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ABSTRACT

Turbulence in classical fluids is characterized by persistent structures that emerge from the chaotic
landscape. We investigate the analogous process in fully kinetic plasma turbulence by using high-
resolution, direct numerical simulations in two spatial dimensions. We observe the formation of long-
lived vortices with a profile typical of macroscopic, magnetically dominated force-free states. Inspired
by the Harris pinch model for inhomogeneous equilibria, we describe these metastable solutions with
a self-consistent kinetic model in a cylindrical coordinate system centered on a representative vortex,
starting from an explicit form of the particle velocity distribution function. Such new equilibria can
be simplified to a Gold-Hoyle solution of the modified force-free state. Turbulence is mediated by the
long-lived structures, accompanied by transients in which such vortices merge and form self-similarly
new metastable equilibria. This process can be relevant to the comprehension of various astrophysical
phenomena, going from the formation of plasmoids in the vicinity of massive compact objects to the

emergence of coherent structures in the heliosphere.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Astrophysical turbulence remains among the most
fascinating phenomena, characterizing diverse systems,
ranging from the heliosphere to interstellar medium and
compact object environments (Goldstein et al. 1995;
Baiotti & Rezzolla 2017; Ripperda et al. 2022). This
process covers a wide range of length- and timescales,
from large-scale eddies to sub-electron scales (Sahraoui
et al. 2009). In this scenario, the cascade process is
envisioned as a flux of energy from large-scale shears
and boundary layers to the scales typical of particle
interactions, where energy conversion is taking place
(Matthaeus et al. 2015).

Turbulence is generally synonymous with randomness
and unpredictability, although this is not quite cor-
rect. Persistent, long-lived structures indeed emerge
from such a chaotic state, as observed in several sys-
tems (Chavanis & Sommeria 1998; Alexandrova 2008;
Karimabadi et al. 2013). This “z00” of coherent pat-
terns can be qualitatively cataloged between vortices,

waves, and discontinuous layers (Matthaeus et al. 2015).
In this context, it is also important to mention large-
scale structures such as Alfvén vortices (Pokhotelov &
Petviashvili 1992; Alexandrova 2008).

Although considerable effort has been devoted to the
characterization of persistent structures in classical (vis-
cous) fluids (Montgomery et al. 1992), much less is
known about the collisionless, magnetized counterpart.
In plasma turbulence, stable structures may permeate
the system and travel undisturbed over long timescales,
as one would expect in stellar winds (Borovsky 2008;
Pecora et al. 2019) and accretion flows (Ripperda et al.
2020; Nathanail et al. 2022). These patterns, known as
“plasmoids” or “magnetic vortices” for their geometrical
resemblance with hydrodynamical vortices, might be a
crucial element of particle energization and dissipation
(Drake et al. 2010; Petropoulou et al. 2016; Khabarova
et al. 2021; El Mellah et al. 2022). Despite intense inves-
tigations, very little is known about their internal struc-
ture (Allanson et al. 2016; Lukin et al. 2018), mostly
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because of the coupling between large scales and char-
acteristic plasma length-scales.

In this Letter, we describe the process of coher-
ent structures formation in fully kinetic plasma tur-
bulence by using numerical simulations in 2.5D (2D
in space, with 3D field components). We observe the
formation of long-lived coherent structures typical of
macroscopic, magnetically dominated force-free states.
These metastable solutions can be described with a
self-consistent kinetic model, in a cylindrical coordinate
frame, starting from an explicit form of the particle ve-
locity distribution function. Such new equilibria can be
simplified to a modified force-free state whose descrip-
tion can have several applications in all those studies
concerned with the formation of coherent structures in
astrophysical plasmas, such as plasmoids in accretion
flows and persistent flux ropes in the solar wind.

2. METHODS

Our simulations are based on a full kinetic model of
relativistic plasma, by using the well-tested particle-in-
cell (PIC) code Zeltron (Cerutti et al. 2013), which
solves the equations of motion for a distribution of
charged particles (i.e. characteristic curves for the
Vlasov equation) when coupled to Maxwell’s equations
expressed in terms of a total magnetic field b, an electric
field €, a current density j := > gaNaUa, and a charge
density pe := Y, gana, With n, the number density of
each species, u, the bulk velocity, g, the charge, and
« the species index representing either protons (p) or
electrons (e).

The simulation setup follows closely that presented
in Meringolo et al. (2023), with N, = N, = 16384
mesh points, in a square of side Ly ~ 5461 d., being
d. the electron skin depth. We employ a realistic mass
ratio m,/m. = 1836 and a total number of ~ 2.7 x 10?
macro-particles. Specific details on the simulation and
the parameters are given in the Appendix A. We im-
pose large-scale, random initial conditions for the mag-
netic field with a superposition of low wavenumber
Fourier modes so as to achieve a strong turbulence state
(Meringolo et al. 2023). In particular, we set b/bg, ~ 1,
where b is the root mean square (rms) of the magnetic
field fluctuations and by, is the out-of-plane (along z)
mean magnetic field strength. Given the size of the mag-
netization o ~ 1, which expresses the ratio between the
magnetic pressure and the enthalpy density (the latter
is the sum of the mass-energy density 3 NaMac? and
the internal energy density >, 00 & >, Pa(Ta —1)7!
weighted by the adiabatic index I',, where P, is the
partial pressure related to the a-th species), and the
plasma beta 8, = 3. = 3 x 1073, which quantifies the

ratio between kinetic and magnetic pressure, the ob-
served dynamics is that of a weakly relativistic plasma.

3. TURBULENCE AND COHERENT
STRUCTURES

The initial conditions rapidly produce a turbulent cas-
cade, similar to fluid plasma models (Servidio et al.
2009). We concentrate our analysis when the peak of the
averaged current density, which also corresponds to the
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Figure 1. (a) Magnetic power spectrum at a time beyond
the peak of nonlinear activity vs kde. The vertical (orange)
line represents the persistent structures wavenumber kod.,
which identifies the typical scale of the vortices. (b) 2D con-
tour of the magnetic vector potential component a. (right
side) and the cosine angle between the current density and
the total magnetic field (left side). The y-axis is normalized
to both the electron (left side) and the proton skin depth d,
(right side).



time of most intense nonlinear activity (Servidio et al.
2012), has long been reached (see the end of Appendix
A for further information). Furthermore, under these
conditions, a balance between the large-scale energy flux
and the collisionless energy-conversion mechanisms is es-
tablished, thus yielding a quasi-steady state. The power
spectrum at that time is fully developed, as reported in
Fig. 1-(a), and is consistent with typical observations
of astrophysical turbulence (Bale et al. 2005; Sahraoui
et al. 2009; Alexandrova et al. 2009).

As the broadband turbulence develops, we observe the
appearance of coherent structures that move through
the turbulent background, as can be inferred from the
out-of-plane component of the magnetic potential a,
in Fig. 1-(b). Similarly to MHD (Matthaeus et al.
2008; Servidio et al. 2008), kinetic turbulence tends to
form local correlations, where the current 3 manifests a
substantial tendency to align with the total magnetic
field b. We estimate its strength by computing the
cos(j,b) = 7 - b/|j||b|, and as displayed in Fig.1-(b),
dominant structures are visible, whose morphology re-
sembles hydrodynamic swirls and cyclones. They have
a clear “eye”, where the alignment is net, and an out-
side region with advecting arms, where the cosine regu-
larly changes sign while maintaining an overall circular
symmetry. The characteristic size of such structures is
~ 140 d.(3 d,) for the eye and ~ 515 d.(12 d,) for
the spiral arms, typical of inertial range turbulence, as
can be seen from Fig. 1-(a). Note that the largest vor-
tices (eye and arms) are on the order of a few d,, corre-
sponding to the correlation length, Ac, set by our initial
conditions of homogeneous turbulence, which, for the
analyzed configuration, is Ac ~ 440d, ~ 10d,,.

To gain insight into the properties of these long-lived
features, we focus our attention on regions where the
magnitude of the magnetic potential a, at the center
of the structure is much larger than its own rms (Ser-
vidio et al. 2009). After the time of maximum turbu-
lence, we select four main vortices, which are marked
with (white) circumferences in Fig. 1-(b). For each of
these, we consider a local cylindrical coordinate sys-
tem centered at the O-point of the vector potential and
use it to produce locally azimuthally averaged quanti-
ties. More precisely, for any generic field h, we first
transform it to the cylindrical coordinate frame, i.e.
h(z,y) — h(r,¢), and then compute the corresponding
average as H(r) := (2m)~! 027r h(r,¢')d¢’ (hereafter,
we use capital letters to indicate azimuthally averaged
quantities).

In Fig. 2-(a), we show the angle between the
azimuthally-averaged current density J and the mag-
netic field B, namely © = cos™!(J - B/|J||B|), eval-
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Figure 2. (a) Radial behavior of the angle between the
current density and the total magnetic field (azimuthal av-
erages) for each structure depicted in Fig. 1-(b). (b) Force-
free parameter \(r). We define ro as the vortex eye radius,
namely the position of the first spiraling arm.

uated inside the structures. The alignment is here ex-
tremely high and all the vortices, which vary in size and
intensity, exhibit the same behavior: they form highly
aligned cores (eyes) and wall boundaries followed by spi-
raling arms (Servidio et al. 2010; McWilliams 1984; Pow-
ell & Houston 1998; Haller 2005; Carnevale et al. 1991).
Such spirals manifest alternate J — B alignment, imply-
ing a characteristic radial mode. We denote ry as the
radius of the vortex eye, defined as the distance from the
center to the first spiraling arm where the scalar product
J-B changes sign (see Fig. 2). The alignment is progres-
sively weakened, and the plasmoid then blends with the
background on scales O(4rg), which qualitatively coin-
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cide with the last closed magnetic surfaces [dotted lines
in Fig. 1-(b)].

The above alignment suggests the tendency of the sys-
tem to produce force-free states, where J = (47)~!V x
B = A\B, as in large-scale fluid models (Taylor 1974).
In this regard, we show the force-free parameter A\(r) =
J - B/B? in Fig. 2-(b). In contrast to the classical and
global (constant-\) force-free states, our local version
of the minimization process (for each vortex) reveals a
strong dependency of A as a function of r, approach-
ing zero at the vortex boundaries — namely a nonlinear
force-free state with uniform twist per unit length. This
radial dependency of A might suggest a more complex re-
laxation process (Montgomery et al. 1992; Servidio et al.
2010).

4. A KINETIC MODEL

In what follows, we discuss how to interpret the long-
lived structures in terms of kinetic plasma theory. We
recall that the Vlasov equation for the a-th species dis-
tribution function f, (&, v,t) can be written as df, /0t =
{H, fo}, where H is the particle Hamiltonian and {-,-}
are the standard Poisson brackets. A stationary equi-
librium is thus characterized by {H, fo} = 0, where f,
must be represented as a function of the integrals of mo-
tion. Inspired by the popular Harris approach (Harris
1962), we consider an exponential dependence on the
invariants (energy and momenta), neglecting relativis-
tic corrections (the bulk flows are nonrelativistic), with
a simple drifting-Maxwellian in a cylindrical coordinate
system

Ea =V Poa = Ppa

fa(@,v)=faoexp |- (1)

kpTa ’
where foo := Nao (1774(1/271'163TO[)?’/2 is a normaliza-
tion constant, T, the temperature, &, = m,(v? +

fui + v23)/2 + gat(r) the particle energy, Py, =
T [MavVe + gaAg(r)/c) and P.q := mqv. +qoA-(1)/c the
azimuthal and vertical momentum, respectively (4; are
the components of the averaged vector potential in the
Lorenz gauge, 1 is the electrostatic potential, and v; are
the components of the particle velocities). As usual in
literature, kp is the Boltzmann constant, ¢ the speed of
light, and m,, the rest mass of each species. The unde-
termined (free) quantities appearing in Eq. (1) stand for
the out-of-plane characteristic linear velocity v}, and az-
imuthal velocity 2. Once these quantities are specified,
an exact kinetic equilibrium can be constructed.

By taking the moments of Eq. (1), it is possible com-
pute the particle number densities No(r) = [ fod®v =
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Figure 3. (a) Total magnetic field and current density com-
ponents for the central vortex in Fig. 1 (open symbols) and
the KVR model (solid lines). Data have been averaged over
time in the vortex frame.
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Similarly, by computing the azimuthally-averaged bulk
velocity U(r) = N=(r) [vfd3v, it is simple to demon-
strate that it is related to the free parameters, be-
ing Uy, (r) = v, and Uye(r) = Q4r. The problem
can be further simplified with an assumption similar
to the one made within the Harris sheet pinch, i.e.,
by imposing a (negligible) net constant charge density
K = exp [Ve(r)] — exp [yp(r)] that yields

* TP * * TP *
vp:—f)v67 Qp:—iQe,
mpflzzTe — meﬁzsz (3)

T one(T, + 1)

By using Eq. (1) into Maxwell’s equations via the densi-
ties and the current expressions, assuming stationarity
(0/0t = 0), and imposing the simplifications (3), it is
possible to obtain a set of ODEs constituting our Ki-



netic Vortex Reconstruction (KVR) model:

diz =—By(r), (4)
%:_“W_(’"MB;(T), (5)
dd_%:“_:e (=) r e 4 Qr, (6)
Bo Bl 2 ()i (@

Here, B, denotes the fluctuations in the out-of-plane
field, i.e., B, = B, +bo,. Eq.s (4)—(7) can be integrated
numerically after specifying, for each vortex, the inter-
nal temperatures of the eye T,,, and the free parameters
(v¥, QF). The latter are obtained through a data-driven
Monte Carlo method. A discussion on the reconstruc-
tion process can be found in the Appendices B and C.
It should be emphasized that a charge separation, al-
beit small (less than 10 %), is present, especially in the
vortex eye (not shown here).

Fig. 3 offers a direct comparison between the KVR
model (lines) and the actual numerical data (symbols).
The model captures the behavior of all the fields and
does so particularly well in the inner regions of the vor-
tex (r < rg) and for the magnetic field dependence. Note
the presence of an azimuthal current Jy vanishing at the
center and asymptotically, and a non-zero vertical cur-
rent J, at the axis. Even outside the eye, the magnetic
field components are qualitatively consistent with the
model, even though the data is subject to the cyclonic
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Figure 4. Merging history of two long-lived structures as
a function of Alfvénic crossing time (from top to bottom).
The plot shows the plasma density (left column), the (force-
free) cosine angle (middle column), and the magnetic helicity
density (right column). Circumferences (in black) represent
the eye of each vortex.
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arms, observed in Fig.s 1-2. Very similar behaviors are
also shown by the other vortices tracked during the evo-
lution: B, manifests a peak in the eye and diminishes
for large r, whereas B, peaks at the vortex wall.

To understand the merging dynamics of existing vor-
tices, we examine the simulation at different times, iden-
tifying and monitoring the most stable and long-lasting
structures. In particular, we report in Fig. 4 the “merg-
ing history” of two individual, isolated vortices (or mag-
netic islands) that wander across the background until
they eventually merge with a companion. The figure
shows, as a function of time (from top to bottom), the
plasma number density, the cosine angle, and the mag-
netic helicity density (see later). If the structures are
both very energetic, the encounter is quite explosive,
resulting in a net current layer between them, where
magnetic reconnection occurs (Ripperda et al. 2019; Ser-
vidio et al. 2009) and non-thermal particles are produced
(Comisso & Sironi 2019). The cos(j, b) is quite strong
inside the structures, and it changes sign in between
them. The example reported in Fig. 4 also helps us to
appreciate that the spiral arms described above are actu-
ally the heritage of merger events. The process is related
to the conservation of magnetic helicity, in a picture sim-
ilar to Alexakis et al. (2006), where the magnetic helic-
ity inverse cascade can occur at all scales. In our case,
this results in meta-stable vortices ranging from large
injection scales (a few d,) to electron scales, within the
sub-inertial range.

We now reconcile the KVR model in Fig. 3 with the
fluid-like states in Fig. 2. By taking the moments of
the Vlasov equation, it is possible to define a hierarchy
of the different contributions intervening in determin-
ing the equilibrium in the islands and conclude that the
magnetic forces dominate the dynamics of the long-lived
equilibria (see Appendix D for details). As a result, ne-
glecting secondary effects such as the charge separation,
one can combine Eq.s (6)—(7) as

4
V x B:%J{{e”’e(’“), (8)

where J§ := g [0, (25 — Q) r, (v; —v})] is a current-
to-number density and 7. (r) is defined in Eq. (2). When
r — 0, all functions, including ~.(r) and ¥ (r), are regu-
lar, smooth, and continuous (see Appendix B). Further-
more, for all vortices, we observe that B, peaks near
the origin at a non-zero value, and the azimuthal com-
ponent By ~ ar, where a is a constant. Phenomeno-
logically, to suppress the Lorentz force term in the Mo-
mentum equation, the magnetic field B tends to align
with J ~ Jge?(") so Eq. (8) can be approximated as

V X B = f(r)Jg ~ A(r)B(r), (9)
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where all the rescaling constraints are included in A(r).
A very robust solution to Eq. (9) is known as the Gold-
Hoyle (GH) vortex (Gold & Hoyle 1960) — a flux tube
describing a force-free, twisted field. This equilibrium
was discovered for force-free coronal structures and has
potential uses in astrophysical contexts (Fushiki & Sakai
1995). It is given by (Allanson et al. 2016)

A7) = %f (07; In(1472),FIn (1+7?) ) ;- (10)

B(7)=By (O,if ! ) (11)

1472 1472

By 7 |
G G

where By is a typical field strength, 7 = &r is a dimen-
sionless radial coordinate, and & a characteristic gradi-
ent. The solution is valid for “strong” vortices (fluctua-
tions of the order of the mean field) and generalized for
clockward (upper sign) or anti-clockward (lower sign)
rotation.

To determine whether the above model is a universal
property of the turbulent cascade, we detect and ana-
lyze all the (ten) long-lived structures appearing during
the simulation, collected in Fig. 5. Here, the field com-
ponents are normalized to By and rescaled via &, which
is determined through a simple fitting procedure; also
reported are the corresponding GH magnetic compo-
nents from Eq. (11) (to avoid overcrowding, we represent

) B Gold-Hoyle model
1.07 &g z @ A All vortices

Vortex eye Cyclonic spiral

0.0

<

Figure 5. Radial behavior of the magnetic field components
of all the long-lived vortices appearing during the simulation
(points). Components have been rescaled to the field at the
center By and using their typical gradient £. The GH solu-
tion (shaded) describes qualitatively well the profiles, near
the eye.

—|Bgl). The GH solution provides a qualitatively accu-
rate description, implying that the KVR (and its GH
approximation) may characterize energetic structures in
plasma turbulence. This kind of solution is achieved
through a local relaxation process where the magnetic
helicity is finite and plays a crucial role (Woltjer 1958;
Taylor 1974; Matthaeus et al. 1982; Alexakis et al. 2006).
Such an MHD invariant measures the twisting of the
field lines and, in 2.5D, is defined as the volume aver-
age H,, = V! fv hmd3z, where h,, = a, - b, with
a, = (ag, ay) and b = (bg, by) being the in-plane com-
ponents. Contrary to the classical Bessel solutions of the
linear force-free state, the numerical results are more
consistent with a constant twist per unit length (along
the vortex axis). As shown in Fig. 4, the structures re-
tain a finite amount of magnetic helicity, before and after
the merging. From Eq.s (10)—(11), performing a volume
average over the flux tube, one gets H,, ~ 1071B2rq
(e.g., By =~ 43 and rg =~ 170d, for Vortex 1 in Fig. 1-
(b)), which is in accordance with the observed values in
Fig. 4 (H,, ~ 3 x 10%). It is particularly interesting to
note that all the structures described here in the context
of kinetic theory closely resemble those those observed in
the magnetosheath (Alexandrova et al. 2006) and in the
solar wind, with sizes spanning from MHD to sub-ion
scales (Vinogradov et al. 2023).

5. CONCLUSIONS

Exploiting the results of direct numerical PIC simu-
lations, we propose a description of plasma turbulence
envisioned as a mosaic of equilibrium-like patterns. In
such a scenario, coherent structures emerge from the
turbulent background and occasionally encounter and
merge with other similar metastable structures during
their life. This self-similar process systematically pro-
duces new-born equilibria, obeying a kinetic stationary
solution of the Vlasov equation. The magnetic vortices
qualitatively obey a universal form that can be simply
characterized using the Gold-Hoyle equilibrium. These
structures show a characteristic size typical of inertial
range turbulence, thus making them macroscopically
relevant: they might grow, by coalescence, to a signifi-
cant fraction of astrophysical system size, with potential
observable signatures (El Mellah et al. 2022; Vos et al.
2023). The present work focuses on a 2.5D model, con-
sidering the plane perpendicular to a mean magnetic
field. While this two-dimensional approximation differs
qualitatively from the (more complex and expensive)
3D case, it may still provide insights into some relax-
ation processes characteristic of magnetized astrophysi-
cal plasmas. Indeed, these equilibria might be relevant
also for full 3D anisotropic settings, in cases where an



external field effectively reduces the dimensionality of
turbulence (Shebalin et al. 1983; Khabarova et al. 2021;
Ripperda et al. 2022; Chernoglazov et al. 2021). In such
a general case, which will motivate future investigations,
the KVR model can acquire a weak dependency along
the magnetic field coordinate, say z, as typical of so-
lar flux ropes. We plan to investigate the dynamics of
magnetic helicity in these vortices on macroscopic scales
(in a fluid-like regime) by using larger domains. Addi-
tionally, in future work, we will describe the formation
process of each individual vortex and how the GH so-
lution is achieved over time, while also exploring the
plasma parameter space.

Since the long-lived structures might potentially grow,
our results could be significantly relevant for the compre-
hension of astrophysical plasmas, especially in scenarios
where transient and flare emissions are associated with
the formation of plasmoids during the accretion process,
as observed, for instance, in SgrA* as well as in the
observation of flux tubes in the solar wind and corona
(varying the magnetization o and the plasma [ param-
eters).
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APPENDIX

A. THE NUMERICAL METHOD

Simulations are performed by means of the PIC code
Zeltron, which solves the following system of equations
(Lorentz—Newton + Maxwell’s equations) for particles
and fields evolution:

dr; cu;
== Al
i = (A1)
d’uli da v; X b
- A2
At mgc {H— ] ’ (A2)
V - e=4mp,, (A3)
V-b=0, (A4)
% =—cV X ¢, (A5)
Oe .
a:cv x b—poj. (A6)

The first two equations describe the motion of parti-
cles in the Lagrangian specification and constitute the
characteristic curves along which the Vlasov equation
can be solved. Here, r; and v; are the position and
the proper 3-velocity of the i-th macro-particle (Cerutti
et al. 2013), u; = p; (mac) ! represents its normalized
momentum as measured by an inertial observer at rest
(being p; the particle’s momentum in that frame), and
W; = (1 —v?/c?)~1/2 is the associated Lorentz factor.
The subscript « stands for either protons (p) or elec-

trons (e). Regarding Maxwell’s equations, all quantities
are well-described at the beginning of Sec. 2 in the Let-
ter.

We adopt the geometrized unit system, where the
speed of light ¢, the gravitational constant G, the ele-
mentary charge g., the electron mass m., the Boltzmann
constant kg, and the reduced Planck constant & are set
to unity, whereas the vacuum permittivity g = 1/4x
and the vacuum permeability po = 4.

The code utilizes the Yee algorithm (Yee 1966) to solve
the time-dependent Maxwell’s equations, in which the
different components of the fields are staggered in both
space (on the grid) and time. Zeltron has a second-
order error in space and time, ensuring the magnetic
constraint V - b = 0 to be satisfied at any timestep
of the simulation. All the quantities are expressed
in terms of electron skin depths, ie., de = c/wpe =
cy/me/4mngg? = 1, being the number density at equi-
librium ng = n. = n, = (4r)~ L.

The setup settings of the simulation are described in
the following. We use periodic boundary conditions and
a spatial resolution such that the mesh is Az = Ay =
d./3, employing 10 particles per cell (PPC), namely 5
ions and 5 electrons, with the full mass ratio. Time reso-
lution holds At = 0.45 Az = 0.15d,.. The magnetization
(which determines the available magnetic energy per
particle) o := b3, /4mwy, where the out-of-plane mean
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magnetic field magnitude by, ~ 43 and the enthalpy den-
sity wo := (nymy+neme)c®+e0.+T,0p, with the inter-
nal energy density 0, ~ nokpTn(Iqa—1)"1 and the adia-
batic index ', = 4/3. Since we are in a weakly relativis-
tic regime, the magnetization o is approximately equal
to oM = b3, /Amnympc®. The choice o ~ o5 =1
indicates an equilibrium between magnetic and kinetic
forces, which is typical in astrophysical scenarios such as
black hole winds near accretion disks. Additionally, the
plasma beta is 3, = B. := 8mnokpT, /b2, = 3 x 1073,
where the temperature T, := 0omqc> /kp is chosen to
ensure initial thermal equilibrium between species. We
note that the choice of both ¢ and 3 is crucial for de-
termining the regime of plasma (Ball et al. 2018). The
adimensional temperatures for each species are equal to
0, = 1.5x 1073 and 6. = 2.75, respectively. Such a con-
figuration allows us to largely resolve the Debye plasma
length Ap := \/(meﬂe + my0,)c? [Amnge? ~ 2.35d.. Be-
sides, when the turbulence is fully developed, the ve-
locity distribution of electrons is highly non-thermal,
and their Larmor radius becomes significantly larger due
to huge accelerations, effectively increasing our resolu-
tion. We further define the Alfvénic crossing time as
ta = Lo/va = 7748, hence the Alfvén velocity reads
va:i=cy/o/l4+0==0.71

We impose large-scale, random initial conditions for
the magnetic field power spectrum to achieve a strong
turbulent state. To avoid excessive compressive activ-
ity, no out-of-plane magnetic field fluctuations are pre-

0.55

===+ Time of analysis

"""" Peak of nonlinear activity

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0
ta

Figure 6. Rms of the vertical component of the current
density (black solid line). Dotted (red) and dashed (blue)
lines represent the time of most intense nonlinear activity
and the analysis time, respectively.

scribed at the beginning and no bulk flows or density
perturbations are initiated.

The analysis for our fiducial simulation is carried out
at a time t &~ 3.23 t 4 when the peak of nonlinear activity
has long been reached. Indeed, as shown in Fig. 6, the
rms of the vertical component of the current density
jz = (V x b/4r) - Z experiences an absolute maximum
much earlier, around t =~ 0.62 t 4.

B. THE KINETIC EQUILIBRIUM PRINCIPLE

As discussed in the Letter, in line with the Harris equi-
librium, we consider a particle distribution function with
an exponential dependence on the three invariants, as
represented in Eq. (1). Following this ansatz, the prob-
ability density of finding a particle at a given point in
the phase space can be explicitly written as

m 3/2
fa (’I“, Ur, Vg, Uz):NOa (a)

ma n
Vz
kBTa kBT(x

Ma
2kp5Ta

exp [— (vf-ﬁ-vi—i—vﬁ)—f—

Q()ﬂ}; QaQZ do
oY 4 ol ()=
Y ekpTn Aﬂ+ﬁk3ﬂf’¢“) hﬂ;¢“ﬂ

(B7)

which must satisfy the Maxwell’s equations:

V- E:47re</ fp(r,v)dSU—/ fe(r,'u)d?’v),
Q, Q,

V.B=0,
10B

VxE=—°"_0
x c Ot ’

_ dme 3., 3)
V x B p; (/ vfp(r,v)d’v /Qvfe(r,'u)dv .

(BS)
We point out we are assuming stationarity, i.e. 9/t =
0. Given that the fields depend only on the radial co-
ordinate, thus 9/0¢ = 0/0z = 0, Eq.s (B8) reduce to
three ODEs for the potentials (one for the electric poten-
tial and two for the azimuthal and vertical components
of the vector potential):

Ld (dp\ o
rdr <T dr) 47T€</Qvfpd v /ﬂvfed v),

d (1d(rAg)\  4me / 5 / X
dr (7" dr )_ c < vi"’fpd v viqsfe d*v),
1d dAz _ 4re 3 3

;E <r dr )_ C(/vizfpd v /szfed 'U)-

v

(B9)
By taking the moments of Eq. (1), it is possible to com-
pute the particle density N, (r) = exp[ya(r)], where
Ya(r) is given by Eq. (2), and the bulk velocities



Uaz(r) = v}, and Uae(r) = Q%r. The physical mean-
ing of the free parameters v} and 2} is specified in
Sec. 4 of the leading part of the current work, where
the kinetic model is illustrated. Having these quanti-
ties, the current densities Jyo () = go No (1) Upa(r) and
Joa(7) = qo No(r) U,o(r) are derived straightforwardly.

We observe a small and approximately constant net
charge separation, which we define as

# = Ne(r) = Ni(r) = exp [1e(r)] — exp [, (r)],  (B10)

where k is a constant; hence, the calculation can be
further simplified by assuming V - E = -V =
—4mer. This assumption directly leads to a straight-
forward choice for the electric potential of the form
(1) = ¥(0) + (rex) r?. Due to gauge invariance, we set
all potentials to zero at the vortex axis, i.e., ¥(0) = 0,
A.(0) = 0, and Ag(0) = 0. Introducing the quantity
n(r) = ve(r) — 7,(r), Eq. (B10) becomes

K = exp [7e(r)] — exp [ve(r) — n(r)], (B11)

which immediately yields n(r) = —In {1 — kexp [—7.(7)]}.
The relationship between the exponents 7. (r) and +,(r)
leads to

ap Q; ap
A, A -
(’I“>+ CkBTpr ¢<T) kBTp (T)

*
M SR Ly o L N W (3

2/(51;’2{1}‘}, p 2k‘BTp p CkBTe (B12)
Qe dig Ge Me %2 9
Ay(r)— Q
t o A T v g e T
vl —n(r)
2kpT. e T

where 7(r) is a small function due to the minimal net
charge separation (consistent with quasi-neutrality) and
Cy = In(Ngo). By employing the correspondence be-
tween the exponents at the vortex center, where v,(0) =
7e(0) — 1(0), we derive clear expressions for C}, and C.,
which are then introduced into Eq. (B12). Noticing that
n(r)—n(0) is a negligible term, we perform some algebra
to obtain the following polynomial relation:

Go(r) + LA (r) + C2A¢(?”) r+ §37"2 =0.

A possible solution can be found by setting ¢; = 0 and
2 = 0, from which the conditions shown in Eq. (3)
follow. The latter recall the Harris equilibrium in the
sheet pinch for a non-homogeneous magnetic field in
cylindrical geometry, with an additional condition for
the in-plane azimuthal flow. Under this choice, a simple
relation for the electric potential can be made explicit:

3 o mpQUP T, — meQET,

Y(r) = —C—Or = (mer)r? = 2e(T, ¥ T,)

(B13)

2

(B14)
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After that, we invoke Eq. (B7) in the last two differen-
tial equations of the system (B9) to finally arrive at the
set of governing Eq.s (4)—(7) of the main paper, which
represents the core of the KVR model.

C. DATA-DRIVEN OPTIMIZATION MODEL

The KVR system of equations can be solved through
direct numerical integration using a second-order
Runge-Kutta scheme once the typical bulk electron ve-
locity v} and angular velocity Q) are given, and bound-
ary conditions at each vortex center are applied. For
each coherent structure, we search for this pair of free
parameters by implementing a data-driven, Monte Carlo
numerical technique capable of selecting the best fit for
each vortex, starting from the results of the integration
on a parameter space S given by {v}, Q}.

Inspecting the most representative vortex in Fig. 1-
(b) at a time beyond the maximum of nonlinear activity
(t = 3.23t4), we impose B’ (0) =~ 40.5, By(r)/r|r=0 = 0,
and Ay (r)/r|r=0 = 0 as boundary conditions. As for the
species temperatures (T, T,), we choose the averaged
parallel temperature profiles in the vortex eye, i.e. T, =
T”a, with T”e = 51.8 and T”p = 51.7.

Each long-lived structure is uniquely determined by
the choice of the star parameters v} and ;. Such a
choice has to ensure that the distribution function, once
integrated over the phase space 2, returns the different
fields and momenta in the best possible agreement with
the data. Hence, a Monte Carlo method is performed
over the parameter space &, calculating the discrepan-

Average error

0.0000 100

- 0.0003 1

- 0.00061
% O &
c =
5
- 0.00091
- 0.00121
- 0.00154
0.00 0.10
vy

Figure 7. Average error estimated by considering all the
vortex profiles. The best choice for the free parameters is
highlighted by a (cyan) circle.
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cies between the KVR outputs and the observed profiles
as below.

We span the parameter space by discretizing the do-
main {v}, Qf} € {[-0.2,0.2], [-0.0015,0.0015]}, per-
forming a campaign of reconstructions to minimize the
error

To

eo(vF, Q)= Jo* lgrvr(r) = gsim (1)) dr

fom Gsim (r)?dr ,

(C15)

where gsim is a generic field from the simulation and
gkvR is the reconstructed field from Eq.s (4)—(7). We
minimize for g = [Ay, A, By, BL, Jp, Jzy Ney Ny,
attaining for each of them the associated error ¢,. To
achieve the best possible profiles, we estimate a sin-
gle average over all the fields, namely eq,q(vy, Q) =
£ (vr, 90).

In Fig. 7, we show a zoom of the average error €444,
with its minimum located in the fourth quadrant of the
parameter space (positive v} and negative Q%). The
minimum is placed at v} = 0.09 and Q = —5.30 x 1074,
as indicated by a (cyan) circle.

The resulting parameters are closely re-
lated to the flux tube current density:
for the KVR model we get J*(r) =
qe [0, (Np(r) Q2 — Ne(r) Q) r, (Np(r) vy — Ne(r)vi)],
from which (J3), ~ 1.17 x 1072 and (J}), ~ —2.73 x
1072; for the observed structures in Fig. 1-(b), we mea-
sure (Jy), & 1.27x1072 and (J,), ~ —4.69x1072. Such
an estimate indicates a very good agreement between
the model and the data.

D. MOMENTUM EQUATION AND HIERARCHY
OF FORCES

Computing the moments of the Vlasov-Maxwell sys-
tem, one finds the momentum equation, which, in a sta-
tionary case, reads

V (ppU @U) +V - Py — p.E — J x B =0, (D16)

where p,, represents the total mass density, p. the to-
tal charge density, and Pj, the total pressure tensor.
Employing the continuity equation in the above ex-
pression, recalling the divergence of a symmetric ten-
sor of rank two in cylindrical coordinates, and imposing
U. =0, 3/0¢p = 0/0z = 0, one can decompose Eq.

(D16) along the three cylindrical axes:

m 1 P
po_PmZe7e U¢U¢+<8T(TPT )M> —peE,
r r r (D17)

— (J¢,Bz — JZB¢,) ZO;

-

r

2P,
; <8TPT¢+ ‘¢’> —peBy—(J.B,—J.B,)=0; (D18)

Z :lar(r P,.)—pcE.—(J,By—JyB;)=0. (D19)
Since fhe radial components of currents and magnetic
field are null, the out-of-diagonal terms of the pressure
are negligible, and the main electric field is radial, it
is worth noting that the only nontrivial equation is the
radial one.

r/d.
0 40 80 120 160

Momentum contributions along 7

Vortex eye

0.00 0.25 0.50 0.7
/7o

=1
ot
—
f=
(=]

Figure 8. Components of the momentum equation for the
fluid approximation in the vortex eye.

Establishing a hierarchical order for all the terms ap-
pearing in the radial momentum equation proves helpful
in extracting the critical constituents of such metastable
states. We compute all the quantities of Eq. (D17)
and compare them in Fig. 8. Computing radial aver-
ages for each of them, it is evident that magnetic forces
dominate the dynamics, in fact, a clear ordering can
be inferred: |J;Bjlij£r > |peEr| > [(V - Piot) - 7| >
[V (pm U U)-7|.
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