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Fast magnetosonic waves are one of the two low-frequency plasma modes that can exist in a
neutron star magnetosphere. It was recently realized that these waves may become nonlinear within
the magnetosphere and steepen into some of the strongest shocks in the universe. These shocks, when
in the appropriate parameter regime, may emit GHz radiation in the form of precursor waves. We
present the first global Particle-in-Cell simulations of the nonlinear steepening of fast magnetosonic
waves in a dipolar magnetosphere, and quantitatively demonstrate the strong plasma acceleration
in the upstream of these shocks. In these simulations, we observe the production of precursor waves
in a finite angular range. Using analytic scaling relations, we predict the expected frequency, power,
and duration of this emission. Within a reasonable range of progenitor wave parameters, these
precursor waves can reproduce many aspects of FRB observations.

Introduction.— Magnetars are a class of young neu-
tron stars with super-strong magnetic field, which can
reach 10'° G on the stellar surface [T} 2](we use cgs units
throughout this Letter). The evolution of the strong in-
ternal field is believed to induce starquakes or crustal
displacements that twist up the external field, injecting
energy into the magnetosphere, which eventually powers
the prolific X-ray activities we observe from these ob-
jects [3]. Magnetars may also be promising progenitors
of fast radio bursts (FRBs)—mysterious, millisecond du-
ration radio bursts of cosmological origin. In fact, a si-
multaneous X-ray and radio burst was observed from the
galactic magnetar SGR 193542154 [4] 5], corroborating
this connection. However, a detailed physical mechanism
for such simultaneous emission is still under debate.

Extensive analytic and numerical work has demon-
strated that dynamic activity around magnetars will
inevitably produce energetic fast magnetosonic waves.
These waves can be launched either directly at the stellar
surface through starquakes [6HI0], or further out in the
magnetosphere through mode conversion [ITHI4]. They
can also be generated during cataclysmic stellar col-
lapse [15], or a merger event [16].

A fast wave emitted from near the neutron star ex-
pands spherically, and its amplitude decreases with ra-
dius as d B o 1/r. However, the background dipole mag-
netic field follows By oc 1/13, therefore, § B/Bpg o< 72—
the relative amplitude grows with radius. If the wave
amplitude is large enough, 6B/Bys may become order
unity within the magnetosphere. In the high magneti-
zation limit, the polarization of fast waves is such that
the wave magnetic field 6B is in the plane containing the
wave vector k and the background magnetic field By,
while the wave electric field JE is perpendicular to this
plane. Such a polarization implies that when §B/By,
approaches unity, the wave magnetic field may cancel
with the background magnetic field, potentially leading
to macroscopic £ > B regions. In the MHD limit, such
regions are not permitted, and the wave deforms to pre-

vent ' > B, converting a significant fraction of the wave
energy into plasma bulk motion and forming a shock at
every wavelength [8 [I7, [I8]. These shocks are named
“monster shocks” by [§] due to the enormous Lorentz
factor the upstream flow can reach. Recently, one dimen-
sional kinetic simulations by [19] showed that these mon-
ster shocks can emit coherent precursor waves through
the synchrotron maser instability, producing GHz signals
that may resemble observed FRBs.

So far, existing studies of this monster shock have fo-
cused on the special case of the shock propagating per-
pendicularly to the magnetic field, which is only applica-
ble on the equatorial plane of the magnetosphere. How-
ever, the nature of the shock and the observational conse-
quences depend on the global geometry and field scaling.
This type of problem is well-suited for global multidi-
mensional Particle-in-Cell (PIC) simulations, as demon-
strated by numerous works in the past decade, e.g., [20-
23]. In this Letter, we present the first 2-dimensional
global PIC simulations of the monster shock formation
due to non-linear evolution of fast waves in a dipolar
magnetosphere. For the first time, we demonstrate the
scaling of the upstream Lorentz factor and its evolution in
kinetic simulations with realistic geometry. We also show
the self-consistent structure of the shock globally, and
quantify how this structure affects the precursor wave
production. Finally we estimate the properties of the re-
sulting precursor waves and compare with the properties
of observed FRBs.

Simulation Parameters.— Consider a magnetar with
surface magnetic field B, = B;510'® G and stellar radius
r. ~ 105 cm, producing X-ray bursts with a typical lumi-
nosity L = L410*2 ergs™!. Assuming an X-ray burst is
produced from a fast wave with comparable luminosity,
this wave will become nonlinear when 6 B/Byg ~ 1/2, at
a radius

cm. (1)

Tnl =

B.r3 (L 1/ 1/2,—1/4
; (C) ~ 2.9 x 10° Bi* L,/
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FIG. 1. Global structure of the monster shock from our fiducial simulation with fast wave wavelength A = 0.6rn1 and opgn =
250. The snapshot is taken at time ¢t = 1.6rn1/c. The left panel shows E4r/Bbg niTnl, where Bhg ni is the equatorial magnetic
field at the nonlinear radius. The subsequent three panels show a zoomed-in view of the region within the red box in the left
panel, with colors representing the scaled plasma density nr®/No (where No = np,er® is a constant), the ratio of the electric field
to the magnetic field, and the Lorentz factor of the bulk flow, respectively. In all panels the gray lines are the magnetic field
lines. In the rightmost panel, the blue arrows indicate the direction of the bulk flow, and the arrow lengths are proportional to
the bulk velocity. Click here for a YouTube video of these shocks.

This is the central length scale of our problem. As a
comparison, the light cylinder, where the magnetic field
has to open up otherwise the plasma corotating with the
neutron star would reach the speed of the light, is located
at rLc = cP/(2m) ~ 4.8 x 10° Py cm, where P = Pyls is
the spin period of the neutron star. In fact, as long as
L > 1.4 x 103 Py *B}; ergs™!, the fast wave can become
nonlinear within the light cylinder.

Our simulations are performed in 2D spherical coordi-
nates (r,0) assuming axisymmetry, using our PIC code
Aperture [24]. To capture the shock physics, the sim-
ulations need to resolve both the plasma skin depth
Ap = ¢c/wp = y/mec?/(dmnpge?) and the gyration time
scale wi' = mec/(eByg) at the nonlinear radius. The
ratio of these two scales is the magnetization, which is a
key parameter of this problem:

ng — <wB) ? . (2)
4T npgmec? Wy
We have performed simulations with opg 1 ranging from
160 to 2000, and fast wave wavelengths A from 0.2ry to
rn1. 1o capture the kinetic scale of the shock, we ensure at
least 4 cells per skin depth at the non-linear radius in all
our simulations. A detailed description of the simulation
setup can be found in the Supplemental Material [25].
Results.—  Across a wide range of simulation parame-
ters, we observe the formation of the monster shock near

Obg,nl =

the nonlinear radius r,;. We are able to verify the condi-
tion of shock formation predicted by [I8] (see the Supple-
mental Material for quantitative discussion and demon-
stration). Figure (1| shows the global structure of the
monster shock in our fiducial simulation with wavelength
A = 0.6ry1, opgn = 250, and A\, = 1.6 X 10737, at the
nonlinear radius. As the wave propagates beyond the
nonlinear radius, the wave trough, in which 0By < 0,
significantly reduces the total magnetic field, because it
partially cancels the background magnetic field. This
first happens on the equator, then expands to higher lat-
itudes as the fast wave propagates to larger radii. In this
region (highlighted as a red box in the first panel of Fig-
ure, the wave profile is significantly deformed to avoid
E > B. As aresult, a shock forms at the left edge of this
region. In the upstream of this shock, the plasma bulk
motion is accelerated in the E x B direction, reaching
high Lorentz factors.

To see features of the shock more clearly, Figure [2]
shows a one-dimensional slice along the equator in the
same fiducial simulation as in Figure[I] taken at the same
simulation time. The wave trough, as shown in By, is
significantly deformed and flattened out. In this region,
E =~ B =~ Bygy/2, and the bulk flow accelerates almost
linearly towards the —# direction, reaching a Lorentz
factor of more than 20. Because the plasma is frozen
into the magnetic field, the density also drops to half the
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FIG. 2. Structure of the shock on the equatorial plane in
our fiducial simulation at the same time as in Figure [I] The
top panel shows Bg/Bpg,u and Eg/Bpgn. The middle panel
shows the radial component of the average plasma momentum
(pr). The third panel shows the scaled plasma density nr> /N
and the horizontal dashed line indicates the value of Ny. The
red dashed line marks the location of the shock.

background value [8]. On the equatorial plane, the to-
tal magnetic field (in the 0 direction) is perpendicular to
the bulk flow direction and the shock normal (both in
the 7 direction); the resulting shock is a so-called per-
pendicular shock. In the shock transition region, two
prominent solitons can be seen in all panels of Figure
2 at r = 1.35ry and 1.33r,; and as the striped feature
extending to higher latitudes in the density panel of Fig-
ure [} The center of the leading soliton is indicated by
the red dashed line in Figure [2|and conventionally marks
the shock front. Such solitons are characteristic of quasi-
perpendicular collisionless shocks [26, 27]. The cavity
formed by the two solitons produce precursor waves that
are transmitted into the upstream [28] [29], shown as the
fluctuations with £ > B both in the top panel of Fig-
ure [2] and the third panel of Figure[l] To the left of the
solitons, the plasma goes through further phase space
mixing, heats up, and transitions into the downstream
flow. We have checked that the shock jump condition is
consistent with MHD theory in the no-cooling regime.

In an analytic calculation of monster shocks in the
MHD framework, [§] demonstrated that the plasma will
be linearly accelerated to bulk Lorentz factors propor-
tional to the background magnetization and the fast wave
wavelength. On the equatorial plane, the bulk Lorentz
factor will evolve as a function of position:

n )\ n 4 . n 2
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2 rp \ 1 r

Y. ~ attains a maximum value of
0.81 Ubg,nl)\/(?n—rnl)a at r = 1.15Tn1.
To test whether the kinetic shock obeys the MHD scal-
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FIG. 3. The top panel shows the scaling of the maximum up-
stream Lorentz factor ymax on the equatorial plane with the
background magnetization at the nonlinear radius opg,n. We
divide the measured ymax by the fast wave wavelength A\. The
resulting scaling relation is linear: Ymax/A  obgni. The bot-
tom panel shows v, as a function of position for simulations
with different values of opg n1, as well as the theoretically pre-
dicted curve, Equation . For better comparison purposes,
the curves are normalized by their own maximum value Ymax.

ing relation and evolution, we perform a series of simula-
tions with varying opg 1 and A. We measure ,, upstream
of the shock where the linear acceleration zone ends, and
record the maximum value 7, attains over the history as
Ymax- The top panel of Figure [3| shows that ~yax/A de-
pends linearly on oy,g 11, as predicted by MHD. However,
we measured a slightly larger prefactor, so the resulting
scaling relation is

Obe.n A
Yinax & 1.3 22 <> . (4)

2 Tnl

In other words, the bulk acceleration is even more effi-
cient than predicted by [§]. The bottom panel of Fig-
ure (3| shows -, as a function of position for three dif-
ferent simulations, normalized by their own maximum
value. We see that the evolution of -, in our simulations
agrees well with the theoretical prediction, especially dur-
ing early stages of the shock propagation. At late stages,
the measured =, decreases with r slower than the the-
oretical prediction, closer to 1/r3. This may depend on
the background magnetization opg n1, as Equation (3) was
derived for extremely high opg 1.

Away from the equatorial plane, the plasma flow is
no longer perpendicular to the shock. The upstream ve-
locity is dominated by the E x B drift, which develops
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FIG. 4. The ratio of the total electric field to the total magnetic field for simulations with several different wavelengths. The
fluctuating region with £ > B that occurs in the first full period of the fast wave is the precursor wave. The orange dashed
lines mark the latitudes where the shock becomes parallel, namely, the magnetic field is parallel to the shock normal. From left
to right, these latitudes are £23°, £18°, £14°, +£9°, and £7° respectively. Subsequent shocks become modified due to heating
of the plasma from the first shock, and F > B regions show up at higher latitudes due to plasma flowing towards the equator.

The snapshots are all taken at the same time t = 2ry1/c.

an increasing 0 component at higher latitudes, as shown
in the rightmost panel of Figure Therefore, the up-
stream flow at high latitudes is oblique with respect to
the shock normal. Interestingly, our simulations demon-
strate that the scaling of the maximum upstream Lorentz
factor still depends linearly on the background magneti-
zation. This flow also directs plasma from higher lati-
tudes towards the equator, increasing the density in the
equatorial plane while decreasing the density at higher
latitudes. Consequently the density at high latitudes
may decrease enough to no longer prevent £ > B in
subsequent shocks (see discussion in the Supplemental
Materials).

Another important factor that determines the shock
properties is the magnetic obliquity, defined as the angle
between the magnetic field and the shock normal in the
upstream rest frame [30]. The orientation of the mag-
netic field with respect to the shock generally depends
on the reference frame. However, when the magnetic
field is parallel to the shock normal, an arbitrary Lorentz
transformation does not change this angle, therefore we
can directly identify a parallel shock in our simulation
frame. For all of our simulations, we do see that the
shock becomes parallel at sufficiently high latitudes. We
measured the latitudes +¢| where the shock becomes par-
allel, and found that the value does not evolve much over
time after the shock has formed; it has a strong depen-
dence only on the fast wave wavelength A. The results
are shown in Figure [df We found that within the equa-
torial region bounded by the critical latitudes £/, the
upstream drifts inward toward the shock; at higher lati-
tudes beyond 4-¢)|, the upstream drifts outward and the

shock is catching up with the upstream flow instead.

Figure [4] also shows that the shape of the shock front
depends on the fast wave wavelength A\. The shock front
can be visualized as the region separating the upstream,
where E ~ B from the downstream, where E/B < 1.
When M\ < ry, the shock front is approximately spheri-
cal. However, as A approaches ry), the shock front gets
deformed from a spherical shape: the equatorial section
lags behind the segments at higher latitudes. The effect
is most extreme for the run with A = r,;. We discuss the
reason behind this in the End Matter.

As an important feature of magnetized shocks, the for-
mation of precursor waves is dependent on the magnetic
obliquity. Figure [4] shows that the region with precursor
wave production is around the equator, roughly bounded
by the latitudes where the shock becomes parallel. This
suggests that precursor waves are most efficiently pro-
duced at quasi-perpendicular shocks, when the upstream
is accelerated towards the shock. They are suppressed
when the shock becomes parallel. We further discuss a
few kinematic considerations that affect the appearance
of the precursor waves in the End Matter.

Astrophysical Implications.— Our global kinetic sim-
ulations have shown that the monster shock can in-
deed emit a coherent precursor wave, and this may
be a promising mechanism for FRBs [19]. For a typ-

ical fast wave of luminosity L = L410*2ergs™! and
frequency w = ws10*rads™! launched from a magne-
tar of surface magnetic field B, = Bi510'° G, we es-

timate the peak frequency of the radio emission when
the shock has just formed beyond the nonlinear radius
to be Vpeak(rn1) ~ O.22Bllé2L221/4M6P071w4 GHz, and



the peak luminosity of the radio waves is Lg(rn) ~
5.4 x 1037 B2 L3 w;  ergs™! (see the End Matter for
the detailed calculations). Afterwards, vpeak () increases
with 7 linearly, but the luminosity quickly decreases
with radius as Lp o 75, so most of the radio emis-
sion is produced between r, < r < 3ry. The dura-
tion of the observed radio emission is Atgps ~ 0.5w21 ms
if we only consider the first shock, but the subsequent
shocks could continue to emit and produce substruc-
tures in the observed bursts similar to those seen in some
FRBs [31]. We thus conclude that with appropriate pa-
rameters, the monster shock is promising to produce ob-
served FRBs, especially the one from the Galactic mag-
netar SGR 1935+2154. The shock will also produce a
multiwavelength counterpart from incoherent radiation
in the downstream. This emission is discussed in the end
matter.

Conclusion.— We have carried out the first 2D global
PIC simulations of monster shock formation due to non-
linear steepening of fast waves in neutron star magneto-
spheres. We confirmed efficient conversion of electromag-
netic energy into plasma kinetic energy: the maximum
upstream Lorentz factor is indeed linearly proportional to
the background magnetization and the fast wave wave-
length. We observed the production of precursor waves
from the monster shock and measured its angular range.
We found that with typical magnetar parameters, the
monster shock can be a promising mechanism for some
FRBs, especially the ones from the Galactic magnetar
SGR 1935+2154. However, more study is needed to in-
vestigate whether these radio waves can escape from the
magnetosphere. We are also in need of a systematic study
of precursor waves emitted from shocks of general mag-
netic obliquity to obtain more precise predictions of the
radio spectra and polarization away from the magnetic
equator.
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END MATTER

2D shock structure.— We can understand the trend
of the shock shape shown in Figure [4] based on the fol-
lowing considerations. As has been shown by [§], the
fast wave becomes nonlinear and forms a shock first on
the equator. Then, the higher latitude portion of the
wave forms a shock at larger radii. The shape of the
shock front is then determined by both the location where
it forms, as well as its speed. The latter depends on
the local upstream magnetization. In our simulations,
the upstream magnetization on the equator can be ex-
pressed using the lab-frame-measured magnetic field B
and density n as o, = B?/(4mnym.c?). Just beyond the
nonlinear radius, we have B ~ Byg/2, n ~ npg/2, and
Y~ Ymax ~ 1.3(0bgn1/2m)(A/a1) according to Equa-
tion (4)), so

Obg,nl TTnl
—_— N 5
vman 13N (5)

Oq ™~

Interestingly, this does not depend on oyg. It is known
from MHD theory that when o, > 1, the shock Lorentz
factor in the downstream frame is vg,jq ~ /0. In the
lab frame, the plasma in the downstream is moving non-
relativistically, so the shock speed in the lab frame is
Ysh ~ Yshjd ~ /0w When o, > 1. We can immediately
see that -, decreases with increasing fast wave wave-
length A. As X approaches ry, the upstream magnetiza-
tion o, drops towards order unity, and the shock speed
becomes significantly less than the speed of light. There-
fore, the equatorial shock propagates slower than the un-
shocked wave at higher latitudes. When the latter also
forms a shock at a larger radius, the equatorial shock
is already lagging behind, producing the concave shock
shape seen in the right panels of Figure [4]

The reason why the shock becomes parallel at smaller
latitudes as A decreases is now twofold. Firstly, the con-
cave shock shape makes the shock normal point toward
the equator at small latitudes. Secondly, the upstream
plasma drifts toward the equator, bringing in the back-
ground magnetic field with it—an effect that becomes
more prominent when the upstream magnetization is re-
duced and the plasma inertia becomes significant. In
the other limit when A < 7y, o, > 1 is satisfied and
the shock propagates at a highly relativistic speed. The
equatorial shock does not significantly lag behind the un-
shocked wave at higher latitudes, and the resulting shock
surface approaches the spherical limit. In this case, the
deformation of the upstream magnetic field due to plasma
drift is also negligible, therefore the shock becomes paral-
lel when the upstream magnetic field is purely radial, at
a polar angle of § = sin~' (2/V/5) ~ 63° [§], or a latitude
of ¢ =~ 27°. This is independent of the angular profile of
the original fast wave.

There are a few kinematic considerations that affect
the appearance of the precursor waves in this global set-

ting. The precursor waves are likely emitted from the
shock surface with a range of wave vector k. How-
ever, only the waves emitted within an opening angle
of ~ 1/vs, around the local shock normal may outrun
the shock. For relatively slowly moving shocks at large
fast wave wavelength A, this opening angle can be of or-
der unity, therefore the precursor waves may be able to
extend beyond the ¢ bound. In addition, the length of
the precursor wave train in the lab frame depends on
the Lorentz factor of the shock ~g,. If the duration of
the precursor wave emission is At, then the wave train
length in the lab frame is Al ~ cAt/VSQh in the regime
Ysh > 1. This is reflected in Figure [f] as the precursor
wave is barely visible in the A\ = 0.2r, case.

Application to astrophysical FRBs.— We consider a
fast wave with a luminosity of L = Ly10*2ergs™!, to
be consistent with typical magnetar X-ray bursts. Its
frequency is determined by the underlying starquake, on
the order of w = ws10*rads™" [6]. Suppose the mag-
netar has a surface magnetic field strength of B, =
B1510" G and a spin period of P = Pyls. We esti-
mate the plasma density at the stellar surface to be n, ~
Mngy = 6.9x10" BisMgP; 'em™? where M = Mg 10°
is the pair multiplicity and ngy = B./ecP = 6.9 X
103 By5 Py cm™3 is the Goldreich Julian density [32] at
the stellar surface. These parameters and Equation

imply a nonlinear radius of r, ~ 2.9 x 108 Bl/QL_l/4
and the ratio of the fast wave wavelength to the nonhnear
radius is:

A~ 6.5 x 1072 By 2L w; . (6)

The background magnetization at the non-linear radius
is then:

Bb

g,nl 7 1/2 3/43 r—1

——— =5.7x10" By, Mg " Py.

AT Mg n1MeC Liz Mg~ Fo
(7)

Using Equation , the maximum value that the up-
stream Lorentz factor will attain is

Obg,nl =

Ymax ~ 7.7 % 10° By Lyg Mg ' Powy t. (8)

This happens just slightly past the nonlinear radius
where the shock first forms. The upstream magnetiza-
tion is reduced to, according to Equation ,

ou(rm) ~ mra/(13X) ~ 37 BM2L o Yws. (9)

For definiteness, we estimate the properties of the ex-
pected radio emission at the magnetic equator, since the
obliquity of the shock makes the prediction about pre-
cursor wave emission much more difficult elsewhere. Ac-
cording to [29], the low frequency cutoff of the precursor
wave in the downstream frame is weytof = Vsh|dWp
Vouwp, and the peak frequency is wpeak ~ 3Weutoft,

= y/4mne?/m.~ is the proper plasma frequency

where w,,



of the upstream measured in the downstream frame.
When the shock first forms, the upstream Lorentz fac-
tor reaches its maximum, v & Yyax, the magnetic field,
density, and magnetization reduce to half their back-
ground value. Combining these, the cutoff frequency
immediately after the shock forms is weutor =~ 4.7 X
108 B{/? Ly * Mg Py 'wyrad s

sor wave spectrum will peak near:

Therefore, the precur-

Wpeak (Tnl)

S A 0.22 Bi*L/* MsP; \wy GHz.

(10)
The precursor wave efficiency, defined as the fraction of
the total incoming energy entering the shock that is chan-
neled into the precursor waves, is f ~ 2x1072 /o, [29]. In
our case, the precursor wave luminosity when the shock
first forms just beyond 7y is:

Vpeak (rnl) =

Lg(ra) ~ fL ~5.4 x 1037Bf51/2Lié4w11 ergs™!. (11)

With appropriate parameters, the precursor wave fre-
quency and luminosity can be consistent with observed
FRBs, especially FRB 200428 from the galactic magnetar
SGR 1935+2154. FRB 200428 was detected by CHIME,
with an energy emitted in the 400-800-MHz band of
3 x 103* erg and a peak luminosity of 7 x 1036 ergs~! [].
It was also detected by STARE2 in the 1.281—1.468 GHz
band, with an isotropic equivalent energy release of
2.2x10% erg and a full-width at half-maximum (FWHM)
temporal width of ~ 0.6ms, suggesting a luminosity
~ 4 x 1038 ergs™! [5]. Since SGR 1935+2154 has a sur-
face magnetic field of By ~ 0.2 and a period Py = 3.2,
we can see that vpeax(rn) would be around 1.4 GHz if
we take Mg ~ 45, wy ~ 1 and Lyo ~ 1; these parameters
would give Lg(rn) ~ 103 ergs™!, consistent with obser-
vations obtained by CHIME and STARE2. FRB 200428
was also accompanied by an X-ray burst, with a duration
of ~ 0.6 s, superimposed by spikes coincident with the
radio bursts. The energy released in the X-ray burst is
~ 100 ergs—!, consistent with our choice of a fast wave
luminosity of Lo ~ 1 [33H35].

As the shock propagates to larger radii, the upstream
Lorentz factor evolves as v ~ Ymax(r/rn1) ~# according to
Equation , and the upstream magnetic field is kept
at Bup = Bpg/2 r~3, while the density remains as
n = Npg/2 x r~3, therefore, the upstream magnetiza-
tion evolves as o, (r) o< r. The upstream proper plasma
frequency evolves as w, x +/n/vy o« +/r. This results
in the peak frequency of the precursor wave increasing
with radius: wpeak ~ 3y/ouwp o r. However, the lu-
minosity of the precursor waves quickly drops with ra-
dius: the total incoming power entering the shock front
is L, ~r?cB2, o< r~*, therefore, L ~ fL, o< r~°. The
luminosity of the precursor waves reduces to less than
0.5% of its peak value Lg(ry1) when the shock has prop-
agated to a radius of r = 3ry. All of the radio emission
is effectively produced between r,; < r < 3ry.

We also estimate the duration of the observed precur-
sor wave emission. We take the duration of the emission
as At ~ 2ry/c, and the shock Lorentz factor is approx-
imately vsp ~ /0w (1) (a lower bound), so we get the
observed duration Atgps ~ At/'yszh ~ 0.5w21 ms (an up-
per bound). This is shorter than typical FRBs. However,
here we only considered the first shock launched in the
first wavelength of the fast wave. The subsequent wave-
lengths of the fast wave can also launch shocks when
they become nonlinear; the downstream of the previous
shock will become the upstream of the next shock. Al-
though the precursor wave emission can be suppressed
when the upstream plasma is relativistically hot [36], if
the cooling of the plasma is efficient (e.g., through in-
coherent synchrotron radiation), the subsequent shocks
could have a sufficiently cold upstream that allows pre-
cursor wave emission. The total energetics and duration
of the observed radio emission will then be determined
by the full fast wave train, and the individual shocks
may produce substructures in the observed bursts, on a
time scale of 0t ~ A/c ~ 0.6w; 'ms. This time scale
may correspond to the observed substructure in some
bursts [31], B7]. Since our simulations do not include any
cooling processes, we cannot properly model the behavior
of subsequent shocks. We leave this to future studies.

The monster shock scenario may not be able to ac-
count for the very bright cosmological FRBs. For ex-
ample, the bright FRB 20220610A has a luminosity
Lr ~ 10" ergs™! [38]. This would require a fast wave
with luminosity L ~ 10%*® ergs™!, which would become
nonlinear at a radius r, ~ 9.3 x 10°cm. Such a level
of energy release in the highly magnetic compact region
close to the magnetar would lead to copious pair produc-
tion and the plasma would quickly become an optically
thick fireball, similar to the giant flares [39]. It is ques-
tionable whether any radio waves can be produced or
escape from such an environment. Alternative explana-
tions for these bright FRBs are still needed.

The monster shock can also produce incoherent radi-
ation in other wavelengths. Immediately downstream
of the shock, the energetic particles entering from the
upstream start to gyrate in the compressed magnetic
field and produce synchrotron/curvature radiation. If we
adopt the naive synchrotron formula, we get the max-
imum photon energy FEgn = 3hy2,.eBug/(4mmec) ~
0.4 Bl_;/QLi;MMgQPO%u;Z TeV. Note that this energy is
comparable to Ymaxmec?, indicating that the synchrotron
emission likely proceeds in the quantum regime, where
the particle will quickly give most of its energy to one
single photon. The gamma ray photons at this energy
can already produce pairs through magnetic pair pro-
duction, increasing the downstream plasma density. A
more careful radiative transfer calculation is required to
compute the detailed pair yield and the resulting X-ray
spectrum, and will be deferred to a future work.



SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL

Simulation setup

We use the GPU-accelerated PIC code Aperture de-
signed for studying relativistic plasmas around compact
objects [40]. The code solves the Maxwell-Vlasov system
using the standard Particle-in-Cell algorithm on a spher-
ical grid with logarithmic spacing in the r direction. The
electromagnetic field is interpolated to the particle posi-
tion using a first order spline, then used to update the
particle momenta using the Vay pusher [41]. The motion
of the particle is used to deposit a current density onto
the grid with a first order shape function using a modified
Esirkepov method that conserves charge [42] [43]. Finally,
the current is used to update the electromagnetic fields
using a fully explicit second order scheme based on the
integral version of the Maxwell equations, similar to [44].
The code has been successfully applied to perform global
simulations of the neutron star magnetosphere in multi-
ple works in the past decade [20] 45H47].

The simulations described in this work begin with a
non-rotating, unperturbed dipolar magnetosphere filled
with a cold pair plasma whose number density is n,g =
No/r3, where Ny is a constant. This is achieved by
setting a radius-dependent weight on each particle, but
maintaining a constant number of particles per cell
through out the simulation domain. We typically have
12 particles per cell in the initial plasma. Beyond this
initial background plasma, no additional pairs are added
throughout the simulation. The inner boundary of our
simulation domain is located at rog = 0.4r,, where 7
is the radius at which the fast wave becomes nonlinear,
namely 6 B/Byg ~ 1/2. The nonlinear radius 7, is a nat-
ural length unit of the problem. Since the fast wave prop-
agation is linear up to ry, we choose the inner bound-
ary 1o = 0.4ry to focus our attention on the dynamics
near the nonlinear radius. At rq, the boundary condition
for particles is such that any particles crossing the inner
boundary are absorbed. Such a boundary condition has
no effect on the behavior of the fast wave at the nonlinear
radius. Fast waves are launched into the magnetosphere
by imposing an oscillating toroidal electric field Ey at the
inner boundary of the simulation domain, r = rq:

Ey(ro,0,t) = Ey sinfsin(wt), (12)

where 6 is the spherical polar angle, and w is the angular
frequency of the fast wave. Such waves can be produced
either directly from the starquakes [8HI0] or through the
spontaneous conversion of Alfvén waves in the inner mag-
netosphere [TTHI4]. At a radius 79 = 0.4y > 7. (see
Equation [1| for typical values), the waves are already
propagating as asymptotic spherical waves, agnostic of
the launching mechanisms. The sin @ profile is chosen
as it represents the lowest (dipole) order in the radia-
tion multipole expansion [48], and it also conveniently

avoids any pathological behavior near the axis. We sim-
ulated fast waves with wavelength A = 27¢/w ranging
from 0.2ry,; to ry. The outer boundary is chosen near
r1 ~ 4.7ry. We apply an open boundary condition at
this radius, but since we typically terminate our simu-
lations before the fast wave reaches the outer boundary,
the exact boundary condition implementation does not
play a significant role.

To properly capture the shock physics, the simulations
need to resolve both the plasma skin depth A\, = ¢/w, =

mec?/(dmnpge?) and the gyration time scale wp' =
mec/(eBrg) at the nonlinear radius. The ratio of these
two scales is the magnetization, which is a key parameter

of this problem:
Bl2>g _ <WB > 2 (13)

Obg,nl =
& 4T npgMmec? wp

In our simulations, we typically choose A, ~ 2 x 1073 ry
by adjusting the normalization constant Ny, and we have
performed simulations with opg 1 ranging from 160 to
2000. Our grid resolution ranges from 6144 x 8192 to
12288 x 16384, uniformly spaced in Inr and 6. These
resolutions ensure that we have at least 4 cells per skin
depth at the non-linear radius.

Condition for shock development

Monster shocks behave according to MHD in a suffi-
ciently dense plasma. In the vacuum limit however, the
wave should not deform, and instead propagate as a vac-
uum electromagnetic wave. [I§] studied the regime in
which the steepening of fast waves transitions from be-
ing well described by MHD to a regime where it is not.
It was found that as long as the magnetosphere satisfies
(in a dipole background field)

n = wyra/cwp 2 10, (14)

the plasma behaves like in MHD and the wave steepens
into a shock. The reason for this criterion is that Ey is
reduced by a toroidal current jg, which is produced by
the accelerated upstream plasma. As the plasma is ac-
celerated in the —7 direction, the positive and negative
charges are accelerated to +$ and —¢E directions respec-
tively, providing a toroidal current. Since the toroidal
velocities asymptote to ~ +0.1¢, a high enough upstream
plasma density is required to provide enough j4 to screen
the wave electric field, leading to Equation

We test this prediction using simulations with several
different values of 7. Figure [5| shows the electric and
magnetic field shortly after the wave becomes non-linear
for simulations with different values of 1. In the case
of n = 25, the fast wave steepens and a shock forms.
With the exception of the early stages of the precursor
wave, E > B is prevented as [I8] predicted. For the
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FIG. 5. Snapshots of the electric and magnetic fields from

three simulations with different n parameters, demonstrating
different regimes of wave deformation. Each snapshot is taken
at the timestep ¢ = 1.1ry/c. All three simulations have the
same background magnetic field and wavelength. The only
variable that changes is the plasma density. The top panel
shows 77 = 6 to demonstrate the regime in which we do not
expect E£ > B to be successfully prevented. The center panel
shows 1 = 12.5 which is close to the threshold necessary to
prevent £ > B. The bottom panel shows n = 25 in which
E > B is completely prevented with the exception of the
precursor wave.

boundary case, n = 12.5, E > B is almost completely
prevented in the upstream region, but the shock barely
forms. In the case of n < 10, F > B occurs, violat-
ing the MHD assumption. The wave has only deformed
slightly and a shock has not formed. In the region of
E > B, the plasma is accelerated to very high Lorentz
factors, similar to the upstream of a monster shock. The
simulations with the highest value of opgn in Figure |§|
are the only two simulations where we see £ > B occur-
ring. Despite not forming a monster shock, the plasma
Lorentz factor resulting from the E' > B region still fol-
lows the same ymax < ¢ scaling. For the magnetar and
fast wave parameters as discussed in the main text, we
have n = 1.2x 10° B}/*L;/* Mg P;" which is well within
the MHD regime.

We discussed previously the formation of regions with
E > B in Figure [4] at higher latitudes for later wave-
lengths. This is because the plasma bulk velocity at these
locations is directed toward the equator, increasing the
density near the equator while reducing the density at
higher latitudes. As a result, the n parameter drops be-
low 10 in the high latitude regions, and E > B can no
longer be prevented. Our simulations did not include any
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FIG. 6. The maximum value that the upstream bulk Lorentz
factor attains at several different poloidal angles. The wave-
length is constant at A = 0.4ry for all simulations, but we
still divide ymax by A. Consequently, each red marker in this
figure corresponds to a point in Figure Distinct simulations
are indicated by distinct markers styles, while colors are con-
sistent with distinct angles. The only simulation that does
not satisfy MHD is plotted as triangles.

pair production, though. In a realistic magnetar magne-
tosphere, such macroscopic regions of £ > B could lead
to particle acceleration and copious pair production, so
that condition could be maintained and E would
remain less than B.

Scaling of the upstream Lorentz factor away from
the equator

We also study the scaling of the upstream Lorentz
factor outside of the equatorial plane. To demonstrate
this, we measure the maximum value that the upstream
Lorentz factor attains at different poloidal angles for sev-
eral different simulations. The simulations we consider
span a range of values of 7, primarily focusing on the
regime where MHD is satisfied. Note that for different
polar angles, the radius where the fast wave first becomes
nonlinear is different. We write the angular dependent
nonlinear radius as m,1(6). To be consistent with the rest
of the text, we continue to normalize everything to the
nonlinear radius in the equatorial plane 7y ¢q and any
value not restricted to the equatorial plane will be explic-
itly written as a function of . Before the wave deforms,
the wave magnetic field at the wave trough is given by
By (0) = —(Bnl,eq/2)(Tn1,eq/7) sin 60 and the electric field
is given by Ey(0) = (Bul.eq/2)(Tnl,eq/r) sinf ¢. The total



magnetic field is then

ButeqTs 2 )
B(@)W<2cosof+<12’; Sin9> 9).
r Tnl,eq

(15)
Taking E(0)? — B(#)? = 0 and solving for the radius as
a function of  gives the non-linear surface

|4 — 3sin? 6
'rn](9> = Tnl’eq SH1729 (16)

Figure [f] shows the maximum value of the upstream
Lorentz factor ymax(0) as a function of the magnetization
at the non-linear radius for the corresponding poloidal
angle abg,nl(H). Individual simulations are indicated by
distinct markers. For a fixed poloidal angle, Ymax(6) de-
pends linearly on opg ni(6).

Limitations and Outlook

Monster shocks are a natural consequence of a dy-
namic magnetosphere and can produce coherent radio
emission. Consequently they have recently been stud-
ied in detail in 1D [19]. However, this is fundamentally
a multi-dimensional problem, resulting in a shock with
non-trivial global structure that will affect the overall
properties of both the precursor emission, and the shock
propagation. This paper examined the formation of the
monster shock in a realistic background magnetic field
configuration, and showed the latitude dependence of the
shock structure. In particular, using a realistic dipolar
background magnetic field as well as adopting the cor-
rect spherical geometry allowed us to directly measure
e.g. the evolution of upstream Lorentz factor over time,
which is crucial for predicting the properties of precursor
waves.

Since the main improvement of our model over pre-
vious 1D studies is the inclusion of dipole background
field and spherical wave propagation, we expect similar
conclusions to hold when going from 2D axisymmetry
to full 3D. This is because as long as the fast wave is

generated close to the star, regardless of the mechanism,
after spherical propagation to the nonlinear radius 7y
the wave vector becomes approximately radial. Addi-
tionally, when the size of the emitting region is smaller
than the wavelength, classical radiation multipole expan-
sion applies and the wave profile at large distances is
dominated by the dipole component considered in this
paper. 3D simulations reported by [49] indeed showed
that the waves launched from a small region on the stel-
lar surface behave in a similar way as their axisymmetric
counterparts except near the boundaries of the wave pro-
file. Future 3D global simulations of the monster shock
may be able to study the polarization of the precursor
emission, especially its dependence on the viewing angle.

Another important physical process neglected in these
simulations is strong radiative cooling and the result-
ing pair production. As mentioned above, the photons
produced from synchrotron cooling of the shock heated
plasma can produce pairs. Because monster shocks from
kHz waves are highly relativistic, the pairs produced in
the downstream will not be able to catch the shock. How-
ever, these pairs can increase the plasma density down-
stream of the shock, and affect the evolution of the later
part of the fast wave train. Moreover, strong cooling will
affect the structure of the solitons and consequently af-
fect the precursor emission. Recent simulations have sug-
gested that this may result in more narrow band emission
about the peak frequency, strengthening the association
with FRBs [50]. However a detailed study of the pre-
cursor emission from monster shocks in the presence of
strong cooling is necessary but outside of the scope of this
paper. In addition, strong cooling will become significant
for later wavelengths in the fast wave wave train. With
strong cooling, subsequent wavelengths will encounter a
cold plasma and shock, similar to the first wavelength.
However the density will be significantly increased from
pair production and the plasma that flows in from higher
latitudes after the earlier shocks pass through. This will
reduce the background magnetization and increase the
plasma frequency, significantly effecting the multiwave-
length emission of each successive shock.
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