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Abstract

Earth’s magnetosphere hosts a wide range of collisionless particle populations that interact through various wave-
particle processes. Among these, cold electrons, with energies below 100 eV, often dominate the plasma density
but remain poorly characterized due to measurement challenges such as spacecraft charging and photoelectron
contamination. Understanding the contribution of these cold populations to wave-particle interaction is of
significant interest. Recent kinetic simulations identified a secondary drift-driven instability in which parallel-
propagating whistler-mode chorus waves excite oblique electrostatic whistler waves near the resonance cone and
Bernstein-mode turbulence. These secondary modes enable a new channel of energy transfer from the parallel-
propagating whistler wave to the cold electrons. In this work, we develop a moment-based quasilinear theory of
the secondary instabilities to quantify such energy exchange. Our results show that these secondary instabilities
persist for a wide range of parameters and, in many cases, lead to nearly complete damping of the primary
wave. Such secondary instability might limit the amplitude of parallel-propagating whistler waves in Earth’s
magnetosphere and might explain why high-amplitude oblique whistler or electron Bernstein waves are rarely
observed simultaneously with high-amplitude field-aligned whistler waves in the inner magnetosphere.
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1. Introduction

Whistler-mode chorus waves are naturally occurring coherent emissions observed in Earth’s magnetosphere,
typically appearing in two distinct frequency bands: above and below half of the local electron cyclotron fre-
quency [1, 2]. Chorus waves play a crucial role in the dynamics of Earth’s magnetosphere by locally accelerating
and scattering energetic electrons through wave-particle interactions. These processes can lead to rapid precip-
itation and loss of radiation belt electrons into the atmosphere [3, 4]. Beyond Earth’s magnetosphere, whistler
waves are also found in the solar wind [5] and other planet magnetospheres, including Mars [6], Jupiter [7], and
Saturn [8], demonstrating their relevance across diverse space plasma environments.

Chorus waves near the geomagnetic equator primarily propagate parallel to the background magnetic field
(also referred to as field-aligned). They are mainly driven by anisotropic keV-energy electrons, which have a
higher perpendicular than parallel temperature [9, 10]. At mid to high magnetic latitudes, chorus waves are
predominantly oblique due to propagation effects, including quasi-electrostatic modes near the resonance cone
angle, and are typically observed during quiet to moderately disturbed geomagnetic conditions [11–13]. These
highly oblique waves can scatter electrons more efficiently and resonate with a much broader spectrum of energies
and pitch angles in comparison to parallel-propagating waves [14–16]. Upper band oblique waves are proposed
to be generated by cyclotron resonance with anisotropic low parallel beta (warm) electrons [17–20]. Highly
oblique lower-band chorus waves, near the resonance cone, are also observed near the geomagnetic equator [21],
and their dominant local generation mechanisms remain a topic of active debate. Some competing hypotheses
have been proposed, including Landau resonance with parallel electron beams in the keV [14, 22] and 100 eV [23]
energy ranges, cyclotron resonance with anisotropic keV electrons along with a plateau at approximately 100 eV
in the parallel velocity distribution [23], as well as nonlinear three-wave interactions, wherein a quasi-parallel

∗Corresponding author
Email address: oissan@ucsd.edu (Opal Issan)

1

ar
X

iv
:2

51
2.

03
26

9v
1 

 [
ph

ys
ic

s.
pl

as
m

-p
h]

  2
 D

ec
 2

02
5

https://arxiv.org/abs/2512.03269v1


lower-band chorus wave couples with a mildly oblique upper-band wave to generate a highly oblique lower-band
wave [24, 25].

Recently, Roytershteyn and Delzanno [26] proposed a new mechanism for generating highly oblique chorus
waves via a secondary drift-driven instability of field-aligned chorus in the presence of cold electrons. Here,
cold refers to energies below 100 eV, corresponding to the “hidden” particle populations, which remain poorly
understood in the magnetosphere due to spacecraft charging and measurement contamination from photoelec-
trons with similar energies [27]. Roytershteyn and Delzanno [26] showed that the oscillating electric field of
parallel-propagating chorus waves induces a polarization drift between cold electrons and ions, which can excite
secondary electrostatic modes [28]. These include electrostatic oblique whistler modes near the resonance cone
at frequencies similar to the primary field-aligned wave, along with short-wavelength perpendicular electron
Bernstein electrostatic modes similar to electron cyclotron drift driven instability (ECDI) [29]. The resulting
secondary modes lead to the heating of the cold electrons and contribute to substantial damping of the primary
field-aligned chorus wave. Li et al. [23] attribute plateau and beam-like electron features observed in conjunction
with lower-band oblique chorus as their generation source. In contrast, Roytershteyn et al. [30] reverse this
causal link: secondary oblique waves lead to the formation of a plateau at (cold and warm electron) energies
near the Landau resonance. This mechanism complements other proposed origins of plateau formation [31]. The
newly discovered channel of energy transfer from field-aligned chorus waves to cold electrons alters the bigger
picture of chorus wave-induced electron precipitation in the presence of a cold electron population, which is the
basis for some of the most promising radiation belt remediation strategies [32].

Although cold electrons often dominate the plasma density in regions where chorus waves are observed [27],
the drift-driven secondary instabilities described above were only recently identified in part because simula-
tions resolving cold electron scales (e.g., Debye length) are challenging [26]. For instance, the 2D3V simulation
in Roytershteyn and Delzanno [26] required approximately 3 million CPU hours for a relatively small periodic
domain, rendering tracking wave packets over global magnetospheric distances impractical. As a result, para-
metric studies clarifying the role of secondary instabilities are still lacking, and it remains an open question
under which conditions these instabilities become important in the inner magnetosphere.

In this work, we develop a moment-based quasilinear theory (QLT) [33–36] description of the secondary
electrostatic drift-driven instabilities to quantify the damping of the primary field-aligned whistler wave and
the heating of cold electrons. The developed QLT framework offers insights into energy partitioning and the
evolution and saturation characteristics of the secondary instabilities. We verify the developed QLT approach
with a fully non-linear particle-in-cell simulation. We then study the parametric dependence of the secondary
instability on cold electrons and primary parallel-propagating whistler wave properties. The results show that
the generation of oblique electrostatic waves can cause significant damping of the primary wave for a large
range of parameters. The QLT results indicate that secondary electrostatic waves persist across a broad range
of cold electron densities, resulting in a significant reduction of the primary wave’s magnetic energy density
(more than 75%). Among these, the oblique electrostatic whistlers serve as the main cause of primary wave
damping, producing at least five times stronger damping compared to the perpendicular short-wavelength
modes. The oblique modes are excited in both upper- and lower-band chorus frequency with larger growth
rates for lower frequencies, but the perpendicular modes are unstable only for a smaller range of frequencies in
the lower-band range. The modes have higher growth rates when the cold electron drift amplitude exceeds the
cold electron thermal speed, thereby enabling the development of secondary instabilities at comparatively low
whistler amplitudes, provided that the background electron population remains sufficiently cold (sub–eV to a
few eV). This mechanism may explain why quasi-parallel lower-band waves are scarce in regions dominated by
highly oblique lower-band emissions [37] and why intense Bernstein-mode turbulence occurs in nearly the same
region (from midnight to dawn, where the plasma sheet electrons are injected) as high amplitude chorus waves
but rarely simultaneously [38].

This paper is organized as follows. Section 2 describes the linear and moment-based QLT describing the
drift-driven secondary instabilities. Section 3 compares the moment-based QLT results with PIC simulations.
Section 4 examines how the properties of the secondary modes change with the properties of the cold population
and primary whistler wave using linear theory and moment-based QLT. Lastly, section 5 offers conclusions and
an outlook toward future work.

Notation. We adopt a Cartesian (x,y,z) reference frame. All quantities are in Gaussian units with a uniform
magnetic field B⃗0 = B0ẑ, B0 > 0. The subscript ‘s’ denotes the plasma species. In this work, we consider three
species: cold electrons (‘c’), hot electrons (‘h’), and cold ions/protons (‘i’). The subscript ‘e’ refers to electron
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quantities, and the total electron density is ne = nc+nh. The subscripts ∥ and ⊥ refer to the vector projections
parallel and perpendicular to B⃗0, respectively. The plasma is assumed to be quasi-neutral ne = ni. We denote
the thermal velocity as vts :=

√
Ts/ms, plasma frequency as ωps :=

√
4πnsq2s/ms, cyclotron frequency as

Ωcs := qsB0/msc, skin depth as ds := c/ωps, plasma beta βs := 8πnsTs/B
2
0 , gyroradius ρs := vts/|Ωcs|, and

anisotropy level as As := T⊥s/T∥s − 1, where c is the speed of light in vacuum, e is the positive elementary
charge, and qs,ms, Ts, ns are the charge, rest mass, temperature, and density of species s, respectively. We
refer to the field-aligned whistler wave as the “primary” or “driver” wave. The wave normal angle, i.e., the
angle between the wavevector k⃗ and the background magnetic field B⃗0, is denoted by θk. The velocity vector
cylindrical coordinate system centered about B⃗0 is denoted by v⃗ := [v⊥ cos(θv) v⊥ sin(θv) v∥]

⊤, where θv is the
gyrophase angle.

2. Quasilinear theory of secondary electrostatic drift-driven instability

We start by briefly reviewing the linear theory of the secondary drift-driven instabilities in section 2.1, as
detailed in Roytershteyn and Delzanno [26] and Roytershteyn et al. [30]. We then derive the moment-based QLT
equations in section 2.2, which describe the temporal evolution of cold electron heating and the simultaneous
damping of the primary whistler wave by the excitation of electrostatic modes. In both linear theory and QLT,
we neglect the hot electron response and assume that the primary field-aligned whistler wave is given.

2.1. Linear theory
A plasma subject to an oscillating electric field perpendicular to the background magnetic field generates a

transverse relative drift between electrons and ions [39, §6.2.3]. Here, the relative drift is driven by a monochro-
matic parallel-propagating whistler wave, which is right-hand polarized and characterized by the following
electric field:

E⃗W (z, t) := |EW |
[
sin(ω0t− k∥0z) − cos(ω0t− k∥0z) 0

]⊤
,

where ω0 ≲ Ωce (k∥0) is the driver frequency (wavenumber) and |EW | is the amplitude of the electric field.
From this point forward, we do not include spatial variations of the driving field since the secondary instabilities
correspond typically to short-wavelength fluctuations, i.e. k∥ ≫ k∥0 ∼ 1/de, where k∥0 and k∥ are the paral-
lel wavenumbers associated with the primary whistler and the secondary instabilities, respectively [26]. The
equations of motion for the drift V⃗Ds(t) driven by the electric field of the primary whistler wave are

dV⃗Ds(t)

dt
=

qs
ms

[
E⃗W (t) +

V⃗Ds(t)× B⃗0

c

]
. (1)

Let V⊥,Ds(t) := Vx,Ds(t) + iVy,Ds(t), such that Eq. (1) yields

dV⊥,Ds(t)

dt
= − qs

ms

[
|EW |i exp(iω0t) +

iB0V⊥,Ds(t)

c

]
.

We assume the solution is of the form V⊥,Ds(t) ∝ exp(iω0t), which results in

V⊥,Ds(t) = − qs
ms

|EW |
ω0 +Ωcs

exp(iω0t) = − ω0

k∥0

|BW |
B0

Ωcs

ω0 +Ωcs
exp(iω0t), (2)

such that |BW | is the magnetic field amplitude of the primary wave magnetic field, i.e. B⃗W (z, t). In Eq. (2), we
use that |BW | = ck∥0

ω0
|EW | from Faraday’s law, i.e. ∇x⃗ × E⃗W (z, t) = −∂tB⃗W (z, t)/c. Because the polarization

drift is mass-dependent, a relative drift between the electrons and ions arises. For a primary whistler wave
with frequency ω0 = α|Ωce| and

√
me/mi < α < 1, the electron drift magnitude is much larger than the ion

drift magnitude, i.e. |V⃗De|/|V⃗Di| ∼ mi

me

α
1−α ≫ 1. Unlike hot electrons, the cold electron drift can exceed their

thermal speeds |V⃗Dc| ≳ vtc, leading to secondary drift-driven instabilities between the cold electrons and ions.
The secondary instabilities can develop at relatively low whistler amplitude if the background electrons are
sufficiently cold because the energy available to the instability is related to |V⃗Dc|/vtc ∝ |BW |/

√
Tc [26].
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We begin deriving the dispersion relation with the electrostatic Vlasov-Poisson equations in a magnetized
plasma, viz., [

∂t + v⃗ · ∇x⃗ +
qs
ms

(
δE⃗(x⃗, t) + E⃗W (t) +

v⃗ × B⃗0

c

)
· ∇v⃗

]
fs(x⃗, v⃗, t) = 0, (3)

∇x⃗ · δE⃗(x⃗, t) := −∇2
x⃗δϕ(x⃗, t) = 4π

∑
s

qs

∫
d3vfs(x⃗, v⃗, t), (4)

where δE⃗(x⃗, t) is the secondary modes’ electric field, δϕ(x⃗, t) is the electrostatic potential, and fs(x⃗, v⃗, t) is
the particle distribution function of species s. A transformation into the frame of reference co-drifting (or
co-oscillating) with cold electrons can be obtained by a change of coordinates (x⃗, v⃗) → (x⃗′, v⃗′), where

x⃗′ := x⃗−
∫ t

0

V⃗Dc(τ)dτ and v⃗′ := v⃗ − V⃗Dc(t), (5)

such that the cold electron electrostatic Vlasov equation (3) in the co-drifting frame is[
∂t + v⃗′ · ∇x⃗′ − e

me

[
δE⃗(x⃗′, t) +

v⃗′ × B⃗0

c

]
· ∇v⃗′

]
fc(x⃗

′, v⃗′, t) = 0. (6)

We assume the cold electron equilibrium distribution function F0c(v⃗
′) is bi-Maxwellian and gyrotropic, i.e.

[v⃗′ × B⃗0] · ∇v⃗′F0c ∝ ∂θv′F0c = 0, such that

F0c(v⃗
′) :=

nc

π3/2α2
⊥cα∥c

exp

(
−
v′∥

2

α2
∥c

− v′⊥
2

α2
⊥c

)
, α2

⊥c :=
2T⊥c

me
and α2

∥c :=
2T∥c

me
, (7)

where fc(x⃗
′, v⃗′, t) = F0c(v⃗

′) + δfc(x⃗
′, v⃗′, t). After linearizing Eq. (6), the resulting cold electron linear response

with a bi-Maxwellian equilibrium, see Eq. (7), in the co-drifting frame is

δñc(k⃗, ω) :=

∫
d3v′

∫
d3x′

∫
dtδfc(x⃗

′, v⃗′, t) exp(iωt− ik⃗ · x⃗′) (8)

=
enc

T∥c
δϕ̃(k⃗, ω)

[
1 +

∞∑
n=−∞

Γn(λc)Z(ξnc )

[
ξ0c +

n|Ωce|
k∥α∥c

[
α2
∥c

α2
⊥c

− 1

]]]
,

where ω := ωr + iγ is the wave frequency, k⃗ = [k⊥ 0 k∥]
⊤ is the wavevector, Z is the plasma dispersion

function [40], Γn(λc) := exp(−λc)In(λc), In is the modified Bessel function of the first kind, λc := k2⊥α
2
⊥c/2Ω

2
ce,

ξnc := [ω−n|Ωce|]/|k∥|α∥c, δϕ̃(k⃗, ω) is the electrostatic potential in the co-drifting frame. We adopt the convention
that ωr > 0. The algebraic steps to derive the electrostatic response for magnetized plasmas with bi-Maxwellian
distributions, including integration over unperturbed orbits and Bessel function identities, are described in Stix
[41, §11] and Gary [42, §2].

We assume that the ions are unmagnetized because their drift due to the primary whistler wave is negligible.
Therefore, the ion response with an isotropic Maxwellian equilibrium in the laboratory frame is

δn̂i(k⃗, ω) :=

∫
d3vfi(x⃗, v⃗, t) =

eni

2Ti
δϕ̂(k⃗, ω)Z ′

(
ω

√
2vti |⃗k|

)
. (9)

Following Kaw and Lee [43], we can relate the Fourier components of any quantity in the co-drifting (with cold
electrons) frame Ã to those in the stationary (ion) frame Â, i.e.

Ã(k⃗, ω) =

∫
dt

∫
d3x exp

(
iωt− ik⃗ · x⃗′

)
Ã(x⃗′, t) =

∫
dt

∫
d3x exp

(
iωt− ik⃗ · x⃗+

ik⊥|V⃗Dc|
ω0

sin(ω0t)

)
Â(x⃗, t)

=

∞∑
n=−∞

Jn

(
k⊥|V⃗Dc|

ω0

)
Â(k⃗, ω + nω0),
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where Jn is the Bessel function of the first kind. In the above expression, we use the Jacobi-Anger identity [44,
§9.1.42–43]:

exp(ia sin(x)) =

∞∑
n=−∞

Jn(a) exp(inx).

Similarly, the inverse transform is

Â(k⃗, ω) =

∞∑
n=−∞

Jn

(
k⊥|V⃗Dc|

ω0

)
Ã(k⃗, ω − nω0).

Therefore, the ion response (9) in the co-drifting frame is

δñi(k⃗, ω) =
eni

2Ti

∞∑
m=−∞

∞∑
n=−∞

Jm

(
k⊥|V⃗Dc|

ω0

)
Jn

(
k⊥|V⃗Dc|

ω0

)
Z ′

(
ω +mω0√
2vti |⃗k|

)
δϕ̃
(
k⃗, ω + [m− n]ω0

)
. (10)

Inserting the ion response (10) and cold electron reponse (8) in the co-drifting frame in the Poisson equation (4)
results in

|⃗k|2δϕ̃(k⃗, ω) + 2
nc

ne

ω2
pe

α2
∥c
δϕ̃(k⃗, ω)

[
1 +

∞∑
n=−∞

Γn(λc)Z(ξnc )

[
ξ0c +

n|Ωce|
k∥α∥c

[
α2
∥c

α2
⊥c

− 1

]]]
(11)

=
ω2
pi

2v2ti

∞∑
m=−∞

∞∑
n=−∞

Jm

(
k⊥|V⃗Dc|

ω0

)
Jn

(
k⊥|V⃗Dc|

ω0

)
Z ′

(
ω +mω0√
2vti |⃗k|

)
δϕ̃
(
k⃗, ω + [m− n]ω0

)
.

We write Eq. (11) in a more compact form as

F (k⃗, ω)δϕ̃(k⃗, ω) =

∞∑
m′=−∞

Θ0,m′(k⃗, ω)δϕ̃(k⃗, ω +m′ω0), (12)

F (k⃗, ω) := |⃗k|2 + 2
nc

ne

ω2
pe

α2
∥c

[
1 +

∞∑
n=−∞

Γn(λc)Z(ξnc )

[
ξ0c +

n|Ωce|
k∥α∥c

[
α2
∥c

α2
⊥c

− 1

]]]
,

Θn,m′(k⃗, ω) :=
ω2
pi

2v2ti

∞∑
m=−∞

Jm−n

(
k⊥|V⃗Dc|

ω0

)
Jm−m′

(
k⊥|V⃗Dc|

ω0

)
Z ′

(
ω +mω0√
2vti |⃗k|

)
.

Equation (12) can be evaluated at any ω including sidebands ω + nω0, such that

F (k⃗, ω+nω0)δϕ̃(k⃗, ω+nω0) =

∞∑
m′=−∞

Θ0,m′(k⃗, ω+nω0)δϕ̃(k⃗, ω+(m′+n)ω0) =

∞∑
m′=−∞

Θn,m′(k⃗, ω)δϕ̃(k⃗, ω+m′ω0).

Therefore, solving for the full dispersion relation leads to solving for det(D(k⃗, ω)) = 0, where we truncate
the infinite matrix to D(k⃗, ω) ∈ C2N+1×2N+1, N ∈ N is the number of sidebands included in each direction,
and Dn,m(k⃗, ω) := F (k⃗, ω+ nω0)δn,m −Θn,m(k⃗, ω), where δn,m is the Kronecker delta function. The dispersion
relation can be simplified further by only including the frequencies satisfying |ω+m∗ω0| ∼

√
2vti |⃗k| with m∗ ∈ Z:

|⃗k|2 + 2
nc

ne

ω2
pe

α2
∥c

[
1 +

∞∑
n=−∞

Γn(λc)Z(ξnc )

[
ξ0c +

n|Ωce|
k∥α∥c

[
α2
∥c

α2
⊥c

− 1

]]]
(13)

=
ω2
pi

2v2ti

[
Jm∗

(
k⊥|V⃗Dc|

ω0

)]2
Z ′

(
ω +m∗ω0√

2vti |⃗k|

)
.

This approximation assumes the electron response intersects with only one driver harmonic and ignores couplings
to other modes. For the range of parameters discussed in this work, the unstable modes correspond to short-
wavelength ECDI-like modes, leading to perpendicular heating of the cold electrons and oblique electrostatic
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whistler, where the refractive index approaches infinity, which heats the cold electrons in both parallel and
perpendicular directions.

As shown by Roytershteyn et al. [30], we can gain insight into the nature of the instability by simplifying
Eq. (13) for oblique whistler modes with assuming |ξc| ≫ 1, expanding the ion response in the small argument
limit Z ′(ξ) ≈ −2− 2i

√
πξ, and λc ≪ 1 with Γ0(λc) ≈ 1− λc and Γ±1(λc) ≈ λc/2, i.e.

k2∥

[
1− nc

ne

ω2
pe

ω2

]
+ k2⊥

[
1− nc

ne

α2
⊥c

α2
∥c

ω2
pe

ω2 − Ω2
ce

]
+

ω2
pi

v2ti

[
Jm∗

(
k⊥|V⃗Dc|

ω0

)]2 [
1 +

i
√
π[ω +m∗ω0]√

2vti |⃗k|

]
= 0,

and by assuming γ/ωr ≪ 1, we get

[oblique whistler]
γ

ωr
= −

√
π

2v3ti

ne

nc

me

mi

ωr +m∗ω0√
2|⃗k|

[
Jm∗

(
k⊥|V⃗Dc|

ω0

)]2 [
k2∥

ω2
r

+
α2
⊥c

α2
∥c

ω2
rk

2
⊥

(ω2
r − Ω2

ce)
2

]−1

. (14)

Therefore, we observe from Eq. (14) that the secondary electrostatic instability occurs when ωr < −m∗ω0. In
the limit of perpendicular propagation (k∥ ≪ k⊥) and by the first-order asymptotic expansion of the plasma
dispersion function Z(ξ) ≈ −1/ξ for |ξ| ≫ 1, the cold electron component of the dispersion relation in Eq. (13)
can be further simplified to

k2⊥ − 4
nc

ne

ω2
pe

α2
⊥c

∞∑
n=1

n2Ω2
ceΓn(λc)

ω2 − n2Ω2
ce

=
ω2
pi

2v2ti

[
Jm∗

(
k⊥|V⃗Dc|

ω0

)]2
Z ′
(
ω +m∗ω0√

2vtik⊥

)
, (15)

see [41, §11] for detailed derivation. We can also gain insight to the ECDI-like modes instability by simplifying
Eq. (15) with λc ≫ 1, approximating the ion response in the small argument limit Z ′(ξ) ≈ −2− 2i

√
πξ, and by

assuming γ/ωr ≪ 1, which results in

[ECDI-like]
γ

ωr
= −

√
π

8v3ti

ne

nc

me

mi

ωr +m∗ω0√
2|⃗k|

[
Jm∗

(
k⊥|V⃗Dc|

ω0

)]2 [
Γ1(λc)Ω

2
ceω

2
r

α2
⊥c(ω

2
r − Ω2

ce)
2

]−1

. (16)

Similar to Eq. (14), Eq. (16) shows that the instability occurs when ωr < −m∗ω0. We further discuss the
parametric dependence of the simplified dispersion relations in Eqns. (14) and (16) in section 4.1.

2.2. Moment-based quasilinear theory
Quasilinear theory (QLT), developed in the 1960s [35, 45], describes the slow evolution of the particle

distribution function and its relaxation back to a marginally stable state. It is applicable in regimes with small-
amplitude, broadband, randomly phased waves, enabling a statistical description of velocity-space diffusion [36].
We employ the moment-based QLT approach, also known as macroscopic QLT [33], which involves taking
velocity moments of the QLT equations and assuming a bi-Maxwellian equilibrium (see [34] for a review in the
context of anisotropy-driven instabilities).

We begin by allowing the cold electron equilibrium distribution function F0c(v⃗, t) to evolve in time. The
cold electron QLT evolution equations in the co-drifting frame are

∂tF0c(v⃗
′, t) =

1

v′⊥
∂v′

⊥

[
v′⊥

[
D⊥⊥∂v′

⊥
F0c +D⊥∥∂v′

∥
F0c

]]
+ ∂v′

∥

[
D⊥∥∂v′

⊥
F0c +D∥∥∂v′

∥
F0c

]
, (17)

∂t|δ ⃗̃E(k⃗, t)|2 = 2γ|δ ⃗̃E(k⃗, t)|2, (18)

where the diffusion tensors areD⊥⊥
D⊥∥
D∥∥

 := i
e2

m2
e

∞∑
n=−∞

∫
d3k

|δ ⃗̃E(k⃗, t)|2

|⃗k|2
J2
n(k⊥v

′
⊥/Ωce)

ω − k∥v
′
∥ − nΩce

n2Ω2
ce/v

′
⊥
2

nΩcek∥/v
′
⊥

k2∥

 , (19)

see [33, §8.5]. It is convenient to derive the QLT equations in the co-drifting frame, as it is equivalent to the
electrostatic QLT equations in a magnetized plasma, excluding the presence of the primary wave. The diffusion
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tensors in Eq. (19) can be decomposed into non-resonant and resonant components D = Dnr + Dr, where the
resonant components areDr

⊥⊥
Dr

⊥∥
Dr

∥∥

 := π
e2

m2
e

∞∑
n=−∞

∫
d3k

|δ ⃗̃E(k⃗, t)|2

|⃗k|2
J2
n

(
k⊥v

′
⊥

Ωce

)
δ(Re{ω} − k∥v

′
∥ − nΩce)

n2Ω2
ce/v

′
⊥
2

nΩcek∥/v
′
⊥

k2∥

 . (20)

In the above expression, we utilize the Plemelj formula [33, §8.4.2]. The parallel and perpendicular second-order
moment components can be manipulated via the product rule and Eq. (17) as

dK⊥c(t)

dt
:=

me

2

∫
d3v′v′⊥

2
∂tF0c(v⃗

′, t) = −2πme

∫ ∞

−∞
dv′∥

∫ ∞

0

dv′⊥v
′2
⊥

[
D⊥⊥∂v′

⊥
+D∥⊥∂v′

∥

]
F0c(v⃗

′, t),

dK∥c(t)

dt
:= me

∫
d3v′v′2∥ ∂tF0c(v⃗

′, t) = −4πme

∫ ∞

−∞
dv′∥

∫ ∞

0

dv′⊥v
′
∥v

′
⊥

[
D∥⊥∂v′

⊥
+D∥∥∂v′

∥

]
F0c(v⃗

′, t).

In the above, we used d3v := v⊥dv∥dv⊥dθv and integration by parts. Similarly, temperature is computed by
the resonant component of the diffusion tensors (20):

dT⊥c(t)

dt
= −2πme

nc

∫ ∞

−∞
dv′∥

∫ ∞

0

dv′⊥v
′2
⊥

[
Dr

⊥⊥∂v′
⊥
+Dr

∥⊥∂v′
∥

]
F0c,

dT∥c(t)

dt
= −4πme

nc

∫ ∞

−∞
dv′∥

∫ ∞

0

dv′⊥v
′
∥v

′
⊥

[
Dr

∥⊥∂v′
⊥
+Dr

∥∥∂v′
∥

]
F0c.

Next, we assume that the cold electron equilibrium F0c(v⃗, t) is bi-Maxwellian for all time, see Eq. (7) except
that we allow T⊥c and T∥c (and correspondingly α⊥c and α∥c) to evolve in time. This could be regarded as
the lowest-order approximation [34]. Then, by taking moments of Eq. (17), the second-order moment and
temperature evolutions are given by

dK⊥c(t)

dt
=

1

2π

nc

ne

ω2
pe

α2
∥c

∫
d3k

|δ ⃗̃E(k⃗, t)|2

|⃗k|2
Im

{ ∞∑
n=−∞

n|Ωce|Γn(λc)

[
ξ0c +

n|Ωce|
k∥α∥c

[
α2
∥c

α2
⊥c

− 1

]]
Z(ξnc )

}
, (21)

dK∥c(t)

dt
=

1

π

nc

ne

ω2
pe

α2
∥c

∫
d3k

|δ ⃗̃E(k⃗, t)|2

|⃗k|2
Im

{
ω +

∞∑
n=−∞

Γn(λc)

[
ω + n|Ωce|

[
α2
∥c

α2
⊥c

− 1

]]
ξnc Z(ξnc )

}
, (22)

dT⊥c(t)

dt
=

ω2
pe

2
√
πneα2

∥c

∫
d3k

|δ ⃗̃E(k⃗, t)|2

|⃗k|2

∞∑
n=−∞

n|Ωce|Γn(λc)

[
Re{ξ0c}+

n|Ωce|
k∥α∥c

[
α2
∥c

α2
⊥c

− 1

]]
exp

(
−Re{ξnc }2

)
,

(23)

dT∥c(t)

dt
=

ω2
pe√

πneα2
∥c

∫
d3k

|δ ⃗̃E(k⃗, t)|2

|⃗k|2

∞∑
n=−∞

Γn(λc)

[
ωr + n|Ωce|

[
α2
∥c

α2
⊥c

− 1

]]
Re{ξnc } exp

(
−Re{ξnc }2

)
. (24)

For perpendicular electrostatic waves k∥ ≪ k⊥, the perpendicular second-order moment and temperature evo-
lution simplify to

dK⊥c(t)

dt
= − 1

4π

∫ ∞

0

dk⊥k⊥|δ ⃗̃E(k⊥, t)|2Im

{
ω

[
1−

ω2
pi

2k2⊥v
2
ti

[
Jm∗

(
k⊥|VDc|

ω0

)]2
Z ′
(
ω +m∗ω0√

2k⊥vti

)]}
, (25)

dT⊥c(t)

dt
=

ω2
pi

8πncv2ti

∫ ∞

0

dk⊥k⊥ωr
|δ ⃗̃E(k⊥, t)|2

k2⊥

[
Jm∗

(
k⊥|VDc|

ω0

)]2
Im

{
Z ′
(
ωr +m∗ω0√

2k⊥vti

)}
, (26)

where we used the first-order asymptotic expansion of the plasma dispersion function Z(ξ) ≈ −1/ξ for |ξ| ≫ 1
and inserted the dispersion relation in Eq. (15). We can compute the damping of the primary whistler wave
and the drift of the cold electrons via conservation of energy in the laboratory frame:

d|BW (t)|2

dt
= −

8π
[
dK⊥c(t)

dt + 1
2

dK∥c(t)

dt + 1
4π

∫
d3kγ|δ ⃗̃E(k⃗, t)|2

]
1 + 4π

∣∣∣ ω0

k∥0

1
B0

|Ωce|
ω0−|Ωce|

∣∣∣2 , (27)

7



see Appendix B for a detailed derivation transforming from quantities in the laboratory and co-drifting frame
(since the co-drifting frame is non-inertial and does not conserve total energy). The main assumptions in Eq. (27)
are that only cold electrons, primary whistler waves, and the secondary electrostatic waves contribute to the
energy conservation. We treat the ions as stationary because the secondary instability develops on electron
timescales. From Eq. (2), the magnitude of the drift velocity is proportional to the primary wave damping rate,
i.e.

d|VDc(t)|2

dt
=

[
ω0

k∥0

|Ωce|
ω0 − |Ωce|

]2
d

dt

|BW (t)|2

B2
0

. (28)

To quantify the damping of the primary whistler and the heating of the cold electrons due to secondary instabil-
ities, we solve Eqns. (18), (21)–(24) (or (25)–(26)), (27), and (28), in conjunction with the simplified dispersion
relation (Eq. (13) for the oblique electrostatic whistler and Eq. (15) for the ECDI-like perpendicular modes)
that is evaluated at each time step.

3. Comparison of quasilinear theory with particle-in-cell simulation

We compare the developed moment-based QLT with a PIC simulation performed using the Vector Particle-
In-Cell code [46], which solves numerically the system of relativistic Vlasov-Maxwell equations. It is important
to highlight that the primary whistler wave drives the secondary instabilities, regardless of the specific source
exciting the primary wave (e.g., heat-flux [47] and antennas [48]). In this setup, the initial anisotropy of the hot
electron population excites the parallel propagating whistler wave. We consider a low-anisotropy 2D3V simu-
lation presented in Roytershteyn and Delzanno [26]. We describe the PIC and moment-based QLT simulation
setup in section 3.1 and compare their results in section 3.2.

3.1. Particle-in-cell and quasilinear theory simulation setup
We initialize the cold electron and ion populations as isotropic Maxwellian distributions (Ac = Ai = 0)

with equal temperature (Ti = Tc), and the hot electron population as an anisotropic bi-Maxwellian distribution
with Ah = 2. The initialization parameters for the PIC simulation are nc = 0.8ne, ωpe = 4|Ωce|, Tc = 1 eV,
αc = 0.0079de|Ωce|, and T∥h/Tc = 2000. The maximum growth rate of the primary whistler wave has a
frequency ω0 ≈ 0.5|Ωce| and wavenumber k∥0de ≈ 1, see Appendix A for the dispersion relation results of
the primary whistler anisotropy instability. The PIC discretization parameters are: a periodic domain of size
Lx × Lz = 0.2πde × 2πde, a grid resolution of nx × nz = 540 × 5000 cells, Nppc = 104 particles per cell per
species, and a timestep of ∆tωpe ≈ 8.4×10−4. The spatial domain is relatively short in the ẑ-direction, resolving
only a single mode of the primary whistler wave. The most unstable mode is a field-aligned whistler wave, as
the hot electron parallel beta (β∥h ≈ 0.128) is above the critical beta value (β∗

∥h ≈ 0.004) for the given cold
electron density nc = 0.8ne, see [49, Eq. (2)] for the critical beta empirical relation. Because the QLT derived in
section 2.2 assumes a given primary whistler wave, we initialize the moment-based QLT simulations with PIC
estimates at t|Ωce| ≈ 700, where |V⃗Dc(t = 0)| ≈ 0.92vtc, |BW (t = 0)|2 ≈ 4× 10−4, and |δ ⃗̃E(k⃗, t = 0)|2 ≈ 10−11

(normalized to e, |Ωce|, me, and de). For the moment-based QLT simulations, we use the implicit temporal
integrator described in Petzold [50], which automatically switches in time from the nonstiff implicit Adams
method to the stiff backward differentiation formulas, with absolute and relative error tolerances set to 10−6.
Additionally, we solve the dispersion relations numerically using the Newton-Raphson method. We use Nk = 50
for the QLT resolution for estimating the wavenumber integrals at a fixed wave normal angle with θk = 90◦ for
perpendicular modes and θk = arccos(ω0/|Ωce|) for the oblique modes. We assume the two secondary instabilities
(oblique and perpendicular modes) are independent of one another, such that their cumulative effect is given by
their superposition. This is motivated by the PIC simulations, which show that the perpendicular and oblique
modes saturate at different times (see Figures 4 and 8 in Roytershteyn and Delzanno [26]).

3.2. Particle-in-cell vs. quasilinear theory numerical results
The magnetic energy density of the primary wave and cold electron bulk velocity from the PIC simulation

are shown in Figure 1. The primary wave magnetic energy density grows until it reaches saturation and starts
to damp at t|Ωce| ≈ 700 due to the onset of the secondary instabilities. The cold electron perpendicular bulk
velocity squared is proportional to the magnetic energy density of the primary wave until t|Ωce| ≈ 1000 (as
estimated in Eq. (2)), where electrostatic turbulence transfers momentum to the cold electrons. The bulk
velocity also grows in the parallel direction at t|Ωce| ≈ 1000 from the oblique electrostatic wave. The frequency
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Figure 1: Primary wave magnetic energy density |BW |2 and the cold electron average bulk velocity U⃗c(t) :=
∫
d3v

∫
d3xv⃗fc(x⃗, v⃗, t)

from the 2D3V PIC simulation. The primary wave magnetic energy density is proportional to the perpendicular cold electron drift
until the onset of electrostatic turbulence, which transfers energy to cold electrons.

and growth rate estimated at t|Ωce| ≈ 700 from Eqns. (13)–(15) are shown in Figures 2a and 2b. The oblique
whistler wave has a frequency similar to the primary field-aligned whistler wave ω0 ≈ 0.5|Ωce| with a wave normal
angle near the resonance cone θk = 60◦. The perpendicular modes are short wavelength k⊥de ≈ 200 and have a
comparable growth rate in comparison to the oblique modes. Figures 2c and 2d show the wavenumber spectrum
of the cold electron density fluctuations from the PIC simulation after the whistler wave saturates at times
t|Ωce| = 850 and t|Ωce| = 1000, respectively. The black dashed line marks the resonance cone. The wavenumbers
excited in the PIC simulation resemble the linear dispersion relation range of unstable wavenumbers shown in
Figures 2a and 2b.

The moment-based QLT and PIC cold electron heating and damping of the primary whistler wave are shown
in Figure 3. The PIC simulation demonstrates that the primary wave magnetic energy density |BW |2 decreases
by 90% between the times of t|Ωce| = 700 and t|Ωce| = 1300. The moment-based QLT simulations result in
80% damping due to the excitation of oblique electrostatic whistlers and 15% damping due to the excitation
of ECDI-like perpendicular modes. If we sum the two damping percentages, then QLT predicts a total of 95%
damping, which reproduces quite well the PIC results. In this case, the oblique instability contributed five
times more than the perpendicular instability in damping the primary whistler wave. The secondary modes
heat the cold electron population, where PIC predicts ×1.4 heating in the perpendicular direction and ×1.3
in the parallel direction by t|Ωce| ≈ 1300. The QLT heating is slightly lower for perpendicular heating at
approximately ×1.2 and in agreement in the parallel direction with ×1.3. The moment-based QLT predicts a
slight overestimation of primary wave damping and a slight underestimation of cold electron heating, primarily
due to an overestimation of non-resonant interactions. Figure 4 shows the cold electron equilibrium distribution
function at t|Ωce| ∈ {800, 1300} in the co-drifting reference frame, as obtained from QLT and PIC simulations.
The PIC simulation shows that the cold electron equilibrium remains approximately bi-Maxwellian throughout
this simulation, confirming a key assumption in the moment-based QLT approach. We note that the recent
study by Roytershteyn et al. [30] shows that there exists a plateau in the cold electron distribution for the
high-anisotropy cases (corresponding to higher amplitude primary waves), yet such non-Maxwellian features are
moderate for low-anisotropy cases (such as the one presented here). In general, the good agreement between
the moment-based QLT developed here and the PIC simulations gives us confidence that the theory captures
the most important features of the saturation of the secondary instabilities.

4. Secondary instabilities sensitivity to cold electron and primary whistler wave properties

Earth’s inner magnetosphere contains electron populations in the sub-eV and eV energy range originating
from the ionosphere [27]. However, measuring cold electrons in the magnetosphere is challenging due to con-
tamination from spacecraft-emitted photoelectrons and secondary electrons, which fall within the same energy
range; therefore, the properties of these particle populations are not well characterized. We therefore study
the impact of the cold electron properties along with the primary whistler wave properties on the onset of the
secondary instability via linear theory in section 4.1 and on the saturation properties via moment-based QLT
in section 4.2. In the following parametric studies, we vary one parameter at a time while fixing all other
parameters to match the conditions of the PIC simulation presented in section 3, i.e. nc = 0.8ne, ω0 = 0.5|Ωce|,

9



(a) Oblique frequency and growth rate (b) Perpendicular frequency and growth rate

(c) PIC spectrum at t|Ωce| = 850 (d) PIC spectrum at t|Ωce| = 1000

Figure 2: Frequency and growth rate for the PIC simulation parameters, shown for (a) oblique and (b) perpendicular modes. The
oblique whistler has a frequency close to the primary field-aligned whistler, ω0 ≈ 0.5|Ωce|, near the resonance cone, while the
perpendicular modes correspond to short-wavelength perturbations. Subfigures (c) and (d) show the cold electron density spectra
in (k⊥, k|) from the PIC simulation at t|Ωce| = 850 and t|Ωce| = 1000.

(a) Cold electron heating (b) Primary whistler wave damping

Figure 3: Comparison of PIC and QLT results: (a) cold electron heating and (b) primary whistler wave damping, i.e. ∆|BW |2 =
|BW (t)|2/|BW (t|Ωce| = 700)|2. The moment-based QLT results qualitatively resemble the PIC results, capturing the overall trends
accurately; however, QLT slightly underestimates the cold electron heating (resonant interactions) in the perpendicular direction
and slightly overestimates the whistler wave damping due to overestimation of non-resonant interactions.
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(a) t|Ωce| = 800 (b) t|Ωce| = 1300

Figure 4: The (normalized) cold electron equilibrium distribution function in the co-drifting frame F0c(v⃗′, θv = 90◦, t) from the
PIC simulation (dotted) and QLT simulations (solid) at times: (a) t|Ωce| = 800 and (b) t|Ωce| = 1300. Overall, the QLT and
PIC results show good agreement, and the distribution function remains approximately bi-Maxwellian throughout the simulation,
validating a fundamental assumption of the moment-based QLT approach.

ωpe = 4|Ωce|, α⊥c = α∥c = 0.0079de|Ωce|, vti = vtc/
√
1836, and |V⃗Dc| = 0.92vtc. By varying the primary wave

frequency ω0, the drift amplitude is adjusted according to |V⃗Dc|/vtc = 0.46|Ωce|/|ω0 − Ωce| as given in Eq. (2).

4.1. Parametric study via linear theory
We begin by studying the impact of cold electron density on the secondary instabilities using linear theory.

Figure 5 shows the growth rates of the instabilities as a function of the ratio of cold electron density to total
electron density nc/ne and wavenumber amplitude |⃗k|de. From Figures 5a–5b, the instabilities have largest
growth rates when 0.3 ≲ nc/ne ≲ 0.6. The simplified dispersion relation in Eqns. (14) and (16) indicate
that the growth rate increases with decreasing nc/ne, i.e. γ ∝ [nc/ne]

−1, yet the numerical results of the full
dispersion solver (11) show a more complex dependence. For the perpendicular instability, the range of unstable
modes also becomes broader as nc/ne increases. Moreover, as nc/ne increases, the perpendicular instability
moves towards larger wavenumbers k⊥ and the oblique whistler modes move towards smaller wavenumbers |⃗k|.
Since the resonant velocity for oblique waves is vres∥ = [ωr −n|Ωce|]/

√
2k∥vtc, then if k∥ increases, vres∥ decreases,

and there are more particles in resonance with the oblique whistler wave, which can lead to more wave-particle
interaction. Not shown here, the maximum growth rate for the oblique instability is along the resonance cone for
the range of nc/ne, and the excited modes span a small range of wave normal angles with θk ∈ [57◦, 60◦] for the
considered range of densities nc/ne ∈ [0.2, 0.95]. Similarly, for the same density range, the quasi-perpendicular
modes span a small range of wave normal angles with θk ∈ [84◦, 90◦]. Figure 5 also compares the full dispersion
solver in Eq. (12) with N = 5 sidebands on each side of a given frequency and its approximations in Eq. (13)
and (15), which assumes the electron Bernstein mode intersects only with one driver harmonic and ignores
couplings to other modes. We set the oblique mode approximation (13) with m∗ = −1 and the perpendicular
mode approximation (15) with m∗ = −3. Neglecting sidebands can result in a modest overestimation of the
growth rate, particularly at low cold plasma densities. Moreover, the full dispersion solver produces oblique
modes with two peaks in wavenumber space, as shown in Figure 5b, whereas the approximation yields only a
single peak, as shown in Figure 5d. Nevertheless, the approximate solutions in Eqns. (13) and (15) show good
qualitative agreement with the full dispersion solver.

The key parameter controlling the secondary instabilities is the ratio of induced cold-electron drift to their
thermal velocity |V⃗Dc|/vtc. Figure 6 demonstrates the perpendicular modes and oblique electrostatic whistler
maximum growth rate over wave normal angle (10◦ range from purely perpendicular and the corresponding
resonance cone angle) as a function of |V⃗Dc|/vtc. The results are obtained by solving both the approximate
dispersion relations in Eqns. (13) and (15) and the full dispersion relation in Eq. (12), which result in comparable
growth rates and similar dependence on |V⃗Dc|/vtc. The oblique whistler waves have larger maximum growth rates
in comparison to perpendicular modes when 0.2 ≤ |V⃗Dc|/vtc ≤ 1. However, for larger drift values |V⃗Dc|/vtc ≥ 1,
the perpendicular modes eventually surpass the oblique modes in growth rate.
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(a) Perpendicular growth rate at θk = 90◦

Eq. (12) ⇒ full solver
(b) Oblique growth rate at θk = 60◦

Eq. (12) ⇒ full solver

(c) Perpendicular growth rate at θk = 90◦

Eq. (15) ⇒ approximation
(d) Oblique growth rate at θk = 60◦

Eq. (13) ⇒ approximation

Figure 5: Growth rate of the secondary instabilities as a function of cold electron density nc/ne and wavenumber amplitude |⃗k|de.
Subfigures (a/b) show results from the full dispersion relation in Eq. (12), while subfigures (c/d) show results from the corresponding
approximations in Eq. (15) and Eq. (13). The approximate solutions show good qualitative agreement with the full dispersion solver.
The results in subfigures (a/b) indicate that the growth rate is the largest when 0.3 ≲ nc/ne ≲ 0.6.

Figure 6: Maximum growth rate over wave normal angles as a function of the ratio of induced cold-electron drift to their thermal
velocity |V⃗Dc|/vtc. Two distinct instability branches are compared: oblique whistler (dashed lines) and ECDI-like perpendicular
(solid lines) modes. The results suggest a relatively low threshold for the onset of secondary instabilities, with oblique modes
dominating at moderate drifts 0.2 ≤ |V⃗Dc|/vtc ≤ 1 and perpendicular modes prevailing at higher drifts |V⃗Dc|/vtc ≥ 1.
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(a) Perpendicular maximum growth rate
Eq. (12) ⇒ full solver

(b) Oblique maximum growth rate
Eq. (12) ⇒ full solver

(c) Perpendicular maximum growth rate
Eq. (15) ⇒ approximation

(d) Oblique maximum growth rate
Eq. (13) ⇒ approximation

Figure 7: Maximum growth rate over wave normal angle as a function of the primary whistler wave frequency ω0 and
wavevector amplitude |⃗k|de. The cold electron drift amplitude depends on the primary frequency and is set according to
|V⃗Dc|/vtc = 0.46|Ωce|/|ω0 − Ωce| (see Eq. (2)). Perpendicular electrostatic modes are unstable for lower-band primary waves
with 0.35 ≲ ω0 ≲ 0.55, whereas oblique electrostatic modes remain unstable over the entire 0.2 ≲ ω0 ≲ 0.9, with larger growth rates
at smaller ω0.

Figure 7 demonstrates the secondary modes’ dependence on the primary whistler wave frequency ω0. As
we vary ω0, the drift amplitude also varies as |V⃗Dc|/vtc = 0.46|Ωce|/|ω0 − Ωce|, see Eq. (2). The perpendicular
and oblique results are maximized over a range of wave normal angles (10◦ range from purely perpendicular
and the corresponding resonance cone angle). The oblique whistler dispersion relation results show that the
secondary modes are most unstable for lower-band primary waves ω0 ≲ 0.5. The perpendicular modes are
only unstable for 0.35 ≲ ω0 ≲ 0.55, and the oblique modes are unstable for the whole frequency range. The
maximum growth rate for the oblique modes has an inverse relationship to the primary frequency ω0, which can
be explained algebraically from Eq. (14). The amplitude of the cold electron drift is |VDc| ∝ |Ωce|/[|ω0− |Ωce||],
see Eq. (2), such that higher primary frequencies result in larger drifts. However, the maximum perpendicular
wavenumber decreases fast with increasing ω0 for both perpendicular and oblique modes, such that the Bessel
function argument k⊥|VDc|/ω0 decreases with increasing ω0. Therefore, since J1(x) ≈ x/2 for small argument,
the growth rate is larger for smaller ω0, as shown in Figures 7b and 7d. Here again, the results obtained by
solving the approximate dispersion relations in Eqs. (13) and (15) are in good agreement with those from the full
dispersion relation in Eq. (12), thereby motivating their adoption in the next section within the QLT framework.

4.2. Parametric study via moment-based quasilinear theory
In this section, we examine the parametric dependence of the secondary instability on the primary wave

damping and cold electron heating at saturation (t|Ωce| = 600). Here, we let t = 0 be the time of the primary
wave reaching saturation (i.e, the onset of the secondary instability). Figure 8 presents the effects of varying cold
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electron density, temperature, and primary wave frequency on cold electron final temperature and the primary
whistler wave magnetic energy density driven by the excitation of perpendicular electrostatic modes. The QLT
results show that the cold electron heating rate is correlated to the initial maximum growth rate, which, for
nc/ne > 0.4, reduces with increasing nc/ne. However, the primary wave damping rate increases with increasing
nc/ne since ∆|BW |2 ∼ ∆Kc ∼ ∆ncTc, such that density increase overcomes the reduction in heating as seen in
Figure 8a and ∆|BW |2 increases with nc/ne. The primary wave damping dependence on initial temperature is
more straightforward as the cold electron density is now constant and set to nc/ne = 0.8. Note that increasing
the cold electron temperature reduces the ratio of cold electron drift velocity to thermal velocity |V⃗Dc|/vtc,
which is the key parameter/free energy source of the secondary instability. The results show that for Tc > 2 eV,
the perpendicular mode results in close to zero net heating and damping of the primary wave. Lastly, varying
ω0 can significantly change the effectiveness of the perpendicular modes, as previously discussed in section 4.1,
such that setting ω0 = 0.45 results in 40% damping and ω0 = 0.55 results in nearly zero net damping.

The cold electron density and temperature parametric scans for the oblique modes are presented in Figure 9.
Similar to Figure 8, the results in Figure 9 compare the final primary wave magnetic energy density and cold
electron temperature at t|Ωce| = 600 with the corresponding initial states, and all other parameters are fixed to
those used in the PIC simulation described in section 3. The cold electron parallel heating from oblique modes
decreases with increasing nc/ne, indicating an inverse proportionality. This is expected from linear theory,
since the initial maximum growth rate is also inversely related to nc/ne (given by the approximate dispersion
relation (13)). The primary wave damping rate increases slightly from 72% to 81% for nc/ne ranging from
0.3 to 0.9, respectively. Similar to the perpendicular modes, the change in nc/ne overcomes the reduction in
heating and thus the primary wave damping rate increases with increasing nc/ne. Increasing the cold electron
temperature can substantially change the primary wave damping rate and cold electron parallel heating. For
instance, at Tc = 0.5 eV (|VDc|/vtc ≈ 1.3) the primary wave gets damped by 85% and for Tc = 3 eV by 10%
(|VDc|/vtc ≈ 0.53). Additionally, the primary wave frequency ω0 highly impacts the efficiency of the oblique
modes, where for ω0 = 0.45 the primary wave gets damped by 100% and for ω0 = 0.6 by 60%. Additionally, (not
shown here) as the primary frequency grows above ω0 > 0.5, the secondary modes have a higher frequency and
interact with the cold plasma mainly via cyclotron resonance (first harmonic), which heats the cold electrons
in the perpendicular direction more than in the parallel direction. This is opposed to resonance via Landau
damping, which is the main interaction for the cases presented before, that heats the plasma in the parallel
direction. We highlight that although for Tc = 0.5 eV, the maximum growth rate of the perpendicular modes
(≈ 0.015) is larger than the oblique maximum growth rate (≈ 0.0125), the oblique modes are still the most
dominant mechanism for damping the primary whistler wave and remain so for all the cases considered in this
parameter regime.

5. Conclusions

We investigate the role of cold electrons in the damping of parallel-propagating whistler waves through
secondary drift-driven instabilities, using a moment-based QLT approach. We verified the developed QLT
framework using PIC simulations and confirmed that our moment-based QLT captures accurately the most
important aspects of the secondary instabilities saturation. The developed QLT framework elucidates the fun-
damental physics of the secondary instabilities and provides a computationally efficient method for quantifying
energy exchange from the primary whistler wave and cold electrons without requiring fully kinetic simulations
that resolve the cold electron scales. The main findings of this study are as follows. (1) Secondary oblique
whistler wave excitation is persistent for a wide range of primary wave frequencies and cold electron densities
and temperatures. (2) Oblique whistler waves (in comparison to perpendicular ECDI-like modes) are the main
source of energy drainage from the primary parallel-propagating whistler wave. (3) Both oblique and perpen-
dicular ECDI-like modes are most effective in damping the primary wave when the cold electron drift velocity
exceeds its thermal velocity, such that the amplitude of the primary whistler wave does not need to be large for
the instability onset if the cold electrons are sufficiently cold. This highlights the need for future missions with
adequate instrumentation to accurately measure the cold particle populations [27, 51]. (4) Both oblique and
perpendicular modes are most effective at damping parallel whistler waves when the primary wave frequency is
in the lower-band range.

A recent study by An et al. [52] compares the saturated magnetic energy density from 2D3V PIC simulations
with whistler-mode chorus wave observations in the inner magnetosphere measured by the Van Allen Probes [53].
The 2D3V PIC simulations include hot electrons and immobile protons, neglecting cold electrons. An et al.
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(a) Heating and initial maximum growth rate vs. nc
ne

(b) Primary whistler wave damping vs. nc
ne

(c) Heating and initial maximum growth rate vs. Tc

(d) Primary whistler wave damping vs. Tc

(e) Heating and initial maximum growth rate vs. ω0

(f) Primary whistler wave damping vs. ω0

Figure 8: Cold electron heating, maximum initial growth rate, and primary wave damping driven by the perpendicular instability
varying (a/b) cold electron density over total electron density nc/ne, (c/d) initial cold electron temperature Tc(t = 0), and (e/f)
primary wave frequency ω0. Heating is proportional to the initial growth rate of the perpendicular instability for all parametric
scans. The primary wave damping is ∆|BW |2 ∼ ∆Kc ∼ ∆ncTc, such that density increase overcome the reduction in heating
and ∆|BW |2 increases with increasing nc/ne. For Tc > 2 eV, the perpendicular modes result in close to zero net heating of cold
electrons and damping of the primary wave. Lastly, the perpendicular instability is more efficient for the lower band primary wave.
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(a) Heating and initial maximum growth rate vs. nc
ne

(b) Primary whistler wave damping vs. nc
ne

(c) Heating and initial maximum growth rate vs. Tc

(d) Primary whistler wave damping vs. Tc

(e) Heating and initial maximum growth rate vs. ω0
(f) Primary whistler wave damping vs. ω0

Figure 9: Same as Figure 8 for the oblique electrostatic whistler modes. The same relations hold. The primary wave damping is
∆|BW |2 ∼ ∆Kc ∼ nc∆Tc, such that density increase overcome the reduction in heating and ∆|BW |2 increases with increasing
nc/ne. Moreover, the primary wave damps significantly in the presence of cold electrons in the sub-eV to 2 eV range and lower-band
primary wave.
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[52] results indicate that the simulated whistler wave magnetic energy density at saturation is approximately
four orders of magnitude larger than Van Allen Probes observations (see Figure 5 in [52]). This significant
discrepancy can be potentially explained by the drift-driven secondary instabilities, which are not captured in
the simulations presented in [52] because cold electrons are omitted. As discussed in section 4.2, the secondary
oblique whistler modes strongly damp, by nearly 100%, the primary wave when the primary wave is in the lower-
band frequency range. Connecting these secondary instabilities to inner magnetosphere observations remains
an important avenue for future investigation.

Moreover, a future goal of ours is to extend the framework to non-uniform background magnetic fields
(e.g., a dipolar magnetic field) and non-uniform density, along with whistler wavepackets. It is also important
to understand how the primary wave amplitude influences the regime in which the drift-driven instabilities
are dominant over other nonlinear wave-wave interaction processes that result in whistler wave damping, e.g.,
parametric [54–57] and modulational instabilities [58]. In principle, the secondary instability discussed here can
potentially be present for other primary low-frequency electromagnetic waves, such as magnetosonic waves [59,
60], electromagnetic ion-cyclotron waves, etc. [61–65]. Lastly, the discussed secondary instabilities lead to
a predator-prey relationship between the primary and secondary waves, in which the secondary electrostatic
modes (predator) damp the whistler modes (prey). Shao et al. [66], Gao et al. [67] also found a predator-prey
relationship between electron Bernstein and whistler waves, but with the roles reversed. In their scenario,
electron Bernstein modes are driven unstable by energetic electrons with a loss-cone distribution. When such
electrons also exhibit anisotropy, both electron Bernstein and whistler modes can be excited; in that case,
whistler waves suppress electron Bernstein waves by filling the loss cone [66], so that electron Bernstein modes
(prey) are damped through the excitation of whistler waves (predator). Further investigation into the long-term
dynamics of such interactions, as well as their competition with the secondary instability discussed above, is
needed.

Appendix A. Primary whistler anisotropy-driven instability

The whistler anisotropy instability, also referred to as the electromagnetic electron cyclotron instability, is
driven by anisotropy in the hot electron population, characterized by Ah > 0 (perpendicular temperature larger
than parallel temperature). Previous studies [27, 49, 68–72] have shown that although hot electrons transfer
energy to the whistler waves, the presence of cold electrons can significantly influence whistler wave properties,
including the frequency, growth rate, wave normal angle, and saturation amplitude. The underlying mechanism
is that, for a fixed whistler wave frequency ωr, an increase in the cold electron density nc/ne leads to a larger
parallel wavenumber k∥. This increase in k∥ reduces the resonant parallel velocity, vres∥ = [ωr − |Ωce|]/k∥,
allowing a larger fraction of hot electrons to be resonant with the wave, thereby enhancing the growth rate and
wave-particle energy transfer over specific ranges of cold electron density [69].

The whistler dispersion relation for a plasma with multiple bi-Maxwellian species is∑
s

ω2
ps

(
ξ0sZ(ξ1s ) +As

(
1 + ξ1sZ(ξ1s )

))
= k2∥c

2, (A.1)

where ξns := [ω + nΩcs]/
√
2|k∥|vts; see [42, §7] for a detailed derivation. In section 3, we consider isotropic cold

electrons/ions and anisotropic hot electrons, in which the dispersion relation (A.1) simplifies to

me

mi
ξ0i Z(ξ1i ) +

nc

ne
ξ0cZ(ξ1c ) +

nh

ne

[
ξ0hZ(ξ1h) +Ah

[
1 + ξ1hZ(ξ1h)

]]
=

c2k2∥

ω2
pe

(A.2)

Figure A.10 shows the dispersion relation results for the PIC simulation described in section 3. The dispersion
relation results show that the most unstable whistler mode is around ω0 ≈ 0.5|Ωce| and k∥0de ≈ 1. This is
consistent with the PIC results shown in section 3.

Similar to the moment-based QLT approach described in section 2.2, we can derive moment-based QLT
equations for the primary whistler wave anisotropy instability [34, 73], evolving the hot electron temperature
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(a) Whistler anisotropy instability frequency (b) Whistler anisotropy instability growth rate

Figure A.10: Frequency and growth rate of the whistler anisotropy instability for the PIC simulation parameters discussed in
section 3. The frequency and parallel wavenumber corresponding to the most unstable mode are indicated by red dashed vertical
and horizontal lines.

(a) Hot electron plasma beta evolution (b) Magnetic energy density

Figure A.11: A comparison of 1D3V PIC vs. moment-based QLT for describing the whistler anisotropy instability evolution of the
(a) hot electron plasma beta and (b) magnetic energy density.

and primary whistler magnetic power spectral density:

dT⊥h(t)

dt
=

√
πe2

2mec2

∫
dk∥

| ⃗̂BW (k∥, t)|2

k2∥
Re{ξ0h − ξ1h} exp(−Re{ξ1h}2) [Ah[Re{ω} − |Ωce|] + Re{ω}] ,

dT∥h(t)

dt
= −2

dT⊥h

dt
+

√
πe2

mec2

∫
dk∥

| ⃗̂BW (k∥, t)|2

k2∥
Re{ξ0h} exp(−Re{ξ1h}2) [Ah[Re{ω} − |Ωce|] + Re{ω}] ,

∂t| ⃗̂BW (k∥, t)|2 = 2γ| ⃗̂BW (k∥, t)|2.

The QLT equations above are coupled to the whistler wave dispersion relation in Eq. (A.2). Figure A.11 presents
a comparison between the moment-based QLT approach and those obtained from a 1D3V PIC simulation
presented in [26] with nc = 0.8ne, ωpe = 4|Ωce|, Tc = 10 eV, αc = 0.0249de|Ωce|, and T∥h/Tc = 200. The 1D3V
PIC discretization parameters are: a periodic domain of size Lz = 20πde, a grid resolution of nz = 15,200 cells,
Nppc = 104 particles per cell per species, and a timestep of ∆tωpe ≈ 0.0029. The two simulation approaches
exhibit qualitative agreement in the evolution of the hot electron anisotropy and magnetic energy density. Other
studies by [74–76] have shown similar agreement between moment-based QLT and PIC for describing the whistler
anisotropy instability. Note that the 1D3V PIC simulation will not experience damping of the primary whistler
wave since the secondary instability is driven by transverse drifts, which require at least a 2D3V simulation.
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Appendix B. Energy conservation described via quantities in the co-drifting with cold electrons
frame of reference

In the laboratory frame, total energy is a conserved quantity dE lab
tot /dt = 0, such that

E lab
tot (t) :=

∑
s

∫
d3x

∫
d3v

[
1

2
|v⃗|2fs(x⃗, v⃗, t)

]
︸ ︷︷ ︸

kinetic energy Klab
s (t)

+

∫
d3x

|E⃗(x⃗, t)|2

8π︸ ︷︷ ︸
electrostatic energy

+

[
ω2
0

c2k2∥0
+ 1

]
|BW (t)|2

8π︸ ︷︷ ︸
primary wave energy

(B.1)

The total kinetic energy in the (non-inertial) frame co-drifting with cold electrons Ks(t), see Eq. (5), is

Ks(t) :=

∫
d3x′

∫
d3v′

[
1

2
|v⃗′|2fs(x⃗′, v⃗′, t)

]
=

∫
d3x′

∫
d3v′

[
1

2
|v⃗ − V⃗Dc(t)|2fs(x⃗′, v⃗′, t)

]
= K lab

s (t)−
∫

d3x′
∫

d3v′V⃗Dc(t) · v⃗fs(x⃗′, v⃗′, t) +
1

2
|V⃗Dc(t)|2

∫
d3x′

∫
d3v′fs(x⃗

′, v⃗′, t)

= K lab
s (t)− V⃗Dc(t) · M⃗ lab

s (t) +
1

2
|V⃗Dc(t)|2ns. (B.2)

Moreover, the electrostatic energy in the laboratory frame can be described as∫
d3x|E⃗(x⃗, t)|2 =

∫
d3k|E⃗(k⃗, t)|2 =

∫
d3k

∫
d3x exp(−ik⃗ · x⃗)|E⃗(x⃗, t)|2

=

∫
d3k

∫
d3x exp

(
−ik⃗ · x⃗′ − i

∫ t

0

V⃗Dc(τ) · k⃗dτ
)
|E⃗(x⃗, t)|2

=

∫
d3k exp

(
−ik⊥

∫ t

0

V⃗x,Dc(τ)dτ

)
| ⃗̃E(k⃗, t)|2

=

∫
d3k

∞∑
n=−∞

Jn

(
k⊥|V⃗Dc|

ω0

)
exp(inω0t)| ⃗̃E(k⃗, t)|2. (B.3)

Inserting Eq. (B.2) and Eq. (B.3) in Eq. (B.1) and considering that ω2
0/c

2k2∥0 ≪ 1 for whistler waves results in

E lab
tot (t) =

∑
s

Ks(t) + V⃗Dc(t) ·
∑
s

M⃗ lab
s (t)− 1

2
|V⃗Dc(t)|2 (B.4)

+
1

8π

∫
d3k
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(
k⊥|V⃗Dc|

ω0

)
cos(nω0t)| ⃗̃E(k⃗, t)|2 + |BW (t)|2

8π
.

We apply a low-pass filter on Eq. (B.4) to eliminate the terms that change on small time scales ∼ ω−1
0

ω0

2π

∫ t+ 2π
ω0

t

E lab
tot (τ)dτ =

∑
s

Ks(t) +
1

2
|V⃗Dc(t)|2 +

1

8π

∫
d3kJ0

(
k⊥|V⃗Dc|

ω0

)
| ⃗̃E(k⃗, t)|2 + |BW (t)|2

8π
.

For the parameters considered in the manuscript k⊥|V⃗Dc|/ω0 ≲ 1, so

ω0

2π

∫ t+ 2π
ω0

t

E lab
tot (τ)dτ =

∑
s

Ks(t) +
1

2
|V⃗Dc(t)|2 +

1

8π

∫
d3k| ⃗̃E(k⃗, t)|2 + |BW (t)|2

8π

=
∑
s

Ks(t) +
1

8π

∫
d3k| ⃗̃E(k⃗, t)|2 + |BW (t)|2

8π

[
1 + 4π

∣∣∣∣ ω0

k∥0

1

B0

Ωce

ω0 +Ωce

∣∣∣∣2
]
,

and by the conservation of total energy, we arrive at Eq. (27).
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