the electrons gain
energy due to the Coulomb interaction with the
beam ions. Streaming between beam ions and
thermal electrons leads to the excitement of a
low-frequency wave. It results in band formation
across the plasma (see fig. 4 and fig. 5). Such
complex phase space structures can be as big as
hundreds of Debye lengths, as seen in the same
figures at τ = 6. Afterward, as the instability
grows with time and the system approaches
thermal equilibrium, these structures break into
smaller forms with the size of tens of Debye
lengths.

Figure 6 shows the evolution of average
kinetic energy of individual species normalized by
the thermal energy of the respective species. The
wave excitation can be observed approximately
at τ = 4 (4 ion plasma periods), and the energy
growth hits the maximum value at τ ∼ 6. If we

Figure 4: Phase space of ions at different stages of
simulation for the periodic system with ṽb = 0.489.
Times are mentioned inside each panel.

closely compare the energy growth in the system
with the particle phase space, it becomes clear how
after∼ 6 ion plasma period, the phase space mixes
and ends up with thermal/chaotic motion.

Figure 7 gives a justification for the complex
structures visible in fig. 4. In regard to the
analytical fluid dispersion curves of the system, we
can see that the fast wave mode (ω̃ f ) is dominates
over the other branches and couples with the
ion acoustic branch (ω̃a). More importantly, the
excited wave modes in the system remain within
the expected values predicted by the dispersion
theory for homogeneous system. However, for
subsonic beam velocity, no signature of slow wave
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Figure 5: Phase space of electrons at different
stages of simulation for the periodic system with
ṽb = 0.489. Times are mentioned inside each
panel.

Figure 6: Evolution of the average kinetic
energy of ions (top) and electrons (bottom) for
the periodic system with ṽb = 0.489. The average
kinetic energy of individual species is normalized
by thermal energy of the respective species.

Figure 7: Plasma dispersion from the electric field
for the periodic system with ṽb = 0.489 along with
numerical solutions for eq. (6). The color-map
corresponds to the normalized electric field (ζ ).
The e-field has been normalized with maximum
e-field value in the system.

mode (ω̃s) is present in the simulation. The bright
patches visible between numerical solutions of
acoustic mode and slow wave mode indicates
possible coupling between the modes at lower k̃
values.

Effect of beam velocity Being the source of
free energy in a beam–plasma system, the beam
velocity (ṽb) plays an important role in the growth
of the instability. The fig. 6 along with fig. 8
gives us an overview of the energy growth in
the system for different beam velocities (ṽb). We
have observed a visible difference in growth rate
for different ion beam velocities. The growth
rate for electrons seems to be fairly independent
of the beam velocity, while ions start to show
coupling between fast and slow wave mode as we
move towards higher ṽb. The encapsulated high-
frequency structures in the average ion kinetic
energy (see figure 8c) for the near hypersonic case,
ṽb = 4.242, seem to be significant in this regard.

Figure 9 is a representation of collective wave
modes in a periodic plasma system excited by ion
beams with different velocity. Comparing with our
earlier result in fig. 5, one significant observation
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(a)

(b)

(c)

Figure 8: Evolution of the average kinetic
energy of ions (top) and electrons (bottom) for
the periodic system with (a) ṽb = 1.095, (b) ṽb =

1.549, and (c) ṽb = 4.242. The average kinetic
energy of individual species is normalized by
thermal energy of the respective species.

(a)

(b)

(c)

Figure 9: Plasma dispersion for the periodic
system with (a) ṽb = 1.095, (b) ṽb = 1.549, and
(c) ṽb = 4.242 along with numerical solutions
for eq. (6). The color-map corresponds to the
normalized electric field (ζ ). The e-field has been
normalized with maximum e-field value in each
case.
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can be made on the basis of analytic solutions. In
fig. 9(a), we can observe the dominant wave mode
flips to slow wave mode as we increase the beam
velocity from ṽb = 0.489) to ṽb = 1.095) and the
ion acoustic mode is no longer coupled with fast
wave mode. As we move towards higher beam
velocities (ṽb = 1.549, and ṽb = 4.242) the two
separate branches of beam modes start to merge,
which can be confirmed from the subsequent sub-
figures in fig. 9. In particular, for the case where
the beam velocity is slightly higher than the ion
sound speed (ṽb = 1.549), the slow beam mode
couples with the acoustic branch for low wave
numbers. In case of hypersonic beam (fig. 9c), the
two wave modes, fast and slow appears to coalesce
which is supported by theory as well.

4.2.2. Waves in finite inhomogeneous systems
We will consider the effects of the finite-length
system on the evolution of the beam–plasma
instability. Since the ion acoustic waves are
compressional in nature, the presence of a
boundary will lead to significant modification
in the plasma properties. To differentiate the
effects induced by the boundaries, along with
analytic dispersion theory of inhomogeneous
medium (section 2.2), we have performed kinetic
simulations of the same introducing boundaries
and beam as a source at one of the boundaries.

One of the important differences between the
periodic and bounded simulations is the total run
time. For bounded systems, instead of loading
plasma throughout the domain we have injected
particles from the left boundary of the domain.
The right boundary is assumed to be a perfectly
absorbing conductor, i.e. as soon as any particle
hits the right boundary it is removed from the
domain. For such systems, we run simulation for
longer time to reach a sufficiently developed state
to study the growth of the irregularities. For all of
our cases, we set the limit at τ = 500.

Figure 10 and fig. 11 show the phase space

Figure 10: Phase space of ions at different stages
of simulation for the bounded system with ṽb =

0.489 and x̃ = 1024. Times are mentioned inside
each panel.

structures of individual species over time for
system length x̃= 1024, whereas fig. 12 and fig. 13
represent the same for system length x̃ = 512. The
visible difference between periodic and bounded
system with exactly same plasma parameters
comes from the phase spaces of individual species.
By point correlation with figure 14, we can see a
significant energy growth in the average electron
energy at τ ∼ 100 and around τ ∼ 200. Here, one
can make an important observation in terms of the
beam acceleration. As soon as the beam enters
into the system, it starts to accelerate towards
the boundary. After reaching the boundary, the
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Figure 11: Phase space of electrons at different
stages of simulation for the bounded system with
ṽb = 0.489 and x̃ = 1024. Times are mentioned
inside each panel.

acoustic branch undergoes a reflection and due
to coupling between positive and negative energy
modes, the acoustic wave mode becomes unstable
as suggested by Koshkarov et al. [54].

One of the important mechanisms behind
the ion sound instability to occur in bounded
systems is charge separation. As we increase
the system length, the charge separation becomes
less prominent resulting in decreasing instability
growth rate [54]. For long systems where λD� L,
the medium is considered weakly dispersive i.e.
kλD� 1. For a fixed-length system, the instability
growth rate is a function of the ion beam velocity

Figure 12: Phase space of ions at different stages
of simulation for bounded system with ṽb = 0.489
and x̃ = 512. Times are mentioned inside each
panel.

(ṽb).
Figure 12 and fig. 13 show the phase space

structure of ions and electrons over time for the
system length x̃ = 512. In comparison with fig. 10
and fig. 11, the dependency of instability growth
on boundary is visible: in the former case the
phase space holes are more prominent at an earlier
stage (τ ∼ 200).

Figure 14 gives us an overview on the
evolution of the average kinetic energy of
individual species for different system lengths (x̃)
and beam velocities (vb). For the subsonic case
(see fig. 14 (a)) with lengths x̃= 512, and x̃= 1024,
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Figure 13: Phase space of electrons at different
stages of simulation for bounded system with
ṽb = 0.489 and x̃ = 512. Times are mentioned
inside each panel.

the average kinetic energies for electrons and
ions seem to follow the same trend. At around
τ ∼ 100, as the instability starts to develop in
the system (x̃ = 512), the ion energy falls rapidly
and transfers energy to electrons. One important
observation for sonic case is the longer system
length takes greater time to develop instability.
For sonic and supersonic cases (see fig. 14b and
fig. 14c) due to the higher beam velocity, the
system starts to support the wave growth faster
and the energy becomes oscillatory. For near
hypersonic case (see figure 14 (d)), we did not
notice any difference in the trend. From fig. 14

it is clear that the growth is stronger for systems
with longer lengths as compared to shorter ones
unlike the case reported by Koshkarov et al. [54].
The difference may have been caused by type
of beam source used in the respective systems.
The stronger growth for the longer system can be
explained in terms of average kinetic energies for
particle (see figure 14). For shorter systems, the
instability is triggered faster and in due process
the ions start to loose their energy to the electrons.
Therefore, the wave modes start to disperse faster
as compared to the larger systems. Due to the
presence of the conducting boundary, the particles
are removed as soon as they hit the boundary
leading to a self-consistent formation of the sheath.
The presence of sheath influences the particle flow
to the boundary. Shorter system gets affected
strongly in contrast to longer systems. In figures
10 and 12, we can see that for the same ṽb, the
ion velocities are limited to∼ 3 for shorter system,
whereas ions have higher velocities (∼ 5) in the
larger system.

The plasma dispersion for bounded systems
are given in fig. 15 for ṽb = 0.489 (subsonic),
and ṽb = 1.095 (sonic). We have also included
the numerical solutions for eq. (22) with ξ̃ =

−1.0, and n = 100. The wave modes in the
bounded system are expected to be different as
compared to the periodic/infinite systems (see
fig. 7 and fig. 9)[14]. We have observed that
for the ion beam driven ion acoustic instability,
the acoustic mode has a constant gradient for low
wavenumbers(figure 15) [51]. For shorter system
length x̃ = 512, the growth seems to be localized
and strongly coupled between available modes.
For x̃ = 1024, and x̃ = 2048 some smearing
patches are visible along the acoustic branch. The
larger system length allows the growth of the wave
to extend further into the system as its continues
to get fed by the beam energy. It is important to
mention that the analytic solutions for the fast and
slow beam modes are assumed to be valid at low
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 14: Evolution of the average kinetic energy of ions (top) and electrons (bottom) for bounded
systems with (a) ṽb = 0.489, (b) ṽb = 1.095, (c)ṽb = 1.549, and (d) ṽb = 4.242. The average kinetic
energy of individual species are normalized by thermal energy of the respective species.

wavenumbers. With respect to analytical solutions
at k̃ ≤ 1, we believe for subsonic cases, x̃ = 512
(fig. 15a) seems to agree up to a certain extent. For
larger system lengths, the analytic solution fails
to justify the simulation. However, for supersonic
cases (fig. 15 right column), the solution for slow
wave modes seems to agree with the simulation
outcome. For both subsonic and sonic cases, the
bright patches are more confined in lower ω̃ values
as we decrease the system length.

The beam velocities for which the system
is expected to show ion acoustic instability is
generally found near acoustic region. If the
velocity is too low it will undergo Landau damping
[75], if too high the beam wave mode might
not interact with the acoustic branch at all.
However, for bounded finite length systems even

for hypersonic beam it might trigger instability due
to acoustic reflection [54]. Previous report from
Koshkarov et al. [54] suggests that for weakly
dispersive case such as ours (λD� L), the wave
growth becomes weaker as the charge separation
becomes less prominent. For the present study
within the given parameters we have not observed
such trend from our simulations. However, we
do notice a shift in wave modes towards acoustic
branch. Our study also confirms that the beam
velocity plays a crucial role in triggering the
instability in the system. We have put more focus
on providing a collective picture of beam driven
acoustic instability in subsonic and supersonic
range.



Finite-length effects on beam–plasma instability in collisionless inhomogeneous systems 17

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

(e) (f)

Figure 15: Plasma dispersion for bounded systems with (a) ṽb = 0.489 and x̃ = 512, (b) ṽb = 1.095 and
x̃ = 512, (c) ṽb = 0.489 and x̃ = 1024, (d) ṽb = 1.095 and x̃ = 1024, (e) ṽb = 0.489 and x̃ = 2048, and
(f) ṽb = 1.095 and x̃ = 2048 along with numerical solutions for eq. (22) (ξ̃ =−1.0, n = 100). Three
different wave modes are denoted as ω̃ f (fast beam mode), ω̃s (slow beam mode), and ω̃a (acoustic
mode). Acoustic wave mode (solid blue curve) is derived using analytical expression separately for
comparison. The color-map corresponds to the normalized electric field (ζ ). The e-field has been
normalized with the maximum e-field value among all cases.
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5. Summary and Conclusions

The present work addresses the effects of finite-
length systems on beam plasma instability for a
cold ion beam streaming with warm electrons. It
is demonstrated that the presence of a boundary
has a strong impact on wave modes excited in
such plasmas. For periodic systems, subsonic
and sonic cases seem to agree well with the
theoretical estimates. For supersonic and near
hypersonic cases, the wave mode coupling is
stronger between beam modes. For finite system
lengths, the instability growth is found to be a
complex quantity and coupled between the effects
from kinetic and hydrodynamics properties of
plasma.

The phase spaces for ions in bounded systems
appear to be extremely different from the periodic
cases. One of the important reasons for such
nature is thought to be the acoustic reflection at the
boundary which can destabilize the sound waves.
In cases where such acoustic modes couple with
ballistic modes (ω = kvb), the effects seem to be
stronger.

Inhomogeneous plasmas are generally con-
sidered complex. In the present work, alongside
theory we have been able to simulate the effects
of boundary on beam plasma instability. The im-
plications of the present work will greatly help
in understanding the wave modes in ionospheric
plasma simulator devices (e.g. plasma devices
at University of Oslo, Norway, and at ESTEC
in the Netherlands [76]) or any devices with ion
sources (e.g. ion thrusters, hollow cathodes, field
effect emitters, plasma contactors, etc.) streaming
through thermal neutralizing environment.

One of the critical outcomes of this study is
to be able to quantify the beam plasma instability.
An extensive parameter scan for such systems
allows us to configure the modes and control
the plasma for several applications. A follow-up
work using experimental methods to verify the

simulated results is under development.
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