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Abstract

The influence of electromagnetic skin effect on anomalous charged particle transport in dense,
non-relativistic, collisionless plasma with a small-scale turbulent magnetic field was investigated using
quasi-linear kinetic equations, through both analytical and numerical methods. Analytical expressions
for the diffusion tensor components in the Fokker–Planck equation that take this effect into account
have been found. The equation was solved numerically in the case of magnetostatic turbulence. It
has been demonstrated that the skin effect increases the mean free path of particles in turbulent
plasma, thereby reducing its anomalous resistance. It also leads to anisotropy in particle scattering,
resulting in anisotropy in their stationary velocity distribution, which increases as the screening
parameter grows. Approximate analytical formulas for the effective mobility of charged particles and
the electric conductivity of plasma with isotropic magnetostatic turbulence have been obtained.

1 Introduction
Studying and interpretation a variety of phenomena in laboratory and space plasmas usually requires

to determine their kinetic characteristics, such as diffusion coefficients, viscosity and electrical or thermal
conductivity [1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8]. However, plasma, especially cosmic plasma, is often non-collisional: on
scales of interest, the main role in the kinetics of charged particles is played not by their pair collisions,
but by their interaction with turbulent fluctuations of electric and magnetic fields [9, 10, 11, 12, 13,
14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21]. In this case, the corresponding coefficients may differ by many orders of
magnitude from the “classical” values in Coulomb scattering, and the plasma parameters are referred to
as anomalous.

Research on the transport properties of turbulent plasma is of great importance for solving a number
of problems in controlled thermonuclear fusion [22, 15, 23, 24, 25, 4, 26], as well as a wide range of tasks
in space plasma physics, such as explaining the origin of high-energy cosmic rays [27, 28, 29, 30, 31,
32, 33, 19, 20] or the occurrence of anomalous conductivity in current layers during solar flares and
magnetospheric substorms [34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42]. A huge number of works and monographs
are devoted to the study of anomalous transport of charged particles (see., e.g., [27, 43, 44, 45]).

The main focus of this study is often on the interaction of charged particles with the electric field
fluctuations [46, 9, 12, 43, 44, 47, 48]. However, in some cases, the separation of charges in plasma is
negligible, or turbulent magnetic fluctuations are excited significantly above the thermal level due to
various hydrodynamic and kinetic instabilities (see, e.g., [49, 50, 51, 52, 53, 54, 55, 56, 20]), there may be
a regime in which particle scattering in a turbulent magnetic field plays a more important role. Examples
include the interaction of cosmic rays with interplanetary or galactic magnetic fields and the acceleration
of particles in collisionless shock waves [30, 57, 58, 59, 60, 61, 17, 20].

However, in these cases, the scattering of individual particles is usually considered as scattering in
a random field supported by some external sources in a vacuum, and the influence of collective effects,
including the particles’ own fields, is neglected (see., e.g., [30, 62, 33, 17]). This is acceptable for particles
moving at significantly greater speeds than thermal velocities, or for highly rarefied cosmic plasma.
However, as will be demonstrated below, for sufficiently dense beams of charged particles, moving at
speeds equal to or less than thermal velocities, the effect of their own screening can be significant. This
can lead to anisotropy in the transport properties of the plasma and a decrease in its anomalous resistance.

This paper presents an analytical and numerical study of the influence of electromagnetic shield-
ing on the transport properties of a dense homogeneous non-relativistic collisionless plasma flow in the
presence of a microturbulent magnetic field. The quasi-linear kinetic equation method is used to describe
the transport of charged particles. It is correct, if scattering on magnetic fluctuations is weak, and the
plasma is unmagnetized.
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The task at hand is considered in its most general formulation, in which interaction with the
magnetic turbulence of a selected group of charged particles generating electric current in plasma causes
relaxation of their average directed motion and, accordingly, the appearance of anomalous resistance. In
real conditions, the role of scattered particles can be performed by either one of the plasma components,
such as electrons or ions, or by injected particle beams having an average velocity relative to the given
turbulent field sources.

This paper contains the following sections. Section 2 presents the derivation of the Fokker-Planck
(FP) equation for a dense beam of charged particles in turbulent plasma, and the corresponding com-
ponents of the diffusion tensor in velocity space are found in the quasi-linear approximation. Section
3 considers the case where the turbulent magnetic field is stationary and isotropic, and expressions are
obtained for the characteristic screening length and effective diffusion coefficient. Section 4 is devoted
to the numerical solution of the resulting FP equation and a discussion of the effect of screening on the
emergence of anisotropy in the particle distribution function and the increase in their mean free path.
Section 5 consists of conclusions and a discussion of open questions.

2 Particle diffusion tensor in velocity space
Let us consider the propagation of a non-relativistic flow (beam) of charged particles, such as

electrons, in an isotropic homogeneous collisionless plasma with an excited small-scale turbulent magnetic
field, which is maintained by some external currents, for example, currents of charged particles of a
different type or a separate fraction of the same particles. At high beam concentrations, external sources
induce significant polarization currents in the beam, which, in turn, lead to changes in the effective
scattering fields. Thus, the particle transport problem is, strictly speaking, non-linear, since the scattering
electromagnetic fields must be consistent with the solution of the kinetic equation for the averaged
distribution function that determines the dielectric properties of the beam plasma. This problem is
similar to that which arises when describing particle scattering in a Coulomb field using the Balescu-
Lenard collision integral (see., e.g., [63, 64, 65, 5]).

The turbulence is assumed to be sufficiently weak, so that when the beam particles scatter, the
deviation of their direction of motion at a distance of the order of the characteristic correlation length of
the magnetic field λcor occurs at a small angle, and the number of magnetized particles is negligible. In
other words, we will assume that the condition lc ≫ r̄H ≫ λcor is satisfied, where lc is the mean free path
of a particle determined by turbulence, r̄H , is the thermal gyroradius of particles in an average turbulent
magnetic field B̄T =

√
⟨B2⟩. Under these conditions, the change in particle velocities is diffusive in nature

and is described by the FP equation [66, 67, 68, 5]. To find a specific type of coefficients included in this
equation, we use the kinetic description of Vlasov-Maxwell in a quasi-linear approximation [43, 44, 30, 48]
and briefly go through the well-known scheme of their derivation.

Let us write down the Liouville equation for the velocity distribution function of a particle beam
F (t, r,v) with mass m and charge q, moving in a random electromagnetic field defined by the electric
field and magnetic field vectors, E and B respectively. Let us assume that the average vectors of these
fields are zero: ⟨E⟩, ⟨B⟩ = 0. The possible average value of the external electric field Ed supporting the
flow of direct current in plasma, for simplicity, we will also consider it to be zero (until Section 4), since
its consideration (at a sufficiently small value) only leads to the appearance of a trivial additional term
in the equation for the averaged distribution function. In this case, the equation is

∂F

∂t
+ v · ∂F

∂r
+

q

m

{
E+

1

c
(v ×B)

}
· ∂F
∂v

= 0. (1)

Ignoring electrostatic disturbances, including Langmuir and ion-sound turbulence, we express the
vectors of electric field strength and magnetic induction,

E = −1

c

∂A

∂t
, B = ∇×A, (2)

through the vector potential A, which is the solution to the wave equation

∇2A− 1

c2
∂

∂t
ε̂t
∂A

∂t
= −4π

c
j(ext). (3)

Here, ε̂t is the dielectric permittivity operator, which takes into account the influence of polarization
currents in a homogeneous stationary plasma, j(ext) is the electric current density of external sources,
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and c is the speed of light in a vacuum. In expressions (2), (3) and further, Coulomb calibration of the
vector potential, ∇ ·A = 0, is used.

The kinetic equation (1) can be rewritten as follows:

∂F

∂t
+ v · ∂F

∂r
+ D̂[A] · ∂F

∂v
= 0, (4)

where, for brevity, a linear differential operator is introduced

D̂[A] = − q

mc

{∂A

∂t
− v × (∇×A)

}
. (5)

As turbulence is considered to be weak, the solution of the equation (1) can be found with use of
perturbation theory as a series in terms of the small energy of turbulent fluctuations,

F = f0 + f1 + f2 + ... (6)

Following the standard procedure of quasi-linear theory [30, 48], the distribution function F in the
specified form should be substituted in equation (1). Averaging over the statistical distribution of the
value A (symbol ⟨...⟩) and omitting terms of higher order of smallness than the first, one can obtain the
following system of equations:

∂f0
∂t

+ v · ∂f0
∂r

+ ⟨D̂[A] · ∂f1
∂v

⟩ = 0, (7)

∂f1
∂t

+ v · ∂f1
∂r

+ D̂[A] · ∂f0
∂v

= 0. (8)

Considering thermal fluctuations to be sufficiently weak, we restrict our search to the forced so-
lution of equation (8). After the Fourier transform an expression for the particle distribution function
perturbation f1 as a function of frequency and wave vector is written (summation over repeated vector
and tensor indices is assumed):

f1(ω,k) = −iD̂αβ
∂f0
∂vα

Aβ(ω,k)

ω − k · v
. (9)

Here, D̂αβ is the matrix of the operator D̂ in Fourier representation, whose components are explicitly
written as follows:

D̂αβ(ω,k) =
iq

mc

{
(ω − k · v)δαβ + kαvβ

}
. (10)

The Fourier transform A(ω,k) is the corresponding solution of equation (3) in spectral form:

A(ω,k) =
4π

c

j(ext)(ω,k)

k2Λ(ω,k)
. (11)

In relation (11), there is a factor Λ, expressed through the transverse dielectric permittivity of plasma
εt, which is responsible for the effect of screening 1:

Λ(ω,k) = 1− ω2

k2c2
εt(ω,k). (12)

In the case where there are no external sources, j(ext) = 0, the equality of expression (12) to zero defines
the dispersion relation for transverse normal waves in undisturbed plasma. However, in the following, we
will only be interested in the forced solution, for which Λ ̸= 0.

After some simple transformations using the expression found (9), the equation for the averaged
distribution function (7) can be rewritten as

∂f0
∂t

+ v · ∂f0
∂r

=
∂

∂vα
µ̂αβ

∂f0
∂vβ

. (13)

1In the quasi-linear approximation, it is assumed that the value of the dielectric permittivity of the beam plasma εt is
determined by the undisturbed particle velocity distribution function f0, which imposes restrictions on the applicability
of relation (9). In fact, to use the method described, it is necessary that all characteristic spatial and temporal scales of
variation of the function f0 be much larger than the corresponding scales of turbulent fluctuations.
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This expression has the form of a FP equation, where the tensor (matrix) of diffusion coefficients in
velocity space is determined by the following formula (the symbol ∗ denotes complex conjugation, the
upper index (ext) for the current density components is omitted here and below):

µ̂αβ = i
(4π

c

)2
∫ ∫

D̂∗
αγD̂βγ′

ω − k · v
⟨j∗γ(ω′,k′)jγ′(ω,k)⟩

k′2k2Λ∗(ω′,k′)Λ(ω,k)
exp

(
− i(ω − ω′)t+ i(k− k′) · r

)d3kd3k′dωdω′

(2π)8
.

(14)

In assumption of stationary and homogeneous turbulence, the well-known relationship between the
correlation function and the spectral density of fluctuations can be used (see, for example, [45])

⟨j∗γ(ω′,k′)jγ′(ω,k)⟩ = (2π)4j̄2γγ′(ω,k)δ(ω − ω′)δ(k− k′). (15)

Here, j̄2γ′γ is the spectral distribution of fluctuations in the electric current density of external sources,
and δ(x) is the Dirac function. Using relation (15), one can find the diffusion coefficient matrix in the
following form:

µ̂αβ = i
(4π

c

)2
∫

D̂∗
αγD̂βγ′

ω − k · v
j̄2γγ′(ω,k)

|Λ(ω,k)|2
d3kdω

(2πk)4
. (16)

The expression (16) found for the coefficients of the FP equation describing the transport of charged
particles in a random electromagnetic field is the most general that can be obtained for stationary
homogeneous turbulence in the absence of two-particle collisions. If the distribution of turbulent currents
is considered to be isotropic, i.e. satisfying the relation

j̄2γγ′(ω,k) =
1

3
j̄2(ω, k)δγγ′ , (17)

then, after simple transformations, the expression (16) is

µ̂αβ =
i

3

( 4πq

mc2

)2
∫

v2kαkβ
ω − k · v

j̄2(ω, k)

|Λ(ω, k)|2
d3kdω

(2πk)4
. (18)

Following the rule for handling singularities in the denominator of integrand of the Fourier transform
[69] (the symbol P denotes integration in the sense of the principal value of Cauchy)

1

ω − k · v + i0
−→ P

1

ω − k · v
− iπδ(ω − k · v), (19)

the following tensor of particle diffusion coefficients in velocity space appears:

µ̂αβ =
2π

3

( 4πq

mc2

)2 E
m

∫
kαkβ
k2

j̄2(ω, k)

|Λ(ω, k)|2
δ(ω − k · v)

k2
d3kdω

(2π)4
, (20)

where E = mv2/2 is the kinetic energy of the particles. It is easy to show that formula (20) can be
presented in a more intuitive form

µ̂αβ = µ⊥δαβ + (µ|| − µ⊥)
vαvβ
v2

. (21)

Here, the longitudinal and transverse diffusion coefficients are equal to, respectively 2:

µ||(E) =
1

3

( 4πq

mc2

)2
√

E
2m

∫ +∞

0

(
1− mω2

2Ek2
)3/2 j̄2(ω, k)

|Λ(ω, k)|2
dkdω

k(2π)2
, (22)

µ⊥(E) =
1

6

( 4πq

mc2

)2
√

E
2m

∫ +∞

0

mω2

2Ek2
(
1− mω2

2Ek2
)1/2 j̄2(ω, k)

|Λ(ω, k)|2
dkdω

k(2π)2
. (23)

2In reality, integration over the wave number k must be carried out up to a certain maximum value kmax, determined
by the condition of applicability of the continuous medium approximation in relation (11). However, in this work, it is
assumed that the characteristic correlation lengths of turbulence are much larger than the specified scale, and therefore the
integration can be extended to infinity.
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The expressions found (22) and (23) differ from the standard diffusion coefficients in particle scat-
tering theory (in particular, cosmic rays) on magnetic turbulence (see, for example, [32, 58, 17]) by the
presence of an additional integrand factor, 1/|Λ|2, responsible for the skin effect. The peculiarities of
plasma transport properties arising from this factor are analysed in the following sections.

From the relation (21), the physical meaning of the obtained formulas is clearly visible: the longitu-
dinal coefficient µ|| describes the diffusion of particle energy, while the transverse coefficient µ⊥ describes
the diffusion of angles. Substituting the found expressions into (13), we obtain a closed equation for the
averaged distribution function f0 describing the transport of particles in plasma with a microturbulent
magnetic field. However, in formulas (22) and (23), the spectral density of current fluctuations j̄2(ω, k)
remains undefined and has been considered known and given by external sources when deriving these
relations. In fact, it must be derived from experimental data or model assumptions about the properties
of the turbulent field.

3 Scattering of particles by magnetostatic perturbations
If the characteristic pulsation time of the magnetic field τB is sufficiently large at the times of interest

(i.e., τB ≫ τc, where τc is the average effective free path time of particles in turbulent plasma without
significant changes in their direction or magnitude), then such a field can be considered quasi-stationary
and treated as a time-fixed spatial structure. In a number of works (see, for example, [14, 15, 70, 33]) based
on a simple hydrodynamic approach, it was shown that such magnetostatic perturbations can exist in
plasma for a sufficiently long time and cause strong particle scattering, more significant than the scattering
associated with Coulomb collisions, especially if the level of magnetic fluctuations is superthermal. As
a result, anomalous particle diffusion corresponding to the Bohm-like regime and anomalous electron
thermal conductivity across an external uniform magnetic field arise in the plasma [14, 70]. Below, using
the results of kinetic theory presented in the previous section, the diffusion coefficients of the FP equation
are derived and an estimate is given for the anomalous conductivity of the beam plasma, determined by
the transport of particles in an isotropic microturbulent magnetic field, under conditions of weak particle
magnetization and zero or negligible average magnetic field induction vector.

In cases where the spectral distribution of electric current density fluctuations corresponds to mag-
netostatic disturbances, the following equality holds true:

j̄2(ω, k) = 2πj̄2(k)δ(ω). (24)

Furthermore, the beam of scattered particles is assumed to have an initial velocity distribution close
to Maxwellian and moves relative to stationary turbulent sources at an average velocity u. Then the
diffusion coefficient tensor (20) takes the form:

µ̂αβ =
2π

3

( 4πq

mc2

)2 E
m

∫
kαkβ
k2

j̄2(k)

|Λ(k · u, k)|2
δ(k · v)

k2
d3k

(2π)3
. (25)

From the expression found (25), it can be seen that only the harmonics of the magnetic field with
wave vectors that are orthogonal to the direction of its motion (see Fig. 1a) and which, for brevity, will
be denoted as k⊥. When integrating over all directions of wave vectors, it is convenient to count the
polar angle from the direction of the particle velocity v, and the azimuthal angle ϕ from the direction
of an arbitrary axis in the orthogonal plane (the plane of wave vectors k⊥ shown in Fig. 1a). Thus, we
arrive at the following relationship:

µ̂αβ =
1

3

( 4πq

mc2

)2
√

E
2m

∫
k⊥αk⊥β

k2
j̄2(k)

|Λ(k⊥ · u, k)|2
dkdϕ

k(2π)2
, (26)

where in the first argument Λ - functions there is a scalar product k⊥ · u ≡ ku cos(ϕ) sin(θ). Here θ is
the angle between the directions of the particle velocity v and the drift velocity of the beam u.

Since integration over the variable ϕ for an arbitrary function |Λ(k, θ, ϕ)|2 is not possible, we ap-
proximate the corresponding value by its mean value:

µ̂αβ ≈ 1

3

( 4πq

mc2

)2
√

E
2m

∫
k⊥αk⊥β

k2

〈 j̄2(k)

|Λ(k, θ, ϕ)|2
〉
ϕ

dkdϕ

k(2π)2
. (27)
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(a) (b)

u

v

eα

k⊥

O

θ

ϕ

eγ

eβ

f0(v)

u

2vT

v0

(c)

j(ext)
j(ext)

j(ext)

j(ext)

u

δB

δB

V

Figure 1: a) Schematic representation of a laboratory reference frame with guide axes eα,β,γ and the
direction of motion of a single particle with velocity v and a particle beam with drift velocity u. The
shaded area shows the resonance plane of the wave vectors of the turbulent magnetic field k⊥ that
contribute non-zero to particle scattering. b) Schematic representation of the averaged distribution
function of scattered beam particles by velocity. The average values of the drift and double thermal
velocities (u and vT ) are marked. c) Symbolic two-dimensional picture of the propagation of a particle
beam in plasma with a turbulent magnetic field.

This substitution allows us to eliminate the complex dependence of the integrand on the axial angle
ϕ and obtain simpler formulas for the diffusion coefficients, expressed as an integral only of the given
spectral distribution function of currents. In fact, for the case we are interested in further, the inequality
Re εt ≪ Im εt holds and, therefore, the value 1/|Λ|2 can only vary between zero and one, so that the
above averaging over the azimuthal angle can lead to a difference between the exact value of expression
(26) and the approximate value (27) by only a numerical factor of the order of unity.

Finally, the tensor of coefficients of the FP equation will be written in the following form:

µ̂αβ = µ(E , θ)
(
δαβ − vαvβ

v2

)
, (28)

µ(E , θ) ≈ 1

6

√
E
2m

( 4πq

mc2

)2
∫ +∞

0

〈 j̄2(k)

|Λ(k, θ, ϕ)|2
〉
ϕ

dk

k(2π)
. (29)

A comparison of the expressions obtained (21) and (28) shows that for a time-independent magnetic
field, the longitudinal coefficient µ|| is zero, which corresponds to the absence of particle diffusion in energy
while preserving their diffusion in angles. Thus, as expected, particle scattering in a stationary magnetic
field is completely elastic.

Further simplification of expression (29) can only be achieved by assuming a specific form of the
undisturbed distribution function that determines the dielectric permeability of the beam plasma εt. The
presence of other non-collisional plasma, which is generally stationary relative to magnetostatic turbulence
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and supports it with its “external” currents, does not affect the result of screening the beam particles
by their polarization currents. For the case of Maxwellian distribution of beam particles by velocity, the
Λ-function in formula (29) has the form [71]:

Λ(k⊥ · u, k) = 1− (k⊥ · u)2

k2c2

{
1 + i

√
π

2

1

k2r2D

kvT
k⊥ · u

W
( k⊥ · u√

2kvT

)}
. (30)

Here, rD is the Debye radius determined by the plasma beam, vT =
√
T/m is the average thermal

velocity of particles, and W (x) is the Faddeeva function (or Kramp function) [67].
When the drift velocity of the beam is small compared to the thermal velocity of the particles,

u ≪ vT (Fig. 1b), formula (30) reduces to the following asymptotic expression:

|Λ(k, θ, ϕ)|2 ≈ 1 +
π

2

1

k4r4D

v2T
c2

(k⊥ · u
kc

)2

. (31)

Using the approximate ratio (31) and averaging appropriately over the azimuthal angle ϕ, we obtain an
expression for the diffusion coefficient (29) in the form

µ(E , θ) ≈ 1

6

√
E
2m

( 4πq

mc2

)2
∫ +∞

0

j̄2(k)√
1 +

κ4
s

k4 sin2(θ)

dk

k(2π)
, (32)

where the characteristic wave number of the screening, determined by the plasma frequency of the beam,
is introduced,

κs =
(π
2

)1/4ωp

c

√
u

vT
. (33)

The screening length ls = 1/κs determined in this way depends on the average velocity of the
directed motion of particles u and decreases with its increase (this length also arises in the problem
of shielding a magnetic dipole moving in plasma [72]). The screening disappears, i.e. κs = 0, in the
absence of relative motion between the beam and the sources of the turbulent field. This mode of
interaction between the particle flow and magnetostatic fluctuations actually corresponds to the case of
electromagnetic field penetration into plasma with an anomalous skin effect. [73].

To simplify further consideration of the skin effect and obtain estimates in order of magnitude, we
will also introduce the angle-averaged value of the diffusion coefficient θ

µ̄(E) = 1

π

∫ π

0

µ(E , θ)dθ. (34)

Performing this integration over the polar angle and moving from the spectral distribution of current
density fluctuations j̄2k to the spectral distribution of magnetic fields B̄2

k, we obtain

µ̄(E) = 1

6

√
E
2m

∫ +∞

0

q2B̄2
k

m2c2
k2√

k4 + κ4
s

2

π
K
( κ4

s

k4 + κ4
s

)kdk
2π

. (35)

Here, K(x) is a complete elliptic integral of the first kind. From the form of expression (35), it follows that
taking into account the finite length of the screening, κs ̸= 0, leads to the appearance of an additional
integrand factor, less than unity, which reduces the average value of the diffusion coefficient compared to
its value for particle scattering in a magnetic field in a vacuum.

If the spectrum of magnetic fluctuations is a strongly localized function with a sharp maximum near
some value of the wave number kopt, such that

B̄2
k ≈ 2πB̄2

T δ̃(k − kopt), (36)

where δ̃(k − kopt) is the so-called physical delta function, which has a small but finite width, then the
integral expression (35) can be approximately reduced to a simple formula

µ̄(E) ≈ 1

6
ω̄2
B

√
E
2m

λcor√
1 + ξ4

2

π
K
( ξ4

1 + ξ4

)
. (37)
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Here, the correlation length of magnetic turbulence λcor = 1/kopt, the dimensionless screening parameter
ξ = λcorκs, and the value ω̄B = qB̄T /mc is the gyromagnetic frequency of the particles relative to the
root mean square value of the turbulent magnetic field B̄T .

If the distribution of magnetostatic fluctuations has a large width in the wave vector space, then the
effect of the shielding factor on different spectral components of the field will be different. According to
the relation (32), the effect of screening on the interaction of a particle beam with small-scale harmonics,
which have small wavenumbers, k ≪ κs, will be insignificant, and the scattering of particles will occur
similarly to scattering in a magnetic field in a vacuum. In the opposite limit, k ≫ κs, the scattering will
be significantly suppressed.

In the case of a large drift velocity, u ≫ vT , the effect of the screening factor on the diffusion
coefficient remains qualitatively the same. However, it is not possible to simplify the analytical expression
(27), since there is no any asymptotic expansion of the Λ-function in this limit. It can only be stated
that for particle propagation angles θ such that u sin(θ) ≪ vT , the effect of screening is always small,
whereas when the reverse inequality is satisfied, the dispersion expression (30), accurate to terms of the
order u2/c2, is equal to 1 + 1/(k2δ2), where δ = c/ωp is the skin layer width. In the latter case, the
shielding factor does not depend on the angle and is characterized only by the screening length, which is
the skin length. Therefore, the corresponding mode, in contrast to the one described above, corresponds
to the normal skin effect mode.

Thus, based on the expressions (32), (35) and (37), we can conclude that the effect of screening
on particle transport in the case of magnetostatic turbulence manifests itself in two ways: i) a decrease
in the average value of the diffusion coefficient (see (37)) and ii) the emergence of particle scattering
anisotropy (see (32)) even for isotropic turbulence and in the absence of average values of electric and
magnetic fields ⟨E⟩ and ⟨B⟩, which is a consequence of the appearance in the system of a distinguished
direction e|| ⇈ u associated with the motion of the beam as a whole.

4 Anomalous plasma electrical conductivity. Numerical solution
As discussed in previous sections, a turbulent magnetic field can result in anomalous plasma prop-

erties emerging. In particular, if scattering on magnetostatic perturbations supported by turbulent cur-
rents of another component (e.g. ions) is more significant than direct electron-ion collisions for one of the
charged components (e.g. electrons), then anomalous electrical resistance arises. However, as discussed
in Section 3, for a sufficiently dense particle flow, it is important to consider the screening effect, which
modifies the scattering action of the field on them. The diffusion coefficients obtained from the FP equa-
tion above, which incorporate these changes, enable us to study the anomalous conductivity of plasma
caused by magnetic turbulence.

In assumption of the given turbulence and negligible reverse action of the scattered particle beam
(electrons) on external sources 3, particle transport should obey the obtained kinetic equation of FP. In
this paper, only the case of small drift velocities, i.e., u ≪ vT , homogeneous plasma, i.e., v · ∇ ≡ 0, and
the sufficiently narrow (see Section 3) spectral distribution of spatial fluctuations of the magnetic field is
under consideration. Then equation (13) takes the form

∂f0
∂t

+
q

m
Ed ·

∂f0
∂v

=
1

sin(θ)

∂

∂θ

D(E) sin(θ)√
1 + ξ4 sin2(θ)

∂f0
∂θ

. (38)

Here, Ed is the average electric field that induces current and was mentioned in Section 2, and D(E) =
ω̄2
Bλcor

√
m/2E/12 is the value of the diffusion coefficient in the velocity space in the absence of screening

when particles move in a turbulent small-scale magnetostatic field.
As can be seen from equation (38), the collision term on its right-hand side describes the diffusion

of particles in angles, while keeping their energy unchanged, but leading to the isotropisation of the
distribution function and a decrease in the magnitude of the directed flow velocity. The effective diffusion
coefficient differs from the case of particle scattering when the influence of collective effects is neglected by
the presence of a square root factor in the denominator, which, at a finite value of the screening parameter,
ξ ̸= 0, leads to an angular dependence of the diffusion coefficient and, as a consequence, anisotropy of
the transport properties of the plasma. In the approximation under consideration, the angular diffusion

3This work does not address the issue of creating a turbulent field and maintaining a constant electric field E (as well
as the drift velocity u).
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(a) (b)

Figure 2: Dependence of (a) dimensionless mobility b and (b) anisotropy of the particle velocity dis-
tribution function A on the screening parameter ξ. Numerical calculation - blue dashed-dotted curve,
analytical approximation - red dotted curve.

coefficient in configuration space can be compared to a uniaxial ellipsoid with the longest axis oriented
along the direction of the particle drift velocity e|| ⇈ u. The length of this axis, D(E), gives the value
of the diffusion coefficient along the flow direction, and the length of the smallest axis, D(E)/

√
1 + ξ4,

determines its transverse value. It should be emphasised that screening actually only affects the reduction
in the transverse diffusion coefficient, while its longitudinal value is the same as in a vacuum.

The exact analytical solution of the kinetic equation (38) is quite a difficult task, and therefore
only numerical solution is given. The presented results were obtained using standard grid methods for
integrating the resulting differential kinetic equation in partial derivatives (see, for example, [74]).

Numerical solution to the FP equation is founded for various values of the screening parameter ξ
at a fixed level of turbulent fluctuations, i.e. the value ω̄B , and a given external uniform electric field
Ed ̸= 0, which is not too large in magnitude: Ed ≪ EDr, where EDr ∼ mω̄2

Bλcor/q is the field value
that determines the escape threshold of particles in turbulent plasma, similar to the Dreicer field [75, 76]
for Coulomb collisions. The initial distribution of particles in the form of a Maxwellian function with a
mean displacement uinit < vT are chosen. Under these conditions, there is a stationary solution for the
distribution function f0 with an average velocity u, corresponding to the flow of a constant electric current
in plasma, the value of which is determined by the magnitude of the electric field and anomalous collisions,
i.e. the scattering of particles on turbulence. As a result, finding the ratio of the dimensionless average
particle velocity u/(

√
2vT ) to the value, also dimensionless, of the applied electric field (Ed/B̄T )

√
2mc2/T ,

one can obtain the dependence of the mobility of particles in plasma b(ξ) = ω̄B/2νeff on the value of the
screening parameter (here νeff = 1/τc is the effective collision frequency in turbulent plasma mentioned
above, see Fig. 2a).

As expected, strengthening the screening factor leads to an increase in the mean free path of
particles lc. According to Fig. 2a, the value of effective mobility is fairly well described by the formula
b = b0

√
1 + ξ4 (dashed curve in Fig. 2a), where the value b0 determines the mobility of scattered

in a turbulent magnetic field particles in the absence of screening. Nevertheless, the stationary particle
velocity distribution function f0(v), which is the solution to the FP equation, differs from the Maxwellian
distribution, as expressed by the appearance of a non-zero anisotropy parameter A = 1− T||/T⊥ , where
T|| and T⊥ are the longitudinal and transverse temperatures of the steady flow. The dependence of the
anisotropy value on the parameter ξ is shown in Fig. 2b.

Thus, even for isotropic turbulence arising in the presence of a distinct direction of mean particle
motion, the anisotropy of the diffusion coefficient leads to the appearance of anisotropy in the velocity
distribution function, which, when the screening parameter is not too large, increases inversely propor-
tional to the fourth power of the screening length ls (dashed line in Fig. 2b). Note that in the absence of
additional isotropization factors, i.e., when the anisotropy of the particle distribution is preserved for suf-
ficiently long times, it can become a source of kinetic plasma instabilities, such as Weibel [77, 78, 79, 80],
which in turn leads to the generation of a small-scale turbulent magnetic field that provides momentum
exchange between electrons and ions. In other words, in collisionless plasma in the absence of strong
quasi-electrostatic pulsations, it is possible to realise a self-sustaining mode of electric current flow, for

9



(a) (b)

Figure 3: a) Time dependence of the normalized average particle velocity u during free relaxation of its
initial value for different values of the screening parameter ξ. b) Dependence of the normalized effective
conductivity of turbulent plasma σB on the characteristic scale of magnetic perturbations λcor. The
parameter λ0

cor is equal to the screening length ls at ξ = 1.

which the conductivity is determined by magnetic field fluctuations. Such a situation can occur under
various conditions in laboratory or space plasma, for example, in the central part of current layers [42, 81]
during magnetic reconnection.

In the case of sufficiently large values of the external electric field, Ed ∼ EDr, as with Coulomb
collisions, there is no steady-state solution and particles escape, continuously accelerating and gaining
energy. Preliminary numerical calculations show that this causes a strong deformation of the distribution
function and an increase in anisotropy, T⊥ > T||. A correct analysis of this regime requires the calculation
of the self-consistent change in the distribution function and the screening parameter, which depends on
the average beam velocity. In addition, if the directional velocity is comparable in magnitude to the
thermal velocity, u ≳ vT , it is necessary to go beyond the simple approximation considered above and
take into account the screening factor determined by the ratio (30) more accurately. Moreover, at
sufficiently high relative velocities of different plasma components, instabilities may develop, leading to
the generation of other types of turbulence not considered in this work [43, 78, 71].

It should be noted that for real plasma, the applicability of the obtained results may be limited by the
finite free path length of particles, which is not related to the magnetic fluctuations under consideration,
and by the dimensions of the system or the scale of plasma inhomogeneity.

Turning to the problem of free relaxation of a particle beam with a given initial drift velocity u,
when there is no external average electric field Ed, we can also estimate the free path time of particles in
turbulent plasma based on the estimate of the characteristic decay time of the initial current value 4. Fig.
3a shows the numerically determined time dependencies of the normalized drift velocity u/(

√
2vT ) for

different values of the screening parameter ξ. The initial sections of the curves in this figure correspond
to the stage of exponential decay of currents, and the characteristic decay rate determines the average
frequency of particle collisions νeff , and thus their mobility. However, in the case under consideration,
the dependence of the effective mobility of particles b on the screening parameter is not described by the
simple formula b = b0

√
1 + ξ4 mentioned above. In reality, this dependence corresponds to that given by

expression (37), where a factor with an elliptic integral is additionally taken into account:

b = b0
π
√
1 + ξ4

2K(ξ4/(1 + ξ4))
. (39)

As can be seen from the above, determining the free path length of particles in a plasma with
4It should be noted that the application of the analytical formulas obtained in the previous section to describe the

relaxation of the initial particle beam velocity assumes that the characteristic time of change of the averaged distribution
function f0, determined by the effective collision frequency nueff , is much greater than the characteristic time of magnetic
field fluctuations in the beam reference frame, i.e. νeff ≪ koptu. This condition imposes a restriction on the intensity of
magnetic turbulence: λ2

cor/r̄
2
H ≪ (u/vT )

√
1 + ξ4.
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a turbulent magnetic field is not straightforward. However, the change in particle mobility due to the
screening effect is qualitatively the same in all cases of weak turbulence.

Knowing the corresponding value of effective mobility (or, equivalently, collision frequency νeff ),
one can estimate the anomalous plasma conductivity σB caused by particle scattering in a turbulent
magnetic field. According to the classical Drude formula, for the first and second methods of estimating
the screening effect considered above (with and without an average electric field Ed), we have, respectively:

σB =
e2n

mνeff
=

2e2n

mω̄B
b ∼ e2n

mω̄2
B

vT
λcor

√
1 + λ4

corκ4
s или

e2n

mω̄2
B

vT
λcor

π
√

1 + λ4
corκ4

s

2K(λ4
corκ4

s/(1 + λ4
corκ4

s))
. (40)

Fig. 3b shows the dependence of the normalized value of the effective plasma conductivity σB/σ0

(here σ0 is a dimensional factor in formula (40) that does not depend on λcor) on the characteristic
correlation length of magnetostatic perturbations λcor for the first and second cases (v.1 and v.2, re-
spectively). The curves obtained indicate that different turbulence scales make different contributions to
conductivity. For magnetic turbulence with a broad spectrum, which can arise, for example, as a result of
a turbulent cascade during non-linear energy transfer between different spectral components, the largest
contribution to particle scattering is made by inhomogeneities with a scale of the order of the screening
length, λcor ∼ ls. Thus, this value determines the characteristic scale at which magnetic field fluctuations
interact most effectively with electrons (or ions, if turbulent currents are supported by electrons), i.e., the
scale of turbulence dissipation. However, a detailed study of this phenomenon requires a more consistent
description of magnetic turbulence itself, including consideration of the coordinated change in the field
and the distribution of particles by energy.

The numerical and analytical results presented above are intended only to illustrate the general
patterns of the non-linear screening effect of scattering. They do not take into account a number of
factors that may affect the specific numerical values of the calculated diffusion coefficients and anomalous
conductivity values, in particular, they do not address the issue of one or another type of magnetic
turbulence spectrum. More accurate calculations, including those using the particle-in-cell method [82],
are the subject of a separate study.

5 Conclusion
This paper examines how the electromagnetic screening effect influences anomalous particle trans-

port in dense, non-relativistic, collisionless plasma with a microturbulent magnetic field that has a zero
mean vector and satisfies the weak turbulence condition. Using a quasi-linear kinetic description, gen-
eral expressions for the diffusion coefficients of particles in velocity space that account for this effect are
obtained. The case of magnetostatic fluctuations is considered separately, and simple analytical formulas
are derived for the relevant coefficients in the FP equation, as well as for the anomalous plasma conduc-
tivity caused by particle scattering in a turbulent magnetic field. These formulas explicitly account for
the screening effect, demonstrating that it not only decreases the average values of the kinetic coefficients
and increases the anomalous conductivity, but also leads to the emergence of anisotropy in the transport
properties of the plasma. This is due to the appearance of a distinguished direction in the system when
the average velocity of a particle beam is present.

The paper also presents the results of a numerical solution to the FP equation, which describes
the angular diffusion of particles propagating in a plasma with a small-scale turbulent magnetic field. It
demonstrates that, in the presence of an external constant electric field, which establishes an average elec-
tric current, the stationary distribution function becomes anisotropic one, and the anisotropy parameter
increases in inverse proportion to the fourth power of the screening length.

The results obtained were compared with those previously known for low-density plasma flows, for
which the screening effect of magnetic turbulence scattering is negligible. However, important questions
remain unanswered, such as providing a self-consistent description of the spectrum of turbulent pulsations
and particle dynamics. This would require taking into account changes in the screening length when the
distribution function changes and describing the reverse effect of scattered particles on external sources
that support magnetic field fluctuations. This paper does not consider the case where the turbulent field
is non-stationary and particle diffusion by energy is possible in detail. In this case, screening may be
significant, potentially leading to anisotropy in the heating and acceleration of particles by turbulent
pulsations.
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The influence of the screening effect on anomalous particle transport in magnetically active plasma
with a non-zero mean magnetic field vector is of great interest. Under these conditions, the resonant
interaction of turbulent magnetic pulsations with various normal oscillations and waves in the plasma
may also be important and should be taken into account. The case of strong turbulence is of particular
interest, as there is a significant proportion of magnetized particles in this scenario [21]. Further research
in this area is desirable.
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