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Dusty plasmas are known to support a diverse range of instabilities, including both generalizations of standard
plasma instabilities and ones caused by effects specific to dusty systems. It has been recently demonstrated
that a novel broad class of streaming instabilities, termed resonant drag instabilities (RDIs), can be attributed
to a particular resonance phenomenon, manifested by defective eigenvalues of the linearized dust/fluid system.
In this work, it is demonstrated that this resonance phenomenon is not unique to RDIs and can be used as
a framework to understand a wider range of instabilities, termed resonant instabilities. Particular attention
is given to the filamentary ionization instability seen in laboratory dusty plasmas and to the two-stream
instability. It is shown that, due to the commonalities in underlying physics between the dust-ion-acoustic
two-stream instability and the acoustic RDI, these instabilities should be relevant in strongly overlapping
regimes in astrophysical dusty plasmas. It is proposed that a similar overlap in the experimental accessibility
of these modes (and of the filamentary instability) allows for the possibility of experimental investigation in
the laboratory of complex and astrophysically relevant instability dynamics.

I. INTRODUCTION

The physics of dust particles in fluids or plasmas is a
subject of great interest for its potential applications to
a wide variety of problems in astrophysics and in labora-
tory contexts such as soft condensed matter physics and
semiconductor manufacturing. Despite shared attributes
in the underlying physics, communication between these
diverse communities is surprisingly infrequent.

In one of their several 2018 papers, Squire and Hopkins
(hereafter SH) introduce the concept of resonant drag in-
stabilities (RDIs), a general class of instabilities in sys-
tems containing dust moving with drag through a fluid
which supports oscillatory modes.1 In particular, they
demonstrated that virulent instabilities appear when the
phase velocity of a wave in the fluid matches the stream-
ing velocity of the dust projected along the wave prop-
agation direction, causing a resonance phenomenon. In
subsequent papers, they point out that this framework,
and a corresponding perturbative analysis of the reso-
nance, may be used to describe a range of instabilities,
many of which are novel.2–4 They also point out that
the RDI is analogous to other cases of resonance-induced
fluid instabilities, and that their perturbative approach
may be applied to general coupled linear systems.

In this paper, we extend their analysis of fluid-dust sys-
tems to include forms of interaction other than fluid drag,
focusing particularly on electrostatic effects in a dusty
plasma in which the dust particles are charged. This was
motivated by earlier work by Wang et. al. demonstrat-
ing that the filamentary mode seen in laboratory dusty
plasma experiments may be treated as the product of a

a)bisraeli@pppl.gov

resonance between dust and ion electrostatic modes me-
diated by drag and ionization dynamics.5 This instability
has been attributed to a feedback process, wherein a re-
duction in dust density in a region corresponds to higher
electron density, which in turn increases ionization rate,
producing an ion wind which pulls dust away from the
region via drag.5,6

In Section III, we demonstrate that this mode fits
within SH’s perturbative framework despite occurring at
zero drift velocity and requiring deriving the next-order
term in the expansion. We further show that the dust-
ion-acoustic two-stream instability, involving solely elec-
trostatic interaction, may be similarly modeled, and con-
sider connections to the phenomenon of PT-symmetry
breaking. This mode, a particular case of the gen-
eral two-stream instability seen in plasmas with counter-
propagating charged particle populations, drives the am-
plification of dust-ion-acoustic waves via resonant trans-
fer of energy from streaming dust.7

In Section IV, we compare the growth rates of these
two modes with that of the acoustic RDI under the labo-
ratory glow discharge conditions considered by Wang et.
al., finding that they should be relevant in overlapping
regimes. We also discuss means of producing relevant
conditions in the laboratory, particularly the requisite
streaming velocities. Levitation of dust in a sheath with
large ion velocities, and considerations for electrostatic
acceleration of the dust in both ionized and neutral en-
vironments are discussed.

In Section V, we then present a similar analysis of sev-
eral strongly and weakly ionized astrophysical environ-
ments. We find that dust-ion-acoustic two-stream insta-
bilities and acoustic RDIs should generally occur simul-
taneously at sufficient drift velocity, with the dominant
mode dependent on wavelength. In particular, we first
consider growth rates of both modes in protoplanetary
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disks, an environment in which the Youdin-Goodman
streaming instability8, a streaming instability driven by
drag rather than electrostatic forces, is considered to play
a significant role in planetesimal formation8–10. (See
Squire and Hopkins 4 for a description of the Youdin-
Goodman instability as an ”epicyclic” RDI along with
several other RDIs of relevance to protoplanetary disks.)
We then consider the shocked interstellar medium (ISM),
in which the two-stream instability has been studied as a
mechanism for dust grain destruction7, and move on to
winds from active galactic nuclei and planetary nebulae,
both of which are mentioned by Hopkins and Squire 2 as
possible locations for the acoustic RDI, and in which we
find both the two-stream instability and acoustic RDI to

be of relevance.

II. MODEL AND NOTATION

We consider instabilities in several related fluid mod-
els of dusty plasmas. Here we present the most general
case, including all terms utilized below, in order to define
the notation and underlying assumptions. We consider
a quasi-neutral system consisting of a neutral gas, ions,
dust, and electrons. We treat the first three species as
fluids, and assume the electron density instantaneously
responds adiabatically to the electrical potential. Our
equations are

0 =∂tnd +∇ · (udnd)
0 =mdnd(∂tud + ud · ∇ud)− ndeZ∇φ+mdnd(νdi(ud − ui) + νdn(ud − un)) +miniνA(ud − ui)−mdnda

0 =∂tni +∇ · (uini)− νInn + (νL + νA)ni

0 =mini(∂tui + ui · ∇ui) + nie∇φ+mic
2
si∇ni +mini(νid(ui − ud) + νin(ui − un)) +minnνI(ui − un)

0 =∂tnn +∇ · (unnn) + νInn

0 =mnnn(∂tun + un · ∇un) +mnc
2
sn∇nn +mnnn(νnd(un − ud) + νni(un − ui))

0 =ni − ne − Znd

0 =
c2seme

γe
∇ne − nee∇φ

(1)

We assume here the dust to have a mean charge −Z
and the ions a mean charge +1. For simplicity, variation
in dust size, mass, and charge is ignored, with all dust
grains taken to be identical with radius Rd and mate-
rial density ρ̄d. We include interactions between species
with rates ν: collisions between species νij , ionization of
neutrals νI , adsorption of ions onto dust νA, and ion loss
νL. Dust-dust collisions are neglected, with dust being
treated as a pressure-less fluid. In cases in which ion-
ization processes are included, the ionization fraction is
assumed to be small, such that the ionization of species
with mean mass mi has a negligible effect on the mean
neutral mass mn.

Equation 1 is valid in an inertial frame or, in the case of
a uniform gravitational acceleration, a free-falling frame.
A dust acceleration term mdnda is included to support
an arbitrary equilibrium dust streaming velocity (relative
to the neutrals) wsd = ud0 − un0 that is non-vanishing
and constant. In general, this will also induce a nonzero
equilibrium ion streaming velocity wsi. The linearization
of equation 1 is performed in a frame accelerating with
the system, such that the Fourier ansatz used for our
first-order perturbations is

δn, δu... ∝ exp

(
i(k · x− (ω +

1

2
k · aeff t)t)

)
(2)

where aeff is the net acceleration of the total system.

This frame is chosen such that equilibrium flow velocities
are all constant. See Appendix B of Hopkins and Squire2

for the definition of a similar frame.11 We will work with
the dust streaming velocity as a tunable parameter which
determines the required acceleration a and resulting ion
streaming velocity.

If our equations seem unduly complex, it is because we
aspire to treat both astrophysical and laboratory appli-
cations from a common perspective. A list of symbols
used throughout the paper is given in Appendix A, and
parameter values for each model considered below are
listed in Appendix B.

A. Wave speeds

We will frequently use the sound velocity of each
species, the dust-acoustic velocity, and the dust-ion-
acoustic velocity, which we define (at equilibrium) as fol-
lows:

c2sj =
γjTj
mj

c2DA =
εmeZ

2c2se
γemd(1− εZ)

c2IA =
mec

2
se

γemi(1− εZ)

(3)
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where γj is the polytropic index for species j.

B. Collision rates

Per Hopkins and Squire, we treat collision rates in
terms of a collision time: νdn = 1

tdn
, νdi = 1

tdi
, νA =

1
tdA

, νni = 1
tni

. Due to momentum conservation,
νnd, νid, νin are determined by

mnnnνnd =mdndνdn

miniνid =mdndνdi

miniνin =mnnnνni

(4)

In the process of linearization, we must consider the
first order perturbations to collision rates due to their
dependence on the density and velocity of each species.
Mimicking the notation of Hopkins and Squire2, pertur-
bations are linearized as

tdn =tdn0

(
1− ζsn

nn1

nn0

− ζwn
(ud0 − un0) · (ud1 − un1)

|ud0 − un0|2

)
tdi =tdi0

(
1− ζsi

ni1
ni0
− ζwi

(ud0 − ui0) · (ud1 − ui1)

|ud0 − ui0|2

)
tdA =tdA0

(
1− ζsA

ni1
ni0
− ζwA

(ud0 − ui0) · (ud1 − ui1)

|ud0 − ui0|2

)
tni =tni0

(
1− ζni

ni1
ni0

)
(5)

The dimensionless coefficients ζ are determined by the
drag physics. Their values, along with expressions for
the collision times t, for cases of interest in this paper
are given in Appendix D.

C. Dimensionless quantities

For expedience of notation, we use the following defini-
tions, partially borrowed from Hopkins and Squire, and
Wang et. al.2,5

ε =nd/ni

α =(1− εZ)−1

µ =
mdnd
mnnn

xI =
ni
nn

cos θ =
k ·wsd

|k||wsd|

(6)

III. RESONANT INSTABILITIES

In this section, we extend the defective eigenvalue ap-
proach put forward by SH to describe RDIs1 to other

dusty plasma instabilities. As such, we begin by review-
ing their derivation of the growth rate of the RDI, and
then perform analogous derivations for the other insta-
bilities. The reason for the general applicability of this
approach to instabilities in dusty plasmas is that the ex-
tremely large difference between dust and ion/neutral
masses, and the generally substantial difference between
dust and ion/neutral densities, provide natural parame-
ters with which to perform a perturbative analysis.

A. Review of resonant drag instabilities

As demonstrated by SH, RDIs appear in any system
containing dust streaming through a fluid which supports
at least one oscillatory mode. Their growth rates tend to
peak dramatically under conditions in which the phase
velocity of the oscillation matches the streaming veloc-
ity of the dust projected along the wave propagation
direction. The wave then appears static in the dust’s
frame, allowing feedback between dust and fluid per-
turbations. Their general description of such instabili-
ties has been shown to be applicable to understanding
previously modeled modes such as the Youdin-Goodman
streaming instability8, as well as novel modes such as
acoustic and magnetosonic RDIs.1–4

Before discussing generalization to electrostatic sys-
tems, we review the matrix formalism of SH, following
their notation conventions. In circumstances in which a
small parameter (generally the equilibrium dust-gas mass
density ratio µ) allows the action of the dust on the fluid
to be treated perturbatively, the growth rate of the RDI
at resonance can be calculated as the perturbation of a
defective eigenvalue of a matrix.

Suppose that the linearization of the fluid equations
describing our dust-fluid system is given by

i~̇x = ω~x = T~x = (T0 + µT1)~x (7)

for some state vector ~x = (δnd, δud, ~xF ) of the dust den-
sity, dust velocity, and fluid state variables (generally
density and velocity for one or more species), with T0

and T1 being block matrices.

T0 =

(
A C
0 F

)
, T1 =

(
TAA1 TAF1

TFA1 TFF1

)
(8)

The diagonal blocks correspond to the dynamics of the
dust (A, TAA1 ) and fluid (F , TFF1 ) independent of each
other at zeroth and first order in µ. The off-diagonal
blocks describe the effect of the fluid on the dust (C,
TAF1 ) at zeroth and first order in µ, and the dust on the
fluid (TFA1 ) at first order in µ. If A and F share an
eigenvalue ω0(assumed to be nondegenerate for simplic-
ity), then T0 has eigenvalue ω0 with degeneracy 2 but
only one eigenvector for ω0; the matrix is defective. Un-
like in non-defective perturbation theory, in which the
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perturbation of eigenvalues grows linearly, in this case
the perturbation grows as µ1/2.

ω1 = ±µ1/2
(
(ξLFT

FA
1 ξRA)(ξLACξ

R
F )
)1/2

(9)

where ξRA , ξ
L
A, ξ

R
F , ξ

L
F , are right and left eigenvectors of

A and F for eigenvalue ω0 normalized such that ξLAξ
R
A =

ξLF ξ
R
F = 1. In Section III C 2, we provide a novel formula

for the next-order correction.
For the typical case of neutral streaming dust in which

A =

(
k · ws kT

0 k · wsI +D

)
, C =

(
0
Cν

)
, ω0 = k · ws

where D and Cν are block matrices containing drag terms
dependent on the details of the fluid model. This yields

ω ≈ k · ws ± iµ1/2
(

(ξLFT
(1)
1 )(kTD−1Cνξ

R
F )
)1/2

(10)

T
(1)
1 is the left column of TFA1 . In reality, the instability

will still exist away from this resonance or with ws below
the wave velocity cs. Its maximum growth rate will occur
near

θ =

{
arccos(cs/ws) ws ≥ cs
0 ws < cs

(11)

which we will call the ”resonant angle”.

B. Two-stream Instabilities

Two-stream instabilities appear in a wide range of fluid
and kinetic systems in which two charged particle pop-
ulations move relative to one another. Various versions
of this instability involving charged dust grains stream-
ing in a plasma have been studied in both fluid and ki-
netic models.7,12–16 Here we consider the particular case
of dust, which is assumed to be without velocity disper-
sion, streaming through a warm ion fluid, focusing on
conditions in which the dust-ion-acoustic (DIA) mode is
driven unstable. It is worth noting that the dust acous-
tic (DA) mode may also be driven unstable14, but as this
mode is not amenable to our perturbative framework, we
do not consider it here. Throughout this paper, the term
two-stream instability will be used to refer to that of the
DIA mode. The equations are

0 =∂tnd +∇ · (udnd)
0 =mdnd(∂tud + ud · ∇ud)− ndeZ∇φ
0 =∂tni +∇ · (uini)
0 =mini(∂tui + ui · ∇ui) + nie∇φ+mic

2
si∇ni

0 =ni − ne − Znd

0 =
c2seme

γe
∇ne − nee∇φ

(12)

Since the dust grains are generally much more massive
than the ions, we may consider the action of the ions on
the dust small (inverse to the normal RDI case). Lin-
earizing and taking mi/md to be a small parameter we
arrive at ω~x = (T0 + mi

md
T1)~x with

T0 =


k ·wsd kT 0 0

0 k ·wsdI 0 0
0 0 0 kT

−εZc2IAk 0 (c2IA + c2si)k 0



T1 =

 0 0 0 0
εZ2c2IAk 0 −Zc2IAk 0

0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0


(13)

In this case the dominant species is the dust rather
than the ions. Taking the transpose of these matrices
would make them match the form of equation 8. The
dust and ion sectors of T0 share an eigenvalue, indicating
a resonance between the dust streaming velocity and the
DIA wave, for ω0 = k ·wsd = ±|k|

√
c2IA + c2si, or equiv-

alently for wsd cos(θ) = ±
√
c2IA + c2si. Note that this

eigenvalue is triply defective since the dust sector is itself
defective. Calculating the perturbation to lowest order
in mi

md
, we find that for both the positive and negative

cases the growth rate of the unstable branch is

=(ω) ≈
√

3(εmimd )1/3(k2|Z|c2IA)2/3

24/3(k ·wsd)1/3
=

√
3(k2cDAcIA)2/3

24/3(k ·wsd)1/3

(14)
Using the parameters of Section III C 1, this estimate was
found numerically to have an apparently constant devi-
ation from the exact result of 0.45% for a range of fre-
quencies and wavelengths.

Instead of the perturbative approach, we may of course
also solve for the exact dispersion relation, yielding

1 =
|k|2c2IA

ω2 − |k|2c2si
+

|k|2c2DA
(ω − k ·wsd)2

(15)

In the limit cDA � cIA, csi, it is easily shown that

this has a pair of complex roots for csi <
|k·wsd|
|k| =

wsd| cos θ| <
√
c2IA + c2si by considering the relative lo-

cation of the singularity in the second term on the right
hand side. This is illustrated in Figure 1.

1. Remark on Resonance and PT-symmetry

It is worth noting that the source of the (mi/md)
1/3

scaling in equation 14 (as opposed to the (mi/md)
1/2

scaling that might be expected from comparison to equa-
tion 9) is that the resonant eigenvalue has a degeneracy of
three rather than two due to a resonance within the dust
sector.1 This resonance becomes exact to all orders at the
boundary of the unstable region of parameter space. The
system is PT-symmetric (as apparent in all matrix ele-
ments being real), such that its eigenvalues are symmetric
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(a)

(b)

(c)

FIG. 1. The left and right-hand sides of equation 15 (plotted
as separate functions) for k||wsd with increasing streaming
velocity, plotted as a function of ω. For (a) low streaming
velocity or (c) high streaming velocity, there are four real
roots, indicated by the intersections of the plotted functions.
However, for (b) intermediate streaming velocity, there may
be only two real roots, indicating the existence of a pair of
complex roots.

with respect to the real axis, and can only leave and en-
ter the real axis as complex conjugate pairs, requiring a
resonance at the point of instability onset, known as a
Krein resonance.17–19 This is illustrated in Figure 2. As
such, the instability is associated with the spontaneous
breaking of PT symmetry, in the sense that the conjugate
eigenvectors are not PT-symmetric.17,18 See Appendix C
for a review of the role of PT-symmetry in the stability
of classical systems, as well as a consideration of possible
relevance to RDIs.

C. Filamentary ionization instability

Several experiments in laboratory dusty plasmas have
observed a rapidly growing instability that results in the

(a)

(b)

FIG. 2. Eigenvalues of the two-stream matrix defined in equa-
tion 13 assuming parallel propagation, in units normalized to
k and

√
c2IA + c2si, with mi/md = 1/200, ε = 1, Z = 1,

csi/cIA = 1/2. mi/md is taken to be comparably large in
order to more clearly illustrate distinct eigenvalues. Real and
imaginary components plotted a) as a function of streaming
velocity b) in the complex plane for varied streaming veloc-
ity. The negative real-valued mode is an ion-acoustic wave
propagating opposite to streaming.

formation of filamentary structures in the dust density
and glow.6,20 Wang et. al. investigated a model of this
instability in which it is precipitated by a resonance be-
tween dust-ion-acoustic and dust-acoustic modes.5 Here,
we demonstrate that this instability can be treated as
a resonant instability that occurs without streaming,
caused by both drag and ionization dynamics.

1. Model

To match our equations to those used by Wang et. al,
we assume that there is no adsorption of ions onto dust
(νA = 0), and that ionization of neutrals is driven by
collisions with electrons, resulting in νI = ne

nn
νIe, where

νIe is a constant. The ion loss rate νL is taken to be a
constant. Note that in the zero streaming velocity case
considered by Wang et. al, perturbations to the collision
rates are irrelevant at first order since the velocities they
are multiplied by in the momentum equations are first
order. For the nozero streaming velocity case, we assume
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the ion drag on the dust is Coulumb drag and the neutral
drag on the dust is Epstein drag. We take the neutrals
to be a static uniform background and therefore drop the
neutral continuity and momentum equations. Note that
Wang et. al. include an additional term (−νLnimiui) in
the ion momentum equation. We will replicate their dis-
persion relation numerically with that term included and
will demonstrate that it does not qualitatively affect their
results. When comparing against Wang et. al.’s results,
the symbol AW will be used to allow us to simultaneously
consider including (AW = 1) or not including (AW = 0)
this extra term. Otherwise, AW will be assumed to be
zero. The ion momentum equation is

0 =mini(∂tui + ui · ∇ui) + nie∇φ+mic
2
si∇ni

−AW νLnimiui +mini(νid(ui − ud)
+ νin(ui − un)) +minnνI(ui − un)

(16)

Wang et. al. use the following values, relevant to lab-
oratory experiments: Te = 3eV, Ti(= Tn) = 0.025eV,
ni0 = 2 × 109cm−3, nd0 = 107cm−3, nn0 = 1.33 ×
1016cm−3, Z = 75, νin = 106s−1, νdn = 5.6 × 103s−1,
νid = 3.47×105s−1, νL = 5×105s−1, csi = 3.5×104cm/s,
mi = mn = 40mp (argon), md = 8× 108mp, γe = 1.

Dispersion relations for this system, with AW = 0 and
AW = 1, are plotted in figure 3.

2. Resonant instability

Here we demonstrate that the filamentary instability
can be framed in the matrix formalism of SH.

Taking zeroth order velocities to be zero, linearizing
the equations, and reducing them to a matrix, we expand
in mi/εmd = 10−5, yielding T = T0 + mi

εmd
T1 with

T0 =


0 csnk

T 0 0
0 −iνdnI 0 0

−i(α− 1)νL 0 i(α− 1)νL csnk
T

− εZc
2
IA

csn
k iνid

(c2IA+c2si)
csn

k −i ((1−AW ) νL + νid + νin) I

 , T1 =


0 0 0 0

ε2Z2c2IA
csn

k −iνidI − εZc
2
IA

csn
k iνidI

0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0


(17)

Computing numerical values for the matrix elements, it
is clear that all of the nonzero elements of mi

εmd
T1 are

small compared to those of T0 for |k| . 30cm−1.

As in the case of the two-stream instability and unlike
the standard RDI treatment, the dust affects the fluid
but the fluid does not affect the dust at lowest order. We
note that the dust sector has a zero eigenvalue (at low-
est order), and that the ion sector has a zero eigenvalue
under the condition:

(c2IA + c2si)k
2 = (α− 1)νL(νid + νin + (1−AW )νL) (18)

For AW = 1, this is precisely Wang et. al.’s reso-
nance condition. We therefore expect to be able to treat
their instability as analogous to an RDI and calculate
its growth rate perturbatively. The relevant modes are
longitudinal, so we drop to one dimension. We also take
T0 → TT0 , T1 → TT1 , in order to match the upper trian-
gular form of SH.

Recall that:

ω1 = ±µ1/2
(
(ξLFT

FA
1 ξRA)(ξLACξ

R
F )
)1/2

(19)

Substituting in numbers and solving equation 18 for
resonant wavenumber kr, this gives

kr =

{
2.18cm−1 AW = 0

1.87cm−1 AW = 1

ω1 =

{
±6390s−1 AW = 0

±4460s−1 AW = 1

(20)

For AW = 1, kr matches Wang et. al.’s value. The
values of ω1 seem to approximate the real part of the fre-
quency in the vicinity of the resonance but do not have
an imaginary component. We can recover an approxi-
mate imaginary component by calculating the next term
in the perturbatative expansion. This can be shown to
be

ω2 =
1

2
µ(ξLACξ

R
F

(
ξLFT

FA
1 χR + χLTFA1 ξRA

)
+ ξLAT

AA
1 ξRA + ξLFT

FF
1 ξRF )

(21)

where χR and χL are the solutions to

(A− Iω0)χR =ξLF −
CξRF
ξLACξ

R
F

χL(F − Iω0) =ξLF −
ξLAC

ξLACξ
R
F

(22)

such that χLχR = 0. This evaluates to

ω2 =

{
3620i s−1 AW = 0

1750i s−1 AW = 1
(23)

For comparison, the exact value for the frequency of this
unstable mode at the resonant wavelength (computed by
solving for the eigenvalues of the full matrix) is

ω =

{
±4920 + 1510i s−1 AW = 0

±3720 + 965i s−1 AW = 1
(24)



7

(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

FIG. 3. Dispersion relations for Wang et. al.’s system5 with
(a) AW = 0 and (c) AW = 1, cropped to highlight the reso-
nance with (b) AW = 0 and (d) AW = 1

3. Nonzero streaming velocity

For nonzero dust streaming velocity, assuming the ion
streaming velocity is negligible, the relevant eigenvalue is
now ω0 = k · wsd, meaning we are seeking a resonance
between the dust drift and a fluid wave, as in the normal
RDI treatment. The ion sector has a resonant eigenvalue
for



8∣∣∣∣∣ i(α− 1)νL − k ·wsd csnk
T

(c2IA+c2si)
csn

k− i (1−ζsi)νid0
csn

wsd −i ((1−AW ) νL + νin) I + Di − k ·wsdI

∣∣∣∣∣ = 0 (25)

FIG. 4. Growth rate of modes coupled to dust in the labora-
tory system, parallel to streaming, with varied dust streaming
velocity. The ionization instability is suppressed as stream-
ing velocity increases. Modes coupled to dust were selected
by only plotting eigenvalues whose (unit) eigenvector’s dust
density and dust velocity components have a combined norm-
squared > 5×10−6. The two-stream instability is also visible
as an additional mode appearing at high streaming velocity.

where

Di = −iνid

 1 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 1 + ζwi

 (26)

It can be shown that for parallel propagation, two solu-
tions for k pick up an imaginary component proportional
to wsd, while two are purely imaginary. For perpendicu-
lar propagation, the zero-drift resonance condition, equa-
tion 18, is recovered. We therefore expect the instability
to be suppressed parallel to a nonzero streaming velocity
and to be unchanged perpendicular to streaming. This
suppression is illustrated in Figure 4.

4. Ionization in astrophysical settings

The previously discussed filamentary instability relies
on the feedback of ion density on the ionization process
via its electrostatic modulation of electron density. With
this feedback removed, the instability vanishes. The ap-
pearance of an RDI-like instability involving ionization
processes motivates considering whether related path-
ways might induce resonant instabilities in other systems.
In astrophysical weakly ionized dusty plasmas, such as
in protoplanetary disks or the ISM, the ionization frac-
tion is often determined by balance between ionization
of neutrals by cosmic rays (taken as a constant back-
ground rate) and adsorption of ions onto dust grains.
With several RDIs already theorized to drive dust den-
sity fluctuations in these settings, the variation of ad-
sorption rate with dust density might be considered as a

feedback mechanism to drive a novel resonant instability
without dust drift. Here we demonstrate that no such
instabilities appear.
a. Model We consider a weakly ionized gas contain-

ing dust which is uniformly accelerated relative to the
neutrals and ions, inducing a nonzero streaming velocity
of both the dust and ions (via drag interactions) relative
to the neutrals. We will assume that all ions colliding
with dust are adsorbed (νdi = νid = 0). This is valid if
the electrostatic potential at the dust surface is negligi-
ble compared to the ion kinetic energy i.e. Ti � Ze2/Rd.
Taking all species to be at the same temperature, this is

parameterized by Γ = Ze2

RdT
, which we take to be small.

Ionization is assumed to be dominated by external radi-
ation sources, giving a constant ionization rate νI . Ion
loss is dominated by adsorption (νL = 0).
b. Analysis With zero dust streaming velocity, we

have a similar story to Section III C 2. We take the ion
and dust sectors for now, treating the neutrals as a static
background. Expanding in mi/εmd, our zeroth order ma-
trix is

T0 =


0 csnk

T 0 0
0 −iνdnI 0 0
−iνA 0 −iζsAνA csnk

T

− εZc
2
IA

csn
k 0

(c2IA+c2si)
csn

k −i (νA + νin) I


(27)

Just like before, the dust sector has a zero eigenvalue
(the dust-acoustic wave has vanishing velocity at lowest
order). We would like to determine whether the inter-
action terms modify the ion-acoustic dispersion relation
sufficiently for it to have a zero eigenvalue at some wave-
length. This is given by solutions to the equation:

(c2IA + c2si)k
2 = −ζsAνA(νA + νin) (28)

This equation does not have real roots unless ζsA < 0,
which would imply that the stopping time of the dust
due to drag by ion adsorption decreases as ion density
increases. We therefore do not expect to see a resonant
instability. (It is worth noting that if we instead consid-
ered the case of elastic dust-ion collisions, the resulting
equation has a single root at |k| = 0.)

Computing growth rates of modes for the exact dust-
ion system numerically using the parameters given in Sec-
tion V B 1 a, we find no mode with positive growth rate
to within numerical error.

IV. APPLICATIONS: LABORATORY DUSTY PLASMAS

The parallels drawn above raise the question of
whether other resonant instabilities, namely the acoustic
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RDI and the two-stream instability, might appear under
conditions similar to those of the filamentary instabil-
ity if a nonzero dust velocity is added. In addition, as
described in Section V, the acoustic RDI and DIA two-
stream instability are expected to play a role in diverse
and often overlapping ranges of astrophysical environ-
ments. As such, laboratory experiments probing their
behavior and evolution, either as separate or co-evolving
instabilities, would inform the modelling of various as-
trophysical phenomena. Below we investigate this pos-
sibility by extending the model of Section III C, and by
considering means of producing relevant conditions in a
laboratory environment.

A. Extending the model of Wang et. al.

We consider a model extending that of Wang et. al. to
include neutral dynamics. As such, we take the same as-
sumptions as above but do not omit the neutral continu-
ity and momentum equations. We take the same physical
parameters as before. For the sake of consistency with
the above RDI and two-stream models and with astro-
physical models described below, we assume the dust to
be accelerated relative to the neutrals by a uniform force,
with both the dust and ions reaching equilibrium stream-
ing velocities by balancing of drag forces.

The numerically calculated linear growth rates for
this system are plotted in Figure 5, alongside those from
Section III B and those for a neutral system of dust and
gas with the same parameters. These growth rates can
only be expected to be valid for wavelengths much longer

than the dust spacing (nd
−1/3
0 = 0.0046cm), the Debye

length, and the viscous scale. Both the neutrals and ions
collide with neutrals dramatically more frequently than
with ions or dust, such that λin = 0.049cm (calculated
from Wang et. al.’s νin) and λnn = 0.015cm (from the
kinetic diameter of argon21) are the relevant viscous
scales. A vertical line has been included in Figure
5 to indicate this limit. Figure 6 demonstrates that
the growth rate of the unstable modes resembles that
of either the acoustic RDI or two-stream instability
depending on propagation angle.

1. Acoustic resonant drag instability

If we assume the system to be neutral, taking only the
neutral and dust momentum and continuity equations,
the equations become equivalent to those considered by
Hopkins and Squire (hereafter HS) in their paper on the
acoustic RDI2. In those circumstances, one expects to
find HS’s acoustic RDI modes2, and for such modes to
persist with the addition of ions and dust charge. As can
be seen in Figure 5, modes qualitatively resembling those
discussed by HS are visible, and the growth rates for the
ionized and non-ionized cases match at long wavelengths.

2. Two-stream instability

If neutrals and drag are ignored, the system reduces
to equation 12, which supports a dust-ion-acoustic two-
stream instability. As a result, a similar two-stream mode
should appear in this model system, with growth rates
modified by drag and interaction with neutrals. This can
be seen in Figures 5 and 6, in which modes resembling
the two-stream mode appear at short wavelengths.

3. Experimental accessibility

Growth rates for the unstable modes in this laboratory
model are shown in Figure 7 for wavelengths between the
viscous scale λin = 0.049cm and 10cm for a dust-neutral
streaming velocity of 7.0csi, and a corresponding equilib-
rium ion-neutral streaming velocity of 0.02csi. It can be
seen that the filamentary mode, two-stream instability,
and RDI are all accessible under these conditions, and
might each be isolated by choice of experimental geome-
try to limit wavelength or propagation angle.

B. Sheath levitation

A system where all three of these modes may plau-
sibly be probed is dust levitated in the sheath near a
negatively charged surface. In such a system, the dust is
held at an equilibrium distance from the boundary by a
balance of electrostatic repulsion, gravity, and ion drag.
Under such conditions, the dust may be made to lev-
itate in regions where the ion flow velocity can be an
order of magnitude larger than the ion thermal veloc-
ity and several times the ion-acoustic velocity.22 While
the planar geometry of a dust cloud levitated in such a
fashion may limit the viable directions of propagation of
unstable modes, this is mitigated by the high streaming
velocity extending the angle range of unstable modes to
close to perpendicular to the ion flow (and nearly tan-
gent to the plane). The maximum propagation angle of
the DIA two-stream instability is arccos(csi/wsi), which
is also the resonant angle for the dust/ion acoustic RDI.
The filamentary mode might also be excited, normal to
the ion flow. As the growth rates of these modes peak
at different angles and wavelengths, each mode might be
isolated by either limiting the wavelength (by constrain-
ing discharge geometry) or by limiting propagation angle
(by tuning dust cloud thickness through dust grain size
distribution or similar). A possible source of difficulty is
the modification or suppression of these modes when the
growth rate is slower than the ion crossing time τ = h/ui,
where h is the cloud width. Such behavior is not captured
in the above homogeneous model.
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(a) (b)

FIG. 5. Growth rates for the laboratory model, the idealized two-stream instability, and the model without ions or dust charge
to demonstrate the acoustic RDI with wavevector (a) parallel to streaming (b) at the resonant angle for the acoustic RDI. The
vertical line indicates |k| = 1/λin.

FIG. 6. Growth rate of the fastest growing mode in the laboratory model unmodified, with the neutral matrix blocks removed
to highlight the two-stream mode, and with the ion matrix blocks and dust charge removed to highlight the acoustic RDI at
|k| = 1/λin, with varied angle and streaming velocity. We see that the fastest growing mode may be either similar to the
acoustic RDI or two-stream instability depending on angle and streaming velocity.

FIG. 7. Growth rates for the laboratory model, the model without drag, and the model without ions or dust charge, with
wavevector (left to right) parallel to streaming, at the resonant angle for the acoustic RDI, and perpendicular to streaming.

ws = 2.45× 105cm/s= 10csn = 7.0csi = 0.72
√
c2IA + c2si and |k| is between 0.1cm−1 and 1/λin = 20.4cm−1. A model including

only drag on the ions by a static neutral background is included to demonstrate a shift in the two-stream growth rate due to
this effect.
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C. Dust acceleration

Another possible means of producing these stream-
ing instabilities in the laboratory is accelerating particles
electrostatically through a static medium. This presents
particular challenges for the acoustic RDI, as the dust
must experience a restoring force maintaining its veloc-
ity over several stopping distances. For example, un-
der the parameters considered in the above laboratory
model, the electric field gradient required to maintain the
dust traveling at the neutral sound speed is 0.82kV/cm
(substantially higher than the breakdown voltage), which
would need to be present over distances much longer than
csn/νdn = 4.0cm. Producing such conditions in a plasma
environment would present challenges due to sheath ef-
fects and resultant nonuniform potential profiles, such
that is may not be possible to simultaneously probe both
plasma and neutral streaming instabilities with this ap-
proach.

If only the acoustic RDI is considered, meaning the
background gas may remain in a neutral state, producing
a uniform electric field becomes simple, and electrostatic
acceleration becomes more viable. The electric field re-
quired to balance (Epstein) drag is

E =

√
8

πγ
(1 + aγ)

ρmdcsws
eZρ̄dRd

(29)

As long as this is kept below the breakdown voltage of
the gas, the remaining constraint is a sufficiently long
chamber for the time of flight to be much longer than
the stopping time. Without a plasma to charge the dust,
some other method of charging must be used. For solid
dust grains, possible methods include contact with an
electrode and UV irradiation.23 Another possibility is
the production of charged droplets using an electrospray
device.24,25

V. APPLICATIONS: ASTROPHYSICAL DUSTY
PLASMAS

With the above analysis placing two-stream instabili-
ties and acoustic RDIs within the same framework, and
having demonstrated that both modes are applicable
within the same laboratory system, we consider their ap-
pearance and relative growth rates in several astrophys-
ical dusty plasma environments.

A. Comparing growth rates

The environments proposed to support acoustic RDIs
are often at least partially ionized2, and dust generi-
cally picks up a charge in a range of astrophysical en-
vironments. Therefore environments in which acoustic
RDIs occur will in general plausibly support dust-ion
two-stream instabilities. As a means of determining a

heuristic for which of these effects is dominant, we de-
rive a sufficient condition for the two-stream instability
to have a comparable or faster growth rate.

We focus on the dominant acoustic RDI mode, the
”quasi-drift” mode, whose growth rate at resonance is
provided by HS.2 We use their result for short wavelength
(cstsk|| � µ+1

µ ) as this matches conditions in the follow-

ing subsections, and out of convenience. Assuming ζwn
and ζsn are order unity, and that ŵsd ≡ wsd

cs
& 1, the

growth rate is bounded by the inequality:

=(ω) &

(
µcstsk

16

)1/3

t−1
s ≡ γQD (30)

As per equation 14, the growth rate at resonance of the
two-stream instability is (ignoring drag and assuming
csi . cIA)

=(ω) ≈
√

3(cDAcIA)2/3k

24/3(c2IA + c2si)
1/6
∼ mi

md
εZ2cIAk ≡ γ2S (31)

It is important to note that this is only valid when the
growth rate is substantially faster than the collision rates
experienced by both dust and ions. Comparing these
and assuming Epstein drag, we find that the two-stream
instability is faster than the quasidrift mode for

|α− 1|
√
α|Z| &

[
8π
√
γ
n

9

√
mi

mn

(
Tn
Te

)3/2
]
×

(1 + aγŵ
2
sd)

R4
dndng
k2

(32)

where ng is the density of the (possibly ionized) gas in
the RDI. The product in brackets is generally near order
unity, so the condition for the two-steam instability to
have maximum growth rate at least comparable to that
of the acoustic RDI is

|α− 1|
√
α|Z| & R4

dndng
k2

(1 + aγŵ
2
sd) (33)

We will see below that this provides a reasonably effec-
tive approximation of the ”crossover” wavelength below
which the two-stream instability begins to overtake the
acoustic RDI.

B. Weakly ionized environments

Work has been done analyzing the effect of the acoustic
RDI2 and the DIA two-stream instability7,16,26 on dust
dynamics in weakly ionized media. Here we consider the
overlap of these thus far separately studied phenomena.

1. Protoplanetary disks

Due to the particular interest dust instabilities hold for
planet formation in proplanetary disks, and the ready
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comparison of this environment to the weakly ionized
laboratory plasma discussed above, we chose to focus on
such an environment for numerical calculation of growth
rates. We find modes corresponding to acoustic RDIs
and two-stream instabilities. The physical relevance of
these instabilities in protoplanetary disks is limited by
their relatively low dust streaming velocities.2 Here we
take the same model as Section III C 4.

a. System parameters We base our system parame-
ters off of the protoplanetary disk model given Okuzumi’s
2009 paper on grain charging in protoplanetary disks.27

This paper considers a minimum-mass solar nebula, and
calculates the dust charge and ionization ratio that would
occur for varied dust grain size, assuming the dust par-
ticles to be fractal aggregates. (We assume N = 100
monomers per particle.) Working within this model, we
consider a region within the disk with r = 5AU and
z/H = 1, where H(r) is the gas scale height, which fixes
temperature, and neutral and dust number densities. We
calculate the dust charge and ionization fraction assum-
ing Okuzumi’s formulae and value for the ionization rate
at this location. We then adjust the ionization rate used
in our model to match these values for varied streaming
velocity. The parameters in our model not taken from
that of Okuzumi are γ = 5/3 and αN = 5.315 · a3

0 (corre-
sponding to molecular hydrogen28).

As in the laboratory case, both ions and neutrals pri-
marily collide with neutrals, such that the viscous scale
is approximately λnn = 105cm or λin = 75cm. The
dust spacing is nd

−1/3 = 1.61cm. We therefore take the
minimum scale at which this model is valid to be set by
viscosity to approximately λnn, which is indicated with
a vertical line in Figure 9.

b. Acoustic RDIs As can be seen in Figure 8, we
successfully replicate HS’s acoustic RDIs for the Epstein
drag case. However, we see an additional (two-stream)
instability that appears at short wavelength, as discussed
below. The growth rates of all unstable modes are shown
at varied angle and streaming velocity in Figure 9. Sev-
eral of the visible modes are well-approximated by the
equations with ions and dust charge removed, suggesting
these to be the same acoustic RDIs. At long wavelength,
these modes appear unaffected by charged species, while
they are suppressed by them at short wavelength, where
the two-stream instability becomes relevant. This effect
is below the viscous cutoff in our model, but may be rel-
evant in other environments.

c. Two-stream instability When the drag and ion-
ization terms are dropped, the equations governing this
system become those considered in Section III B. As can
be seen in fig 9, the growth rate of the idealized two-
stream instability qualitatively matches that of the ob-
served instability, and the instability appears when the
streaming velocity exceeds the ion sound speed as ex-
pected. The two-stream instability is only dominant at
wavelengths near or smaller than the viscous scale in this
model. However, this successfully demonstrates the pos-
sibility of two-stream instabilities appearing in weakly

FIG. 8. Growth rate of fastest growing mode at the acous-
tic RDI resonant angle for Hopkins and Squire’s non-ionized
acoustic mode (thin lines, reproducing the thick lines in their
figure 3 top right)2 and with ions and dust charge included
(thick lines). In this case, µ = 0.01 as per their figure 3, with
all other parameters taken from our disk model.

ionized dusty plasmas in astrophysical settings. The cri-
terion of equation 33 predicts a critical wavelength of
|k| ∼ 10−3cm−1, which is comparable to what is seen in
Figure 9.

2. Shocked ISM

A shock moving through dusty ISM may create su-
personic dust streaming velocities for timescales shorter
than the dust stopping time. Havnes has analyzed the
growth rate of the resulting two-stream instability using a
kinetic model, finding it should strongly affect dynamics
prior to the dust velocity equilibrating to the surrounding
medium.7 Following formulas used by Havnes, we take
Z = 2.51RdkBT/e

2, T = mn
3kB

wsd
2, mn = mn = 1.3mp,

µ = 0.0025, xI = 0.001, Rd = 10−6cm, ρ̄d = 3g/cm3,
nn = 100cm−3. We assume Epstein dust-neutral drag,
Coulumb dust-ion drag, and use equation D6 for ion-

neutral drag, taking
(
αN
a30

)
= 4.5. We consider the case

with wsd = 50km/s. The growth rates for instabilities in
this system are shown in Figure 10. We see the expected
two-stream instability at short wavelength, as well as an
acoustic RDI at long wavelength, which is seen in our
analysis but not in that of Havnes due to our inclusion
of collision terms. The critical wavelength predicted by
equation 33 is |k| ≈ 2× 10−14cm−1, which is comparable
to the crossover seen in Figure 10.

There are several caveats to these results. The first
is that the mean free path is ∼ 1012cm, such that in the
regime in which the two-stream instability is found, it will
be modified by viscous effects not included in our model.
In addition, plugging the above parameters into the ex-
pression given by Havnes for the approximate growth
rate, we find the result to be ∼ 103 times larger than
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(a) (b)

(c)

FIG. 9. Growth rates for the protoplanetary disk model, the idealized two-stream instability, and the model without ions or
dust charge to demonstrate the acoustic RDI with wavevector (a) parallel to streaming (b) at the resonant angle for the acoustic
RDI (c) at the resonant angle for the two-stream instability. The vertical line indicates |k| = 1/λnn.

ours. However, our goal is to demonstrate the appear-
ance of the acoustic RDI under conditions in which the
DIA two-stream instability is known to appear, so such
factors concerning the two-stream instability do not sub-
stantively modify our conclusions. Concerning the acous-
tic RDI, the growth rate is also seen to be highest at vis-
cous scales, which will modify the actual growth rates. In
particular, the instability is of relevance when its growth
rate is faster than the collision rate (νdn = 4.3×10−10s−1)
i.e. before the dust is slowed down, which can be seen to
occur essentially at viscous scales.

C. Strongly ionized environments

Intuitively, one would expect the two-stream instabil-
ity to become more relevant in strongly ionized environ-
ments, where electrostatic effects are more relevant. Here
we consider two such systems suggested by HS to support
acoustic RDIs, dusty winds found in the vicinity of active
galactic nuclei (AGNs) and planetary nebulae (PNes).2

In both cases, magnetic fields are ignored. Our model

is substantially simpler than those used in the preceding
sections, as the gas may be treated as a single ionized
species.

We choose to ignore adsorption of ions onto dust, treat-
ing ion-dust collisions as Epstein drag. We find the vis-
cous scale (at the boundary of validity of our model
and maximum growth rate of the instabilities) to be set
by the ion-ion mean free path, approximated by HS as
λmfp ∼ (T/104K)2(ng/cm−3)−11012cm.2 In both cases,
the fastest drag term is that on the dust from the ions,
which we see is substantially slower than either insta-
bility (assuming Epstein drag), making the calculations
from Section V A applicable. Conveniently, since there
is only one characteristic wave speed,

√
c2IA + c2si, the

resonant angle is the same for both modes.

1. AGN Winds

As mentioned by HS, the vicinity of an AGN contains
supersonic dusty outflows.2 They expect these to sup-
port acoustic RDIs on a broad range of scales, giving the
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(a) (b)

FIG. 10. Calculated growth rates in shocked ISM of the two-stream instability and acoustic RDIs at the resonant angle for a)
the acoustic RDI (θ = 0) and b) the two-stream instability (θ = 0.73) in shocked ISM. Growth rates with drag or dust charge
turned off are included for comparison, isolating the two-stream instability and acoustic RDI. The two-stream instability is not
present at θ = 0.

characteristic time of the instability as 10−100 hours for
wavelengths near a viscous scale of 107−108cm. It is im-
portant to note that they state this to be in the ”mid-k”
regime, while we instead find that the minimum wave-
length is firmly in the ”high-k” regime (cstsk|| � µ+1

µ ),

perhaps due to differences in assumed dust density. We
estimate dust density, gas density, and gas temperature
from simulation data in Sarangi et. al.29 We consider two
locations in their model, at r ∼ 1019cm, θ ∼ 30◦, and at
r ∼ 1017.5cm, θ ∼ 75◦ in polar coordinates. In similar

fashion to HS, we take ws
cs
∼ 100

(
r

0.3pc

)−1/2

. We assume

silicate dust (ρ̄d = 1.4g/cm3) of radius 0.01µm. Calcula-
tions by Tazaki et. al. indicate that silicate dust grains of
this size in AGN conditions are charged by photoelectric
emission to ∼ 5 × 101−2V, leading to possible Coulumb
explosion of the grain above ∼ 100V.30 Taking the dust
to be charged to ∼ 100V, the grain charge is ∼ +500e,
corresponding to Z = −500 in our (now somewhat in-
convenient) notation. As shown in Figure 11, we find
that the two-stream instability grows more rapidly than
the acoustic RDI for wavelengths ∼ 100−2λmfp, evolv-
ing on timescales as short as minutes for wavelengths
around hundreds of meters. Equation 33 predicts this
to occur below wavelengths of k ≈ 4 × 10−10cm−1 and
k ≈ 2 × 10−7cm−1 for the first and second locations re-
spectively, well within an order of magnitude of the ob-
served result.

2. Planetary Nebulae

HS briefly mention the possibility of acoustic RDIs
appearing in the stellar winds in planetary nebulae.2

In order to calculate estimates from concrete parame-
ters, we consider the planetary nebula IRAS 18333-2357
(GJJC1) as modeled in the paper by Borkowski and Har-
rington concerning grain-heating of the nebula.31 We use

the parameters referenced as Model A within the paper.
The nebula is described as being composed largely of
singly ionized helium, with ng ∼ 8cm−3 and T ∼ 104K.
The dust to gas mass ratio is given as 0.311, the mean
dust radius as r = 0.0548µm, and grain density as
ρ̄d = 2.26g/cm−3 (carbon), yielding a dust density of
nd = 10−8cm−3. The grain potential due to photoelec-
tric emission is calculated to vary with radial position but
is of order∼ 5V, which would correspond to a dust charge
of +190e (Z = −190). Harrington indicates that winds
within the nebula are expected to be∼ 103km/s. We con-
sider dust streaming velocities of 10km/s and 100km/s,
finding that near the viscous scale the two-stream insta-
bility grows on timescales of hundreds of years, while the
acoustic RDI may have a growth rate comparable to or
exceeding this depending on the streaming velocity, as
shown in figure 12. At wavelengths longer than 10λmfp,
the acoustic RDI is dominant, with the growth rates be-
coming comparable near the scale predicted by equation
33 (|k| ≈ 2 × 10−12cm−1 and |k| ≈ 1 × 10−11cm−1 for
velocities of 10km/s and 100km/s respectively). As the
lifetime of a planetary nebula is on the order of 104 years,
both instabilities may play a role in the evolution of such
a system. It is possible that the two-stream instability is
the dominant mode at scales below the mean free path,
but a more detailed model would be required to study
this.

VI. CONCLUSION

The primary results of this paper are the extension of
SH’s perturbative framework for resonant drag instabili-
ties to a broader class of dust-fluid instabilities, and the
proposal of a consequent overlap in the expected regimes,
both laboratory and astrophysical, in which they appear.
Due to the general tendency for scale separation within
dust-fluid systems, their linearization is likely to produce
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(a) (b)

FIG. 11. Calculated growth rates of two-stream and acoustic RDIs at the resonant angle in AGN outflows. Growth rates with
drag or dust charge turned off are included for comparison, isolating the two-stream instability and acoustic RDI. Parameters
are approximated from Sarangi et. al.29 and Tazaki et. al.30 for polar coordinates (a) r ∼ 1019cm, θ ∼ 30◦ and (b) r ∼ 1017.5cm,
θ ∼ 75◦.

(a) (b)

FIG. 12. Calculated growth rates of two-stream and acoustic RDIs at the resonant angle in a planetary nebula. Growth
rates with drag or dust charge turned off are included for comparison, isolating the two-stream instability and acoustic RDI.
Parameters are approximated from Borkowski and Harrington31 for (a) ws = 10km/s and (b) ws = 100km/s.

nearly block triangular matrices. The inclusion of dust
streaming allows the spectrum to be tunable to produce
a nearly defective eigenvalue, and the appearance of such
resonant instabilities would be expected to be a ubiqui-
tous phenomenon regardless of the form of interaction.
We note that in the case of electrostatic interactions be-
tween dust and ions, the smallness of mi/md allows the
action of the ions on the dust to be treated as first order
in the same way that the smallness of µ allows the action
of the dust on ions or neutrals to be treated as first order
in the case of collisional interaction.

We use this to apply a perturbative treatment to the
filamentary ionization instability and to the dust-ion-
acoustic two-stream instability. The dust-ion-acoustic
two-stream instability and the filamentary instability are
both considered in a multifluid model of a homogeneous
unmagnetized dusty plasma, which should also be able
to support acoustic RDI modes. As such, we consider
the relative growth rates of these modes in various envi-
ronments. In particular, we show that the acoustic RDI
and DIA two-stream instability can often be expected to

appear concurrently in astrophysical environments, par-
ticularly in strongly ionized regimes, and that all three
modes should be accessible in laboratory, possibly within
a single system. We therefore propose this as an area of
interest for future laboratory astrophysics.

These results suggest several possible directions of fur-
ther work. More robust fluid or kinetic models may be
applied to probe these instabilities in magnetic fields, at
viscous scales, or with the inclusion of a spectrum of
dust sizes32, all of which would be factors relevant to
the discussed astrophysical environments. Simulations
of astrophysical dusty plasmas often rely on a (mag-
neto)hydrodynamic description of the gas which, even
when dust charge is included, does not account for the
electrostatic interaction of the gas with the dust. It is
possible that the inclusion of electrostatic effects may be
necessary in simulating ionized environments due to the
existence of two-stream instabilities. The nonlinear evo-
lution of dust-ion two-stream instabilities in the afore-
mentioned astrophysical systems and its contribution to
turbulent flows in such environments provide a motiva-
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tion for such simulations. Further, the possible simulta-
neous presence of the modes discussed above within one
system leads to the possibility of nonlinear interaction
between them, presenting an open direction of numeri-
cal and experimental study of dusty plasma phenomena
relevant to astrophysics.
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Appendix A: List of symbols

The location in the paper where the symbol is defined
is included where relevant. Some symbols that are used
only immediately adjacent to their definitions are omit-
ted from this table.

For brevity, symbols that may be associated with more
than one species are denoted with subscript j or k, which
may be replaced with d, i, n, e for dust, ion, neutral,
or electron respectively. Subscripts in parentheses are
optional, and subscripts that may take multiple values
are enumerated with commas.

A Dust sector of zeroth order matrix Eq. 8
AW Parameter to match Wang et. al.5 Sec. III C 1
C Dust-fluid sector of zeroth order matrix Eq. 8
F Fluid sector of zeroth order matrix Eq. 8
P Parity reversal operator App. C
Rd Dust grain radius Sec. II
T Time reversal operator App. C
T(0,1) (Zeroth, first order) matrix Eq. 7
Tj Temperature
Z Dust charge (Z > 0 for negative charge) Sec. II
a Dust acceleration Sec. II
a0 ~/mee

2 App. D 3
aγ(j) 9πγ(j)/128 App. D 1
cDA Dust-ion-acoustic velocity Eq. 3
cIA Ion-acoustic velocity Eq. 3
cs(j) Sound speed Eq. 3
e Elementary charge
k Wave vector
k|| Component of wave vector || streaming
mj Species mass
mp Proton mass
nj Number density
tdA Adsorption time Sec. II B
tjk Collision time Sec. II B

uj Flow velocity
ŵsd wsd/cs
ws(j) Streaming velocity Sec. II
~x Linear perturbation vector Sec. III A
xI Ionization ratio Eq. 6
α 1/(1− εZ) Eq. 6
αN Neutral polarizability App. D 3
γ(j) Polytropic index
ε nd/ni Eq. 6
ζsA Adsorption density coefficient Eq. 5
ζni Neutral-ion drag density coefficient Eq. 5
ζsi Dust-ion drag density coefficient Eq. 5
ζsn Dust-neutral drag density coefficient Eq. 5
ζwA Adsorption velocity coefficient Eq. 5
ζwi Dust-ion drag velocity coefficient Eq. 5
ζwn Dust-neutral drag velocity coefficient Eq. 5
θ Angle between wsd and k Eq. 6
λjk Mean free path
µ Dust-gas mass density ratio Eq. 6
νA Adsorption rate Sec. II
νI Ionization rate Sec. II
νjk Collision rate Sec. II
νL Ion loss rate Sec. II

ξL,RA,F Left, right eigenvectors of A, F Sec. III A
ρ Gas mass density
ρ̄d Dust grain material density
Φ Electric potential
ω Frequency

Appendix B: Parameter values

Listed in tables I and II are various parameter values
at equilibrium for the systems considered above.

Appendix C: PT-symmetry

P- and T-symmetry, commonly discussed in the con-
text of quantum mechanics, refer respectively to parity
reversal and time reversal symmetries. Parity reversal,
with operator P, generally refers to the reversal of spa-
tial coordinates and corresponding derivatives (x→ −x,
v → −v, ∇ → −∇). Time reversal, with operator
T , refers to a similar operation on the time coordinate
(t → −t, v → −v, ∂t → −∂t). In the context of ma-
trix representations of linearized systems, T is simply
the complex conjugation operator, and P is some matrix
such that P2 = I.

A linearized system i~̇x = M~x is said to possess PT-
symmetry if its matrix M (avoiding the symbol T used in
other sections to prevent confusion) commutes with PT
i.e. PTM = MPT . Such matrices have the property
that their eigenvalues are symmetric with respect to the
real axis, meaning all of their eigenvalues are either real
or in complex conjugate pairs.17
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Lab PPD ISM

wsd = 0.9csi wsd = 0.9csn wsd = 5csn

wsd (cm/s) 0 2.41× 104 7.72× 104 4.29× 105 5× 106

wsi (cm/s) 0 −0.0666 −0.240 −3.73 0

md (mp) 8× 108 3.51× 1011 ′′ ′′ 7.51× 106

mi (mp) 40 24 ′′ ′′ 1

mn (mp) 40 2.34 ′′ ′′ 1.3

nd (cm−3) 1× 107 0.240 ′′ ′′ 4.33× 10−8

ni (cm−3) 2× 109 0.0772 ′′ ′′ 0.1

nn (cm−3) 1.33× 1016 2.56× 1012 ′′ ′′ 100

Tn (eV) 0.0250 0.0108 ′′ ′′ 11.3

Ti (eV) 0.0512 0.0108 ′′ ′′ 11.3

Te (eV) 3 0.0108 ′′ ′′ 11.3

γ 1 5/3 ′′ ′′ 5/3

νdn (s−1) 5.60× 103 0.0771 0.0866 0.243 4.31× 10−10

νdi (s−1) 3.47 1.13× 10−11

νni (s−1) 0.150 1.21× 10−10 ′′ ′′ 1.33× 10−10

νL (s−1) 5× 105

νI (s−1) 5× 105 3.79× 10−4 6.69× 10−4 3.25× 10−3

νA (s−1) 3.79× 10−4 6.69× 10−4 3.25× 10−3

ρ̄d (g/cm3) 2.56 0.14 ′′ ′′ 3

Z 75 0.317 ′′ ′′ 197.

r (µm) 0.05 1 ′′ ′′ 0.01

d/n drag Epstein Epstein ′′ ′′ Epstein

d/i drag Coulumb Epstein ′′ ′′ Coulumb

TABLE I. Values for various parameters at equilibrium for the weakly ionized systems considered above: laboratory dusty
plasmas, protoplanetary disks, and shocked interstellar medium. Parameters unused in a particular model are left blank.

AGN PNe

r = 1019cm r = 1017.5cm wsd = 10km/s wsd = 100km/s

θ = 30◦ θ = 75◦

wsd (cm/s) 2.01× 107 6.35× 107 1× 106 1× 107

md (mp) 3.51× 106 ′′ 9.31× 108 ′′

mi (mp) 1 ′′ 3.97 ′′

nd (cm−3) 1× 10−6 1× 10−4 1.06× 10−8 ′′

ni (cm−3) 1× 104 1× 106 8 ′′

T (eV) 0.273 0.0862 0.862 ′′

γ 5/3 ′′ 5/3 ′′

νdi (s−1) 1.80× 10−7 5.69× 10−5 4.49× 10−12 3.24× 10−11

ρ̄d (g/cm3) 1.4 ′′ 2.26 ′′

Z −500 ′′ −190. ′′

r (µm) 0.01 ′′ 0.0548 ′′

d/i drag Epstein ′′ Epstein ′′

TABLE II. Values for various parameters at equilibrium for the strongly ionized systems considered above: active galactic
nucleus outflows and planetary nebula winds.

1. Spontaneous symmetry breaking

A symmetry is said to be spontaneously broken when,
while M respects the symmetry, its eigenvectors are not

eigenvectors of the symmetry operator. In the case of
PT-symmetry, this occurs when there exists a complex
conjugate pair of eigenvalues, whose eigenvectors are
then exchanged by the symmetry operator. This is pre-
cisely when the system exhibits instability (Im(ω) > 0),
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(a) Allowed (b) Forbidden

FIG. 13. In PT-symmetric systems, a real eigenvalue may
only become complex by colliding with another real eigen-
value, with which it may move off the real line as a complex
conjugate pair.

as has been noted for a number of fluid and plasma
systems.18,19,33,34 As illustrated in Figure 13, the sys-
tem can only move from a stable to an unstable regime
of parameter space via the collision of two real eigenval-
ues which subsequently leave the real axis, a resonance
known as a Krein collision.

2. Two-stream instability

The system described in Section III B possesses T-
symmetry, as is manifest in all elements of M being real.
As such, it possesses a degenerate form of PT-symmetry,
in which P = I is a trivial transformation; the resulting
formal properties nonetheless apply. P may be nontriv-
ial for a different choice of field variables, such as density
and the time derivative of density19, instead of density
and velocity as used in this paper. As seen in Figure 2,
tracing eigenvalues over varied streaming velocity (and
with ws||k) shows two Krein collisions as expected: two
real modes move together until a critical streaming value,
beyond which they move into the complex plane before
colliding and separating along the real axis at another
critical velocity.

3. Resonant drag instabilities

At first glance, spontaneous PT-symmetry breaking
seems inherently irrelevant to drag-induced instabilities
such as RDIs, as the non-conservative nature of such
systems breaks PT-symmetry explicitly34. However, the
parallels thus far demonstrated between RDIs and two-
stream instabilities motivate consideration of the limit
of weak drag, in which PT-symmetry is nearly unbro-
ken and the dust sector possesses a nearly degenerate
eigenvalue. Similarly to the plots of the two-stream in-
stability in Figure 2, we show in Figure 14 eigenvalues

for the acoustic RDI system with varied streaming veloc-
ity. While they are no longer symmetric with respect to
the real axis, they nonetheless seem to possess a symme-
try about a horizontal line below the real axis, and show
two bifurcations of the eigenvalue, one of which is near
the boundary of stability. Plots illustrating the details
of the resonance and bifurcations are shown in Figure
15. A more detailed study of these phenomena, includ-
ing the possibility of a perturbative approach to explain
these similarities to conservative systems, is left for fu-
ture work.

Appendix D: Collision physics

Here we enumerate the collision times t and lineariza-
tion coefficients ζ (as defined in Section II B) relevant to
the models discussed in this paper.

1. Epstein drag

For dust-neutral drag and for dust-ion drag when the
ion kinetic energy is much larger than the grain surface
potential, we assume an Epstein drag model. We also
apply this model for drag due to ion adsorption onto
dust.2,35,36

tdn =t̂dn

(
nn0

nn

) γn+1
2
(

1 + aγn
|ud − un|2

c2sn

)− 1
2

ζsn =
1 + γn + 2aγnŵ

2
n

2(1 + aγnŵ2
n)

ζwn =
aγnŵ

2
n

1 + aγnŵ2
n

(D1)

td(A/i) =t̂di

(
ni0
ni

) γi+1

2
(

1 + aγi
|ud − ui|2

c2si

)− 1
2

ζs(A/i) =
1 + γi + 2aγiŵ

2
i

2(1 + aγiŵ2
i )

ζw(A/i) =
aγiŵ

2
i

1 + aγiŵ2
i

(D2)

We have used the following definitions (where j = n, i):

t̂dj =
(πγj

8

) 1
2 ρ̄dRd
mjnj0csj0

c2sj =

(
nj
nj0

)γ−1

c2sj0

aγj =
9πγj
128

ŵj =
ud0 − uj0
csj0

(D3)

γj is the polytropic index of species j. We will always
choose to have dust-ion collisions either always result in
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FIG. 14. Plots of eigenvalues for the acoustic RDI in arbitrary units for varied streaming velocity with differing collision physics
and drag. µ is fixed at 0.01, and k||ws.

adsorption ( 1
tdi

= 0) or never result in adsorption ( 1
tdA

=

0) for simplicity.

2. Coulumb drag

For dust-ion drag when the ion kinetic energy is less
than the dust surface potential, we assume a Coulumb
drag model.2,36

tdi =t̂di

(
kBTi
U

)2
1

ln(Λ)

(
1 + aC

(
|ud − ui|
csi

)3
)

ζsi =1 + 2(γi − 1)Γ− 3(γi − 1)

2(1 + aCŵ3
i )
− 1− (3− 2Γ)(γi − 1)

2 ln Λ

ζwi =− 3aCŵ
3
i

1 + aCŵ3
i

(D4)

with definitions

t̂di =
(πγi

8

) 1
2 ρ̄dRd
mini0csi0

U =
e2Z

Rd

aC =

√
2γ2
i

9π

ŵi =
ud0 − ui0
csi0

(D5)

where γi is the ion polytropic index, ln(Λ) is the Coulumb
logarithm, and Γ is a temperature dependence parameter

such that Z ∼ TΓ (for our purposes Γ = 0).

3. Neutral-ion drag

When it is necessary to calculate a value for the
neutral-ion collision rate, we take νni = mini

mi+mn
〈σv〉mt,

where 〈σv〉mt is the velocity-averaged momentum trans-
fer cross-section for neutral-ion collisions. We use a for-
mula given by Draine28 for this:

〈σv〉mt =1.21 · 8.980× 10−10

(
αN
a3

0

)1/2

×(
(mi +mn)mp

mimn

)1/2

cm3/s

(D6)

We specify the neutral polarizability αN in units of a3
0

where a0 = ~/mee
2.

1J. Squire and P. F. Hopkins, “Resonant Drag Instability of
Grains Streaming in Fluids,” The Astrophysical Journal 856,
L15 (2018).

2P. F. Hopkins and J. Squire, “The Resonant Drag Instability
(RDI): Acoustic Modes,” Monthly Notices of the Royal Astro-
nomical Society 480, 2813–2838 (2018), arxiv:1707.02997.

3P. F. Hopkins and J. Squire, “Ubiquitous instabilities of dust
moving in magnetized gas,” Monthly Notices of the Royal Astro-
nomical Society 479, 4681–4719 (2018).

4J. Squire and P. F. Hopkins, “Resonant drag instabilities in
protoplanetary discs: The streaming instability and new, faster
growing instabilities,” Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomi-
cal Society 477, 5011–5040 (2018).

http://dx.doi.org/ 10.3847/2041-8213/aab54d
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.3847/2041-8213/aab54d
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1093/mnras/sty1982
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1093/mnras/sty1982
http://arxiv.org/abs/1707.02997
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1093/mnras/sty1604
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1093/mnras/sty1604
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/sty854
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/sty854


20

(a)

(b)

FIG. 15. Real and imaginary components of eigenvalues for
the acoustic RDI with varied streaming velocity and par-
allel propagation. Two choices of ζs, ζw are shown: a)
ζs = 0, ζw = 1 b) ζs = 2, ζw = 0. The drag coefficient
ν was tuned to make the structural features easily visible.
µ = 0.01, ν = 0.0005 in both cases, and units are normalized
such that k = cs = 1. In both cases, the two bifurcations vis-
ible in Figure 14 are present: a Krein-like resonance, where
the real part of two eigenvalues are able to diverge once the
imaginary components approach a constant, and a more com-
plex interaction, where the onset of instability is associated
with a near-resonance between a different pair of eigenvalues.

5X. Wang, A. Bhattacharjee, S. K. Gou, and J. Goree, “Ionization
instabilities and resonant acoustic modes,” Physics of Plasmas 8,
5018–5024 (2001).

6D. Samsonov and J. Goree, “Instabilities in a dusty plasma
with ion drag and ionization,” Physical Review E 59, 1047–1058
(1999).

7O. Havnes, “On the motion and destruction of grains in inter-
stellar clouds,” Astronomy and Astrophysics 90, 106–112 (1980).

8A. N. Youdin and J. Goodman, “Streaming Instabilities in Pro-
toplanetary Disks,” The Astrophysical Journal 620, 459 (2005).

9A. Johansen and A. Youdin, “Protoplanetary Disk Turbulence
Driven by the Streaming Instability: Nonlinear Saturation and
Particle Concentration,” The Astrophysical Journal 662, 627
(2007).

10A. Johansen, J. S. Oishi, M.-M. M. Low, H. Klahr, T. Henning,
and A. Youdin, “Rapid planetesimal formation in turbulent cir-
cumstellar disks,” Nature 448, 1022–1025 (2007).

11Hopkins and Squire2 utilize a frame co-moving with the gas,
whereas our calculations were performed in a frame with a con-
stant nonzero equilibrium neutral velocity. These frames are re-
lated by a Galilean transformation, and the distinction has no
impact on the linearized system.

12R. Bharuthram, H. Saleem, and P. K. Shukla, “Two-stream
instabilities in unmagnetized dusty plasmas,” Physica Scripta 45,
512–514 (1992).

13O. Havnes, “A streaming instability interaction between the so-
lar wind and cometary dust,” Astronomy and Astrophysics 193,
309–312 (1988).

14M. Rosenberg, “Ion- and dust-acoustic instabilities in dusty plas-
mas,” Planetary and Space Science 41, 229–233 (1993).

15M. Rosenberg and P. K. Shukla, “Ion–dust two-stream instability
in a collisional magnetized dusty plasma,” Journal of Plasma
Physics 70, 317–322 (2004).

16M. Rosenberg and N. A. Krall, “Modified two-stream instabilities
in dusty space plasmas,” Planetary and Space Science 43, 619–
624 (1995).

17C. M. Bender, “Making sense of non-Hermitian Hamiltonians,”
Reports on Progress in Physics 70, 947–1018 (2007).

18H. Qin, R. Zhang, A. S. Glasser, and J. Xiao, “Kelvin-Helmholtz
instability is the result of parity-time symmetry breaking,”
Physics of Plasmas 26, 032102 (2019).

19R. Zhang, H. Qin, R. C. Davidson, J. Liu, and J. Xiao, “On the
structure of the two-stream instability–complex G-Hamiltonian
structure and Krein collisions between positive- and negative-
action modes,” Physics of Plasmas 23, 072111–072111 (2016).

20G. Praburam and J. Goree, “Experimental observation of very
low-frequency macroscopic modes in a dusty plasma,” Physics of
Plasmas 3, 1212–1219 (1996).

21R. W. Baker, Membrane Technology and Applications (John
Wiley & Sons, Incorporated, New York, UNITED KINGDOM,
2012).

22S. V. Vladimirov and N. F. Cramer, “Equilibrium and levitation
of dust in a collisional plasma with ionization,” Physical Review
E 62, 2754–2762 (2000).
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