J. Plasma Phys. (2020), vol. 86, 815860302 (© The Author(s), 2020. 1
Published by Cambridge University Press
doi:10.1017/S0022377820000355

Collisional effects on resonant particles in
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A careful examination of the effects of collisions on resonant wave—particle
interactions leads to an alternate interpretation and deeper understanding of the
quasilinear operator originally formulated by Kennel & Engelmann (Phys. Fluids,
vol. 9, 1966, pp. 2377-2388) for collisionless, magnetized plasmas, and widely used
to model radio frequency heating and current drive. The resonant and nearly resonant
particles are particularly sensitive to collisions that scatter them out of and into
resonance, as for Landau damping as shown by Johnston (Phys. Fluids, vol. 14,
1971, pp. 2719-2726) and Auerbach (Phys. Fluids, vol. 20, 1977, pp. 1836-1844).
As a result, the resonant particle-wave interactions occur in the centre of a narrow
collisional boundary when the collision frequency v is very small compared to
the wave frequency w. The diffusive nature of the pitch angle scattering combined
with the wave—particle resonance condition enhances the collision frequency by
(w/v)*3 > 1, resulting in an effective resonant particle collisional interaction time of
T~ (V/w)*3 /v <« 1/v. A collisional boundary layer analysis generalizes the standard
quasilinear operator to a form that is fully consistent with Kennel-Englemann, but
allows replacing the delta function appearing in the diffusivity with a simple integral
(having the appropriate delta function limit) retaining the new physics associated with
the narrow boundary layer, while preserving the entropy production principle. The
limitations of the collisional boundary layer treatment are also estimated, and indicate
that substantial departures from Maxwellian are not permitted.
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1. Introduction

The Kennel & Engelmann (1966) quasilinear operator used to simulate radio
frequency (rf) heating and current drive in tokamaks has a velocity space diffusivity
proportional to a delta function at the wave—particle resonances associated with
Landau and Doppler shifts. To deal with this awkward feature the quasilinear operator
is normally assumed to be valid in tokamak geometry so that its transit or bounce
average may be employed (Eriksson et al. 1999; Jaeger et al. 2006; Lee et al. 2017),
even though it was originally derived in a constant magnetic field. Recently a rigorous
high frequency gyrokinetic derivation of the quasilinear operator in tokamak geometry
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(Catto, Lee & Ram 2017) has been performed to provide further justification for this
approach even when magnetic drifts must be retained. Nevertheless, in the absence
of transit averaging the troublesome delta function, now associated with the magnetic
drift as well as Doppler and Landau shifted resonances, remains.

One possible way to remove this singular behaviour is via collisions, which are
normally dismissed as unimportant because the wave frequency o is so large
compared to the collision frequency v. However, phenomenological collision models
that attempt to decorrelate wave—particle interactions more strongly than a simple
Krook model (Catto & Myra 1992; Lamalle 1997) rely on transit averaging as well
as uncorrelated sequential passes through resonance. Here, however, a collisional
boundary layer treatment of the resonant particle interactions, as employed by
Johnston (1971) and in more detail by Auerbach (1977), is demonstrated to dramati-
cally enhance the role of collisions. The boundary layer procedure increases the
effective collision frequency by (w/v)*? > 1, even without recourse to transit
averaging. Unlike the steady state applied rf case, these earlier efforts focused
on Landau damping and bump on tail stability by allowing an imaginary part in
the frequency. They did not consider magnetized plasmas and the quasilinear (QL)
operator that is the main focus herein. The collisional boundary layer behaviour is
shown to be fully consistent with the delta function approximation, while allowing it
to be replaced in the QL operator in a non-singular manner.

The collisional boundary layer procedure considered here provides an estimate of
when the rf wave amplitude becomes large enough that a quasilinear treatment of rf
begins to fail. As might be expected, the estimate indicates this failure typically does
not begin to occur until the unperturbed distribution function becomes appreciably
distorted from Maxwellian, suggesting a possible explanation as to why quasilinear
theory has been rather successful in describing rf heating and current drive. The
failure of QL theory may also indicate the need to more accurately consider the
onset of stochastic behaviour if the rf perturbs the resonant particle trajectories in a
wider boundary layer as the electric field strength increases (Becoulet, Gambier &
Samain 1991).

In §2 a streamlined derivation of the quasilinear operator of Kennel & Engelmann
(1966) is presented to introduce notation and clarify the origin of the resonant
particle delta function. This derivation is just the constant magnetic field limit of the
procedure used in Catto et al. (2017). Section 3 resolves the singular behaviour of the
resonant particles by performing a collisional boundary layer analysis for the particles
participating in the wave—particle interaction. This boundary layer analysis of the
linear response properly accounts for the collisional interaction time of the resonant
particles with the wave. It is a magnetized plasma variation of the treatments of
Johnston (1971) and Auerbach (1977) allowing a Doppler modified Landau resonance
for an applied rf wave field. The QL operator of Kennel & Engelmann (1966) is
generalized to retain collisional boundary layer effects so that the delta function
no longer appears but the entropy production principle is preserved. The section
closes with estimates of the physics associated with the collisional boundary layer
interpretation of quasilinear theory. A brief discussion of the results follows in §4.
Justification for using a pitch angle scattering collision operator is presented in
appendix A, while appendix B suggests the existence of a collisional boundary layer
in tokamaks for correlated resonant kicks.
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2. Quasilinear theory in uniformly magnetized plasma
2.1. Formulation and notation

To illustrate and evaluate the role of collisions in disrupting resonant particles
interacting with applied rf waves, a cylindrical plasma aligned with a constant
magnetic field B,

B =Bz, (2.1)

is considered for simplicity, with z a unit vector along the axis of the cylinder of
length L,. The other cylindrical spatial variables are the radius r and the cylindrical
angle variable %, having the orthonormal unit vectors Vr and rV9 satisfying rVr x
Vi =z.

Denoting the applied electric and magnetic fields by e and b, respectively, then the
resulting perturbed acceleration is

a=(Ze/M)(e+c 'v xb), (2.2)

with Z and M the charge number and mass of the species, e the charge on a proton
and ¢ the speed of light. Then the full kinetic equation is written as

afjot+v-Vf+(a+R2vxz)-V,f=C{f}, (2.3)

with §£2 =ZeB/Mc the species gyrofrequency and C the full collision operator.
Writing
f=h+hH+--- (2.4)
with fi < fo, fo is assumed to contain only slow radial and temporal variation and no

¥, z, or gyrophase, ¢, dependence: fy = fy(r, v, u, o, t), where v = |v| is the speed,
w=v?/2B is the magnetic moment, o = v;/|v;| and

V=0, +yz=v.(cosVr+rsinpVd) + vz. (2.5)

A combined coarse grain average and gyroaverage is used to remove any fast time
and spatial dependence from any quantity A,

] t+T 1 r+A 1 z+L
A = — dr— dr' — d7ZA, 2.6
e S S > Lo 0

where the integrals over ¥ and z remove the poloidal mode number (m) and parallel
wavenumber (k) variation. The integral over T removes fast time variation by taking
o' « T « vy, and the integral over radius r removes rapid radial variation by
assuming %% <« A < a, with vy and o being the effective collision frequency and
typical rf wave frequency, respectively, and a and 2%%! being the minor radius and
the typical radial wavelength of the rf wave, respectively.

These scale separation assumptions result in f, satisfying the QL equation

dfo/dt=C{fo} + O{fo}. 2.7)

with the QL operator Q defined as

Qlfot=—(a-Vyfi)ee=—(Vy - (@f1))- (2.8)
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2.2. Gyrokinetic solution for perturbed distribution function
The equation for the perturbed distribution function f; is

afi/ot+v - Vfi+ (Ze/Mc)v x B-V,fi=—a-V,fy+ C{f1}, 2.9)

where the nonlinear term a - V, f; is always neglected as small in QL treatments, and
normally collisions are ignored as well, except possibly for resolving singularities that
arise from wave—particle resonances. In the next section it will be shown that a more
sophisticated collisional boundary layer model leads to a more satisfying and complete
description.

To extract the non-resonant portion of the perturbed distribution function, define

oh af] ZE?'UH aﬁ)
- 2 e 7

i , 2.10
or ot MBS “ou 2.10)
as in Catto et al. (2017), and use Faraday’s law,
cV xe=—0ab/0t, (2.11)
to write
da Ze |de Ze [ Oe
—=—|——-vx(Vxe)|=— | —4+v-Ve—Ve-v (2.12)
or M | ot M \ 0t
to obtain the more convenient form
9%h 4 Vah Lo v oh
—4+v.-V— vxz-V,—
o ot SRRIFP
oh d 0 10 10 0 0
_c{oh avdh| de 10k 10h) de udfp g
ot B ou ot vov Boiu dz Bou
where
Ze Ze Ze
e=—e and g =—¢ =—€-2. (2.14a,b)
M M M

To solve the linear equation it is convenient to use the gyrokinetic variables
R, v, u, ¢ of Catto (1978), Lee, Myra & Catto (1983) and Parra & Catto (2008),

where

R=r+2 'vxz (2.15)
Using v, - VR+ Qv xz+-V,R=0 and f; a slow function of r, the kinetic equation
becomes

9%h 02h 0%h c 8h+m% —8€-v 1%4_18]% _86‘. vy fo
ot B ou

— + Vi — 22 = - — —_ — 0 y
or? azot d0¢dt ot vov Bou dz Bau
(2.16)

with h=h(R, v, u, o, ¢, t), but € = e(r, ). The distinction between R (the guiding
centre location) and r (the particle location) will lead to the usual Bessel function
modifications.

Fourier decomposing the applied electric field e in space, and considering only a
single wave frequency w for simplicity, gives

e = e(r’ t) — e—iwt Z e eikuz-‘rimﬁ+iS(r)’ (217)
k
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Collisional effects on resonant particles in quasilinear theory 5
with § the eikonal defined such that VS = (d5/0r)Vr=«kVr =k, and
k=k+mVY +kz=k, +kz=k (cosaVr+rsinaV}) +kz. (2.18)
As h depends on gyrophase and R, rather than r, the form
h=h@R, v, w0, )= h,eltis®HmO=nr, (2.19)
k.p
is employed with
R=r+Q 'vxz-Vr=r+r2'v. V0, (2.20)
O=0+R 'vxz-Vo=0—r'Q2 v.Vr, (2.21)
where Taylor expanding S gives
SR =S+ 'vxzek+---. (2.22)

Retaining the distinction between drift kinetic and gyrokinetic variables in exponen-
tials, the preceding yields the alternate and useful form

o= e it Z e, & MITHMOHSR-IL. (2.23)
K

where
L= 'vxz-k= (kv /R)sin(g —a). (2.24)

Using the preceding harmonic forms and Bessel generating function

il — g—insin(p—a) _ Z e PO (), (2.25)
P

where n =k, v, /2, leads to the equation

i Z e_i”“’ (Cl) —pQ — kH U”)hp = Z e—ip(qo—ot) (ek * 2V + &y vL)
p p
19 —k a
y [fo 4 k) o

I, (226
v v wB oy | (220

where collisions are normally replaced by causality to use Imw > 0.
Solving by multiplying by e”¢ and gyroaveraging yields the solution

W,
hy = - Pk , (2.27)
1(a) — pQ — kH U”)
with notation essentially the same as (Catto et al. 2017)
ina 1 8f0 (6() — kHUH) aﬁ)
Wp’k =e? & ° [ZU”JI,(T]) +eJ_pvJ_] |:U81) + T@ , (228)
and . 2

e, = — [klpJ,,(n) tizxk ”(”)} : (2.29)

1 n an
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2.3. Standard quasilinear operator form

To form the QL operator, use of Imw > 0 resolves the singularity to give

1
1((1) —pQ — k”U”)

— —8(w — p2 — kyvy). (2.30)

and the usual approximation used to derive the QL operator, namely
h, — —7W, e"8(w — p§2 — kyv)), (2.31)

where the exponential factor e is inserted as 4 in the QL operator must be rewritten
in the drift kinetic variable r (rather that the gyrokinetic variable R) to perform the
coarse grain average. Therefore, using

k-R=k-r+ 2 'vxz-k=k-r+L, (2.32)
leads to ' S
hR, v, 1, 0, @, 1) =e Y " h, ehzHisOHim Zipgtil. (2.33)
k.p

Next, the delta function is used to simplify W, in the QL operator to

% , p$2 af°> (2.34)

W, ' J
i — €% [z, (n) +e v, ] ( v " wBan

Then, as the difference between f; and & is independent of gyrophase to lowest order,

fl —h e (235)
M

and ¢ dev, =0, it is seen that

alfi = W = 210 <(f1 h)g”v> L <v(f1_h)s-vl> —0, (2.36)
v vy o VO By e

where V ¢ = vlzz X v is used to obtain V,v x V,u « V,0 =1/vB. Therefore, only

UH 8 1 v||8
=——— | —(h&e V), | — h 2.37
Offo} = > 30 <v”( €-v) g> Buo. v”( €0V ) (2.37)
need be considered.
Using the preceding yields
f O geito-a) 1, (), (238)
271 P
and d
¢ iL—ip(p—a *
f HULCL plp—e) — elp, (239)

with % denoting complex conjugate. Then for harmonic fields,

1
(e€)es = 7 > (e + ejen), (2.40)
k
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leading to

T2 , (0fo  pS2v dfy
(h€-unq==—2wv2;p5@%—P9-—kmowkﬁivﬁxn)+equH (av-+ RTIA
(2.41)
where the (...)., replaces the double sum over k and k' with a single sum over k by
introducing the Kronecker delta function &.
Combining the preceding results, the final form for the QL operator is

w9, pfvd v (e PRV
Q{fO}_Zp: v <8v + wB 8M> [Dv <8v + wB 8M>]’ (2.42)
with
ZZ 2
D= 225(“) P2 — kyvple,, - [zv)J, () + e, 1P, (2.43)

a manifestly positive d1ffusw1ty. The preceding QL operator is exactly the same as the
Kennel-Englemann (1966) result, but a gyrokinetic formulation is used to streamline
the derivation, as in the full toroidal version by Catto et al. (2017).

Multiplying Q by {nf, and integrating over all velocity space (using d’v —
2nvBdvdp/|vy]) yields negative definite entropy production as required,

/d3vznf0Q{f0}_ /d3 Zfo

Reverting to cylindrical velocity space variables v,, v, and ¢ the quasilinear operator
in vector form is

U PR ofy ?
wB i

<0. (2.44)

O{fo}=V,-(D-V,fo), (2.45)
with .
D=D”zz+v12DlevL—i—vIlDX(va—i—vlz), (2.46)
where the various diffusivities are defined as
2.0
p2\" v
D, = 1—-— | =D 2.47
=X (1-1) b 2
w,p
o\ 2
D.=Y" <p ”> D, (2.48)
wv |
w,p
and 5
2 2
X_Zp(p?)')u (2.49)
vjvL

For simulations allowing Q ~ C, the delta function is typically removed by assuming
the preceding form remains valid in toroidal geometry and then averaging trapped
particles over a full bounce and passing particles over a poloidal transit.

The next section demonstrates that a collisional boundary layer treatment leads
to the replacement of the delta function with an integral representation dependent
on the collisional physics disrupting the wave-resonant particle resonance, so transit
averaging is no longer needed.
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3. Collisional boundary layer reformulation of quasilinear theory
3.1. Collisional boundary layer model for resonant particles

Normally collisions are ignored in QL theory except when used to resolve singularities
in the same manner as causality. However, collisions are diffusive and thereby
introduce a narrow boundary layer in which wave—particle resonances are disrupted as
will be shown next. Assuming the boundary layer is narrow, only diffusive scattering
need be retained as it disrupts the resonant interaction. As shown in appendix A for
a general non-isotropic distribution function, pitch angle scattering is normally the
dominant collisional process of interest. As a result, the following linearized pitch
angle scattering collision operator replacement is appropriate,

Cih} — v(v)L{h}, 3.1)

where the pitch angle variable is A =2uB/v*>=v]/v>*=1—v;/v>*=1—§&7, and for a
narrow boundary layer in A or & = v /v,

< 4UH 0 oh
Lik) = Vo 10T —v0) - Vohl = == (v

2
=va(vl ah)N ah_(l_g)

: 3.2
du; \ v Ay, "Lg0? Vi &2 -2)

where the last four forms are in A, v; v, v; v, v; and &, v variables, respectively.
Appendix A gives expressions for the collision frequency v(v) for lower hybrid current
drive and minority heating.

Using the boundary layer collision operator in the particularly convenient form

C{h} ~ vv1d°h/dvy], (3.3)

with the C{v;df;/0p} term ignored as smaller by a boundary layer width, the equation
to be solved in gyrokinetic variables is

. , 0%h,
1((1) —pQ — k”l)”)hp + UULW = Wpk- (34)
I

Notice that spatial variation has no effect on broadening the resonance. This statement
is true even in the presence of parallel gradients as shown in appendix B for
successive correlated passes through resonance.

To solve for h, let

s = (ki /i)' Plyy — (0 — pR2) /K], (3.5)

to obtain
9°hy,/3s” — ish, = (kjv1v) P W, (3.6)

The solution vanishing as s — 0o (Su & Oberman 1968) is

W, * is W),
hy = 2k / dre ™A 2k : (3.7)
(k” UJ_ )1/3 s~>:|:00 i(w—pf2 — k)
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The preceding solution means that to account for the collisional boundary layer
physics [i(w — p2 — kjv)]™' = —n8(w — pS2 — kyv)), should be replaced by

o0
dtefist713/3
1 0
— .

(w—p2—ky)  (kGvin!hA

Plots of the real and imaginary parts of the integral in (3.8) are given in figure 1 of
Auerbach (1977), where collisional boundary layer effects were considered in great
detail for the unmagnetized Landau limit.

To use the preceding result in the QL diffusivity the following replacement is
required:

(3.8)

m(w — p§2 — kjvy) — Re [(kzviv)m/ dt ei”fs/ﬂ
0

= (Kv2v)'7 / dre ™7 cos(s7). (3.9)
0

Therefore, with the boundary layer physics included, the QL diffusivity becomes
2

Ve ZZIek [0y () + €101 1202 v) " / dre™ cos(s),  (3.10)
0

where D maintains non-negative entropy production as required because of the
integration over velocity space in (2.44). The integral in (3.10), and therefore D,
is not manifestly positive. However, it has the required delta function behaviour as
indicated by the real part of (3.8) for w > v. Auerbach (1977) gives a plot of the
real and imaginary parts of the integral in his figure 1. The integral in (3.10) is
the negative of the imaginary part plotted there and displays the required behaviour.
The same replacement can also be used in the general tokamak geometry result for
D in Catto et al. (2017) provided the argument of the delta function and then s is
generalized to include the magnetic drift velocity, v,,

s= (ki /vIv)'Pluy — (@ — pR2 —k - vy) /K] (3.11)

The preceding collisional boundary layer analysis associated with the resonant
particles demonstrates that the delta function in the quasilinear operator is actually the
limiting form of some unspecified physical process. Its more precise form depends
on the details of the relevant physics disrupting the unperturbed resonant particle
trajectories.

Another possible disruptive mechanism is resonant particles moving in a wave.
Then stochastic separatrix crossings associated with wave trapping and detrapping
may occur as resonant interactions are tuned and detuned. If stochasticity leads to
a shorter wave—particle interaction time than collisions, then presumably the delta
function must become the limit of a different functional form representing the
physics linked to the stochastically smeared separatrix between trapped and detrapped
trajectories. A Monte Carlo scheme introducing stochastic kicks into the quasilinear
operator (Johnson, Hellsten & Eriksson 2006) might provide further insight.

The brief subsection that follows summarizes the collisional boundary layer physics
in a phenomenological way. It assumes collisions are disrupting the wave—particle
interactions and that a narrow collisional boundary layer forms as evaluated in
this section. It gives estimates of when unperturbed trajectories are applicable, and
suggests that the quasilinear operator begins to fail once it becomes large enough to
cause substantial distortions from a Maxwellian.
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3.2. Phenomenological estimates for the collisional boundary layer model
The physics of the collisional boundary layer model can be summarized by first
estimating the dimensionless velocity space width of the resonant interaction. Using
(3.4) and (2.27), the width w= (v — p§2 — kjv|) /@ is estimated from
wwh, = (0 — p§2 — kyv))h, ~ vv}9°h,/dv] ~ vh, /W, (3.12)
to find
w~ (v/w)'3, (3.13)

indicating an effective collision frequency of
vefffvv/wzfvv(a)/v)z/3 > v, (3.14)
and an effective wave—particle collision time of
Tine ~ 1/ Vegr ~ 1 /oow ~ (v/w)*3 Jv < 1/ v. (3.15)
Defining the quiver speed vgu, as
Vquiv = Zele| /Mo, (3.16)

then balancing the first term on the left with the right side of (3.4) gives wwh, ~ W, ;
or

hp/fO ~ vquiv/vthw ~ (Uquiv/vth) (a)/v)l/3 < 17 (317)

where vy, ~ (T/M)'/? is the thermal speed of the species. Also, recalling (2.30) and
(3.12) and using s~ 1 in (3.8), leads to the estimate (w — p$2 —kjv)) ™' ~8(w — p§2 —
kyjv)) ~1/ww, giving the QL diffusivity estimate of

D~Z*¢ley, |’ /M ow ~ wvg, /w. (3.18)
To ignore the nonlinear term a - V4, in the perturbed equation requires assuming

wwh, ~ (w0 — p2 — kyvph, > a - V,h, ~ (Vguivwh,/vaw). (3.19)

Consequently, the unperturbed trajectory, collisional boundary layer treatment of
quasilinear theory assumes

vquiv/vth < w? ~ (V/w)2/3 < 1. (3.20)

Notice that (3.20) is consistent with the assumption that a - V,h, < a - V,fy or
h, L wfy if
By [fo ~ (Vquiv/ Vi) (@/ V) K w~ (v/w)'P < 1. (3.21)

The preceding are important restrictions. In particular QL theory assumes (3.21) holds.
As no resonant behaviour occurs in the unperturbed equation, Q{fo} ~ Dfy/v2 and
C{fo} ~ vfy. Therefore, f; departs appreciably from Maxwellian when Qffo} ~ C{fo}.
or

Dfy ~ v, fo, (3.22)

giving
(Vquiv/v)* ~ vw/w ~ (v/w)*?. (3.23)
Comparing (3.21) and (3.23) suggests the collisional boundary layer treatment of
quasilinear theory begins to fail just as it becomes most interesting. Consequently,
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the non-Maxwellian features in the unperturbed distribution function f; may not
be reliably found by a QL treatment of lower hybrid current drive or minority
heating. For both these processes it is the tail particles that matter, although it is
difficult to refine the estimate for the minorities due to their extended energetic and
anisotropic tail.

However, the preceding estimates can be improved slightly for lower hybrid current
drive (LHCD) by considering tail electrons with speeds about three times the electron
thermal speed, vy ~ 3v.. Using appendix A, the collision frequency of these faster
electrons is reduced

v~ vee(ve/vlail)s’ (324)

and the extended tail suggests the estimates

afo/ vy ~ fo/ Viai, (3.25)

and
oh, /vy ~ hy,/ Vil (3.26)

as W, ~ (gyv/v)dfo/ov ~ & fo/vwi. In this LHCD case the reduced collision
frequency narrows the boundary layer further and the altered estimate of (3.12)
gives a width

W~ (Voo /@) (0 /1), (3.27)

in place of (3.13). The effective collision frequency now becomes v ~ (v/w?)
(Ve/ V)%, reducing (3.14) to
Veff ™~ Vee(w/vee)2/3(Ue/vtail)S/S- (328)

Balancing wwh, ~ W, ; replaces (3.17) with the more restrictive condition

hp/f() ~ vquiv/vlailw ~ (vquiv/ve)(w/vee)]/3(vlail/v‘«z)2/3 < L. (329)

Ignoring the nonlinear term by assuming a - V,h, < a - V,f, or h,/fo < w, now
requires

By /Wfo ~ (Vquiv /) (@/Vee)? (Wit /1) < 1, (3.30)

instead of the less restrictive condition of (3.20) and (3.21). Finally, using Q{fy} ~
Dfy/ vtzaﬂ, and (A4) to estimate C{fy} ~ Vee(ve/Vi1)’fo, as electron drag dominates at
high speeds, then f; departs appreciably from Maxwellian when Qffy} ~ C{fy}, or

hp/wﬁ) ~ (vquiv/ve)(a)/vee)z/3 (Utail/ve)7/3 ~ (vtail/ve) >> ] (331)

Combining (3.30) and (3.31) more strongly suggests that the QL treatment of
LHCD fails when it is most interesting. The preceding estimates imply that the
non-Maxwellian electron tail features are not being reliably found by a QL treatment
of LHCD.

4. Summary

The collisional boundary layer associated with resonant wave—particle interactions
is investigated to demonstrate that it gives a deeper and more complete interpretation
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of quasilinear theory and the delta function appearing in the Kennel & Engelmann
(1966) operator. The balance between particles resonating with the wave and collisions,
allows a narrow collisional boundary layer to form that is shown to be fully consistent
with the collisionless form of the Kennel-Englemann quasilinear operator. Similar
‘plateau’ behaviour occurs whenever collisions enter to resolve a singularity as in the
plateau regime of neoclassical theory (see, for example, p. 291 of Hinton & Hazeltine
(1976)) and the superbanana plateau regime of ripple transport (for example, see
section 5 of Catto (2019)).

The collisional boundary layer enhances the collisions to give an effective
collision frequency of ves ~ v(w/v)*? > v. The quasilinear operator remains fully
self-consistent provided the applied rf amplitude remains small enough that the
quiver speed, vq,iy = Zele|/Mw, divided by the thermal speed, vy, satisfies vquiv/vin <K
(v/w)*? <« 1. However, once the applied wave amplitude becomes large enough that
Vquiv/ Vi ~ (v/@)*3, a collisional boundary layer justification of the Kennel-Engelmann
(1966) quasilinear operator becomes inadequate. In particular, the collisional boundary
layer treatment suggests that quasilinear theory is failing for both lower hybrid current
drive and minority heating once the departure from Maxwellian become significant.
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Appendix A. Boundary layer collision operator

Quasilinear diffusion can become strong enough that it significantly distorts the
high speed tail of the electron and/or minority ion distribution functions away from
Maxwellian. To obtain a reasonable approximation to the collision operator for the
boundary layer particles, only the diffusive portion of the full (unlinearized) Fokker—
Planck collision operator,

/

7 ,2\2 PN
cripy =y Ty { { [evres@i —gg)] : va} L@

need be retained, where g=v — v/, the sum >’ is over all relevant species including
self-collisions if needed, and ¢rnA is the Coulomb logarithm. For tail particles
colliding with slower thermal particles and for self-collisions of tail particles with the
thermal particles, |v| > |v'| may be assumed to obtain g~ v, and thereby find

/

(PVAVIN PN
=y ZW(ZZMeZ;” A LT = ov) - Vo £, (A2)

as in (3.2), where n' = [ d*v’f is the density of the species that are summed over.
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The two non-Maxwellian cases of most interest are minority heating and lower
hybrid current drive. Before giving the boundary layer forms for these two cases
it is convenient to define the electron and ion thermal speeds, v, = +/27,/m and
v = +/2T;/M, and like collision frequencies, v,, = 4+/2me*n tnA/3m'>T>? and
Vi = 4T Z4 e nitn A J3MVAT .

Then for lower hybrid current drive (Z— —1, M > m, Z' - Z; & —1, n' - n; & n,)
the boundary layer form of the collision operator with both electron—ion and electron—
electron collisions is

3ﬁ(1 + Zeff) US Vee
8v3

with Zg = ), Zizni/ne and ), a sum over all the background ion species. In
the boundary layer it is not necessary to retain the term that restores momentum
conservation for like collisions. Normally v, =~ 3v, are the electrons of interest for
lower hybrid current drive. The unperturbed electron distribution function will also
be acted on by drag. As a result, the following must be added to (A3)

Clif) = V, - [(02] —vp) - V, £, (A3)

3/, 3/l 0fy
bl _ e ee -3 _ e Vee
For minority (subscript m) heating (Z — Z,, M - M,,, Z' — Z;, ' — n;)
3\/ ZT[ZZ M2U3]) <
bl _ ‘m i v u 2
Conlfn = 3 3" > ( 7z ) Vo [0 —vv) -V, f,], (AS)

where electron drag and ion drag are negligible in the boundary layer. Again, electron
drag must be kept for the unperturbed minority distribution function by adding (A 4)
to (AS).

Appendix B. Collisional boundary layer in tokamak geometry
In tokamak geometry the linearized kinetic equation that replaces (3.4) is

vy dh, (n—qlm)v(@)] PR h,
P

i(m'—m)®
i =— e W,
qR 3O R v}

p.m’s

B1)
where for a tokamak magnetic field B=Bb=1IV¢ + V¢ x Vi, and the Fourier form

—i|w—pR2(O)+

m

e(r’ t) — e—iwl Z emein;‘—im1?+i5(\//) (B 2)
m

is employed, along with the ansatz

/’Z(R, v, U, O, [) — efiwt Z hp(@, v, i, O,)einZwLiS(lI/)fim@fip(p. (B 3)
P

Here, ¢ and ¢ are the poloidal and toroidal angles and ¥ the poloidal flux function,
with Y =y + Q2 'vxb- VY, =9+ Q2 v xb-V® and Z=¢+ Q2 'v xb- V¢,
their gyrokinetic counterparts. To simplify the presentation, drift effects are ignored
and B - Vi >~ B/qR is employed. The definition of W, , is now as in Catto et al.
(2017) without drifts,

1 8f0 + (Cl)—kHU”) %

Wp,m = eipa Ep * [vaJp(n) + eJ_pUJ_] ;7

, B4
v wB o B
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where

ke
Defining ky = (gn —m)/qR, gives

ep= |k.2 Layon +ib x k ”f?”)] ®5)

vy ah,
gR 0O

. 3%h
—i[w — pR2(O) — kyv(©)1h, — vv] szp =_ Z i’ “OW o, (B 6)
I

m

where for resonant particles and weak collisions the second and third terms on the
left are small giving the lowest-order result

i ohy”
=0, (B7)
gR 00
with h, =AY +h" 4-- - and K" > V. Consequently, h, is slow function of &. To
next order
1 2,0
V) dhy . ©) 2 9 P i’ —m)®
— —i[w — p2(O) — kv (O)]h) — =— Womw. (B8
R 96 10— PRO) ~ k(@ — vl ;e p- (B8)

Assuming successive correlated passes through resonance, transit averaging over a full
bounce for the trapped and a single poloidal circuit for the passing to annihilate the

streaming term using
(..):%dt(...)/y{dt, B9)

de(r)/dr =v(7)/qR, (B 10)

with

leaves

2 (0)

v}

i[w—pR2(O) — k”v”(())]h(o)—lrva Ze‘(’" “mOW, . (B11)

where for the trapped v;(®@) =0. The preceding equation is of the same form as (3.4).
Therefore, a collisional boundary layer is expected to exist about the resonance w —
pS2(®) — kv (©) =0 even in the presence of the parallel gradients that are inherent
to a tokamak. However, in this case as particles go out of resonance they are replaced
by new particles, while in the uniform field case the same particles tend to stay in
resonance.

Even though the resonance location depends on poloidal angle in (B 11), it is only
the velocity space diffusion that broadens the resonance as in (3.4).
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