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ABSTRACT

We perform a linear magnetohydrodynamic perturbationyemafor a stratified magnetized envelope where
the diffusion of heat is mediated by charged particles thatcanfined to flow along magnetic field lines. We
identify an instability, the “coulomb bubble instabilityyhich may be thought of as standard magnetosonic fast
and slow waves, driven by the rapid diffusion of heat aloregdirection of the magnetic field. We calculate the
growth rate and stability criteria for the coulomb bubblstability for various choices of equilibrium conditions.

The coulomb bubble instability is intimately related to fiteoton bubble instability. The bulk thermodynamic
properties of both instability mechanisms are quite simiathat they require the timescale for heat to diffuse
across a wavelength to be shorter than the correspondingreragsing time. Furthermore, over-stability occurs
only as long as the driving resulting from the presence otthekground heat flux can overcome diffusive Silk
damping. However, the geometric and therefore mechanroglgpties of the coulomb bubble instability is the
completemirror oppositeof the photon bubble instability.

The coulomb bubble instability is most strongly driven foeakly magnetized atmospheres that are strongly
convectively stable. We briefly discuss a possible appdoadf astrophysical interest: diffusion of interstellar
cosmic rays in the hof ~ 10° K Galactic corona. We show that for commonly accepted vahii¢he cosmic
ray and gas pressure as well as its overall characteristiersions, the Galactic corona is in a marginal state
of stability with respect to a cosmic ray coulomb bubble abgity. The implication being that a cosmic ray
coulomb bubble instability plays a role regulating both pinessure and transport properties of interstellar cosmic

rays, while serving as a source of acoustic power above thetgadisk.
Subject headingMHD: instabilities — Galaxy: structure — ISM: cosmic rays

1. INTRODUCTION

The idea that the diffusive flow of energy up through an atrhesp carries with it, the potential to de-stabilize acaustotion,
has been considered for quite some time (Baker & Kippenh&B2)L The most familiar situation is where the flow of energy i
transmitted by a radiative heat flux and the instability nattm operates due to changes in the opacity that result hearly
adiabatic changes in temperature and density, along the.Wéne instability mechanism, known as thvnechanism, is responsible
for the strong observed pulsations in RR-Lyrae and Ceplaridble stars.

In the case where the instability is strong such that thegpiols amplitude is large, the overall structure and evotutf the
equilibrium flow may be significantly altered. If the satuoatamplitude is small, information on the overall struetof the system
may be extracted.

More recently, the inclusion of magnetic fields into peratibn analyses of optically thick, radiating, stratifiediffohas produced
some interesting results. In particular, accretion flow® daack holes and neutron stars are unstable to the photubidinstability
(Arons 1992; Gammie 1998; Blaes & Socrates 2001). Furthezntbe photon bubble instability, which can be thought ofas
standard magnetosonic wave that is driven over-stabledprisence of a stratified radiation field, may operate inliegaithat are
weakly magnetized and/or highly sub-Eddington (Blaes &r8tes 2003).

Balbus (2001) showed that incompressible Brunt-Vaisadiillations are unstable when horizontally-separated faiéments
are thermally-connected by coulomb conduction along fielels! of relatively little dynamical importance. This “maga-thermal
instability” operates as long as the diffusion of heat altmgfield lines is rapid in comparison to the Brunt-Vaisatkegiuency. For
sufficiently weak fields, instability occurs for atmosplevdth an outward decreasing temperature profile, rather éimaoutward
decreasing entropy profile — as in the case of convectivdigfgBee e.g. Parrish & Stone 2005; Chandran & Dennis 2006)

In this work we explore the possibility that magnetoacaustaves may be secularly driven when the envelope’s flux of isea
mediated by anisotropic thermal diffusion that occurslgadéong magnetic field lines. The stability of magnetizeditinen stars,
cosmic ray diffusion in the interstellar medium and the thairstructure of cluster-scale cooling flows are some exaspi where
the following instability analysis may be be relevant.

The plan of this work is as follows. 1182 we express our bas&uaptions, write down the necessary conservation laws and
then specify the parameters of the simple equilibria, whiehthen perturb. Furthermore, ih 82.2 we place our analyifimthe
context of previous work on linear MHD theory where the effeaf rapid heat diffusion was taken into account. [Th §3 ooedir
analysis begins, with an emphasis on the thermodynamiteafdulomb bubble instability. 184, our linear analysiataaues with
an emphasis on the mechanics of the coulomb bubble insyalii §4.4, we present a physical description of the couldmlbble
driving mechanism in juxtaposition with the photon bubbistability. In §5, we discuss the possibility that the ConinBubble
instability might play a role in determining the nature dfirstellar cosmic ray diffusion. 1’86 we summarize our lssand discuss
possibilities for further research.
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2. ASSUMPTIONS FUNDAMENTAL EQUATIONS AND PERTURBATIONS
2.1. Conservation Laws and the Background

We assume that the basic equations of ideal MHD apply. Afsohly source term in the first law of thermodynamics is pedi
by a diffusive heat flux. The conservation laws given beloaitae same as those found in Balbus (2001); they are

9]
Ep+v.(pv):0 (1)
@+V-VV =-VP+ g+i(V><B)><B 2)

P\ ot P9 an ’

pT(§+wv§=—v<; 3)
Q=-xbb- VT, (4)
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and

V-B=0. (6)

Egs. [1)48) enforce conservation of mass, momentum, aedggnrespectively while eq.[J(5) enforces magnetic fluxeiag.
Furthermore, eq[{4) constrains that the flow of heat follavaiffusion law along magnetic field lines and €g. (6) enfsigdo be
purely solenoidal. Definitions of the various symbols in ¢éixpressions above, as well as others used throughoutstae in Table

The form of the heat flux given by ed.]1(4) is valid as long as tenditions are satisfied. First, the Larmor radius must bdlsma
in comparison to the mean free path of the particles endowtdrelatively large amounts thermal mobility and therefd || b.
Second, the mean free path alddgnust be smaller than the characteristic scales of the proelg., the temperature scale height.
Later on, when we consider perturbations, the mean freegbaitiy theB must be smaller than the wavelength of the perturbation in

qu\?\/setlggéume that the background is in hydrostatic balancenanetjuilibrium magnetic fiel& is a constant. We have
- }VP =0, (7
where changes in the gas pressRm@e related to changes in density and temperature via atieqoéstate
p= kel 8)
HMp

Throughout, we assume that the mean molecular weigha constant so that changes in composition are ignored nyeonsider
a background that may be characterized as a “stellar er&ldpat is, both the surface gravity and thermal energy flugughout
the medium is set to be a constant. In order to resemble arségiVelope, the condition for radiative equilibrium muesia

V-Q=0 )
and in addition, the mass of the atmosphere must be insignifin comparison to the source of the gravitational field.

TABLE 1
DEFINITIONS OF HIGHLY-USED SYMBOLS

Symbol Quantity

density
velocity
pressure
temperature
entropy per unit mass
magnetic flux density
magpnetic field unit vector
heat flux
thermal conductivity along field lines
gravitational acceleration
wave frequency
wave vector
isothermal sound speed
Alfvén velocity
opacity
wc,diff w+i X(k.b)
g nT(os/oT)
@ w?=(k-va)?
Lagrangian displacement
A=§+E-V Lagrangian variation
Ao asymptotic (ink) growthrate
6Q1 Eulerian heat flux perturbationh B
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2.2. Nature of Perturbations in Different Regimes

Our background is simple and closely resembles a basiaistthosphere, threaded by an equilibrium magnetic fiele. arity
major difference is that energy does not flow upwards viaatadi diffusion, directly against the pull of gravity. lestd, the transfer
of energy is mediated by charged particles of relativelhhigermal mobility that drift along the equilibrium field.

Now we consider dynamical fluctuations. To keep things simple examine local WKB perturbations whose time and spatial
dependence are €«*)_ Furthermore, we only consider wavevectors that are twedsional i.e.k = (ky, k,), wherez lies in the
vertical direction.

2.2.1. Adiabatic Fluctuations: Alfven, Gravity and MagnetosoWaves
In the limit of slow thermal diffusion, linear perturbatisto the first law of thermodynamics, el (3), take on a simuianf
—iwpT (0s+€£- V) =—iwpTAs~ 0. (10)
The Eulerian component ahs leads to the fluid’s acoustic response for short-wavelepgtturbations, while the Lagrangian
componentx £ - Vsleads to the incompressible gravity waves.

Including magnetic forces, compressible: fv # 0) short-wavelength perturbations obey the magnetostispersion relation
given by

LR Sy (11)
- swz As

wherec; is the adiabatic sound speed and all other symbols are défirfble[1. The eigenvectors corresponding to the roots of
the dispersion relation above are referred to as the fasslandmagnetosonic waves.
Incompressible perturbations, with év = 0, satisfy the dispersion relation
k2
~2 X

o?- FNé\, =0 (12)

whereN3, is the Brunt-Vaisalla frequency. Basically, the restorfogce is provided by a combination of Alfvénic tension and
buoyancy.

2.2.2. Highly Non-Adiabatic Incompressible Fluctuations: Bath@001 Analysis

The fluctuations mentioned above are quite standard andtdberefore, merit further analysis or discussion. Inténggphysical
effects, such as damping and instability, occur when fluitina with respect to the flow of matter and the flow of heat szgafrom
one another i.e., when the perturbations become non-d@iaBamewhat counter-intuitively, non-adiabatic effectcur when the
time scale for heat flow over a wavelength is shorter than #udllation period of the perturbation in question. Thattie flow
becomes non-adiabatic once the agent of heat transferttan igiject into, or remove energy from, the flow before thafhas time
to respond.

Balbus (2001) studied incompressible wavesiy = 0 andcs — o) in the limit where the diffusion time along the magneticdiel
is short in comparison to the wave crossing time. Anotheddam for Balbus’ (2001) instability is that the Alfvén tienmust be
shorter than the wave crossing time so that Alfvénic tensemmot suppress the unstable growth of the perturbatioestotihd
that Brunt-Vaisalla oscillations (a-modes) are driven unstable if horizontally-separated felements can quickly transfer heat
from regions of relatively high to low temperatures, oneeythre perturbed in opposite directions along the backgrtemperature
gradient. The role of the magnetic field in this “magnetodtina instability” is to serve as conduit of thermal energywren
horizontally-separated fluid elements.

2.2.3. Highly Non-Adiabatic Compressible Fluctuations: This wor

We now consider the manner in which compressible (slow ast] faagnetosonic waves are affected by the rapid flow of heat
along magnetic field lines. In a sense, the instability andmlag mechanisms covered in the next few sections can becdiaw
a natural extension of either Balbus’ (2001) or Blaes & Stws'a(2003) analysis of magnetoacoustic waves driven byrdpéel
diffusion of heat along the radiation pressure gradient.

3. TOTAL PRESSURE PERTURBATION IN THE LIMIT OF RAPID HEAT CONDOTION
The rapid diffusion of heat alters standard magnetoacoasition through the pressure perturbation, which we wite a

oP oP

That is, we assume that the fluid’'s pressure is a function @f afd T only such thatP = P(p, T). Furthermore,(BP/ap)T =c?
wherec; is the isothermal sound speed. For short-wavelength magmet motiongp is constrained by the linearized expression
for conservation of mass, whilel is constrained by the linearized first law of thermodynamidsch reads

—lwnT(0s+&-Vs) =-ik-Q, (14)
wheres and /Q is the specific entropy and the perturbed coulombic heat flespectively. Later on, we show that the manner

in which 6Q responds to changes in magnetofluid variables ultimatetigrognes the nature of the various driving and damping
mechanisms. Below, we carefully discuss the form@f



3.1. The Heat Flux Perturbation
The equilibrium coulombic heat flux is given by
Q=-xbb-VT=-X.VT. (15)

Here, x is the conductivity along field lines which lie in the diremtiB/B = b andX = X(x,b) is the thermal conductivity tensor.
Upon perturbation, we have

Q==6X -VT-X-ViT =~y [%6(6-VT) +6b (B.VT) +6(56-VT) +i6(k-6) 6T] (16)

where the coulombic conductivity is not taken to be a constafitWe choose to parameterize the conductiyitin the following
way,

X =xoT"p"kP 17)
whereyy is a constant and may be thought of as an “opacity” or in other words, a crostiaeper unit mass. Comparison with
thermally diffusive damping and driving mechanisms forkmaounds in which radiation mediates the flow of energy idifated if
we choosen = 3, m=-1, andp = -1 as in the case of radiative diffusion. In a way, we absormifezo-physical differences (such
as cross section) between radiative and coulombic diffuisito an opacity law — or a mean free path — for the particlaspbssess

relatively large amounts of thermal mobility.
From the above considerations, the expression for the @ity perturbation is given by

T 3 @)

X p T K
For now, we somewhat artificially sék = 0, which momentarily prevents us from studying a potemttahechanism that results
from coulomb diffusion. With this, the expression for theahBux perturbation becomes
_ 0pr (1 < /n S - .
5Q = —y { ;b(b-VT) +ob (b-VT) +b(5b-VT) +|b(k-b) 5T} . (19)

Note that we have dropped the termdg oc 36T since it contributes at a lower order ikH)™ relative to the last term in the
above expression, within the context of our WKB approximatiWe do this with hindsight earned from Blaes & Socrate80@)
analysis. The rapid diffusion (higklimit) of heat along temperature gradients necessarilyligafghat the temperature perturbation

is relatively small by a factor of &k in comparison perturbations of other magnetofluid quastisuch asp, b andév.
3.2. The Temperature Perturbation

By expanding eq[{14), the first law of thermodynamics, wlith thielp of the expression for the heat flux perturbafiQrgiven by
eq. [19), we have

—wnT [<§—Z)T5p+ <§—_T_)p5T+§~VS] =y [—% (k-B) (6~VT) +(k.56) (B-VT) +(k-6) (56~VT) +i (k-B)Z(ST(]ZO)

It is useful to define a characteristic diffusion frequengygir, which quantifies the rate at which heat diffuses over a vesgth,

N\ 2
| X(k-b)
+|W/8T)p. (21)

wediff =W

With this, we temperature perturbation becomes

w  (9s/9p); w & Vs X{—%p (k-f)) (6~VT)+(k~66) (6-VT)+(k.6) (56~VT)}
“can (05/0T) " wean (0s/0T) CoannT (95/0T), L (22)

By knowing beforehand that the magnetosonic waves of istean be treated to lowest order as standard fast and slowatuag
coustic waves tells us that~ vpnk, wherevyy is the phase velocity of the given wave. Therefore, in thédbgpuliffusing limit,

(o)

5T =

|we,giff | — W/‘?T)p > w. (23)
Now, the temperature perturbation reduces to
o1 = L [T (28) 2% (i) (b-9T) + (k-0b) (5 9T) + (k-B) (5B 9T)| (24)
T

(ko)

3 Note that the thermal coulomb conductiviywas set to a constant in Balbus’ (2001) analysis.
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The form of the temperature perturbation given by dql (24emarkably similar to the case of rapid radiative diffusiorich
potentially leads to photon bubble-like phenomenai.e.,

o= by [T (22) 8o
x \9p/)rp p

% (k-VT)| RADIATIVE DIFFUSION. (25)
In both cases, the first term whichds(as/ap) leads to diffusive thermal damping. For the specialize& cdsadiative diffusion,
this effect is known as Silk damping (Silk 19&8; Weinberg 17 he remaining terms in ed._{24) and dq.] (25) — the one thaan
gradients in temperature — lead to secular over-stabléndrivFor photon bubbles driven by rapid radiative diffusitime term
x k-VTdp/p in the temperature perturbation represents “shadowingpibe up.” More specifically, immediately downstream
a density maximum, radiation piles up due to the local ineeeia extinction and since photon number is conserved, aitdefic
radiation, or a shadow, occurs. Thus, the resulting raafigiressure differential across the density maxima allew#he possibility
of work being performed on the fluid by the radiation field. e ttase of anisotropic coulomb conductivity, a local changbe
orientation of the magnetic field either permits or detessftow of heat across a local density maximum. The orientadfosb
relative to constant density surfaces (that ark) ultimately determine whether or not the change in heat flowed or damps the
oscillation.
It follows that the total pressure perturbation is dividetbitwo parts; one which yields a standard acoustic respangewhile
the other component ik 26 leads to conductive driving and damping. That is,
6P = 0Pyc+ 6P (26)
where
oP oP

_(or -2 5= ( 2=
5Pac—(ap>T5p c?5p and &P <6T)p5T. (27)

4. COUPLING OF MAGNETOSONIC MOTION TO THE BACKGROUND COULOMB IFUX

In what follows, we calculate the growth rates and stabiitiyeria for the fast and slow coulomb bubble instability.e \tart
with a brief overview of standard magnetosonic waves, whadkground gradients are ignored. We derive the basic piepand
reveal the nature of the coulomb bubble instability by dataing the ratio of the work done upon a magnetosonic wavehby t
driving mechanism to the wave energy (or wave action), wigchqual to the ratio of the growth/damping rate to the cesidh
frequency of the wave. We first arrive at this “work integrlike ratio by examining the product of the Lagrangian puessand
density perturbatiodPA p, which closely resembles th€>dV work done on the wave. Then, we derive the work done on the wave
through the quantitg - 6f, wheredf is the linear driving force resulting from rapid coulombfdgion.

4.1. Basic Magnetosonic Waves
Linearizing the continuity, momentum, and induction edqua, as well as Gauss’ Law, yields

—iwdp+ipK-ov)+év-Vp=0, (28)
—iwpavz—ik5P+gap+4L(kx&B)xB, (29)
Tr
~iwdB =ik x (6v x B), (30)
and
k-6B=0, (31)

respectively.
Blaes and Socrates (2003) provide the mathematical apamtascertaining the growth rate, stability criteria @agdic physics
of magnetosonic waves that are either driven or damped bsathid diffusion of energy (see Socrates et al. 2005 and Twehal.
2005 as well). Solutions of the entire dispersion relatidor-the case of radiative diffusion — show that in the higimit, the growth
rate A of the fast and slow wave, resulting from photon bubble dgyiis a constant. Since the oscillation frequency for stachd
magnetosonic waves « k the ratio of the magnitude of the driving force to the magihétwf the magnetosonic restoring force is
x Ag/k xx 1/k. It follows that the terms responsible for driving and dangpin the linearized Euler equation are those thatatd,
the buoyancy forcec gdp and the component of the Lagrangian density perturbatignVin p, since all of these quantities belong
to linear forces that are/k times smaller than the components responsible for therlimegnetosonic restoring force. In order to
evaluate the growth rate, we insert the magnetosonic eggéoninto theD (k‘l) linear forces, giving us the desired correction to the
oscillation frequency. The technique outlined above igggsimilar to the work integral approach in classic stellalsption theory
(Unno 1989) for obtaining growth rates due to non-adialdtticing of nearly adiabatic pulsations or to the method d€ekating
shifts in eigenfrequency in the linear perturbation theafrgarticles in quantum mechanics.
We start by obtaining the form of the basic magnetosonicreigetors and their respective eigenfrequencies. In the-kimit,
the dominant terms of the Euler equation are
B- 58} k-B

—iwp(SV:—ik |:6Pac+? +|F($B, (32)

wheredP,c = ¢?p measures the acoustic pressure response to a perturlratiensitydp. Furthermore,

5p:p@ and 5B:E(k~6v)—k'—86v, (33)
w w w
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to leading order. With this, we writéB in terms ofdp andév so that

~ 2
—ip%z(SV: -ik l(cizwf\) sp-2& 'o:’z‘\) 54 +i(K-VA)Va dp, (34)

whereva = B/+\/4np is the Alfvén velocity ando? = w?—(k - va)?. In the short-wavelength limit, changes in temperatureltes
ing from coulomb conduction force the gas via a pressureigngdwhich is|| to k in the short wave-length limit. Therefore,
the fluctuations of interest must possess some longitudimalompressible, component which automatically rulespauely in-
compressible shear Alfvén wave as a candidate for ovetestalmlombic driving. We define a mode polarizati&fw, k) such that
oV = é(w, k)Y (w, k) wheret) is some complex-valued amplitude. We arbitrarily chogsedp/p for the magnetosonic eigenvectors

w @?
k)= [(—2 c?+vi) K-k -vA)vA] (35)
w w
where the two magnetosonic waves must satisfy the dispersiation
~2
w
(.AJZ = kzclzﬁ + kZV'ZA (36)
In principle, the fast and slow waves posses components|joatid L tob = B/B =va /Va.

4.2. The Magnetosonic Wave Equation Subject to Rapid Coulomiffiesivpn: Asymptotic Growth Rate
By taking the divergence of ed._(29), we immediately restiia analysis to compressible short-wavelength pertiohai.e., the
waves that can be driven unstable by the effects of therrffabthn. We write

Ciwkov=—ik?| 2P 4 BB +(k-g)@ (37)
p  Amp p

where we have made use of €g.1(31). We elimin&én favor of 5v with the help of eq.[(30), which allows us to write
0v) _ (k-va)® 0P _.(g-va)(k-Va) 6p
2 ) w2 P

w w

—iw(k-ov) = —ik? [§—P+v,§(k ]+(k-g)6—p. (38)
p P
By expanding the pressure perturbation into its acoui®ig and driving/dampingP contributions and by utilizing eq[(28), we
separate the standard magnetosonic wave equation frora teathmay lead to driving and damping
2 22 5P : :
wz—kzw—zciz—kzvf\] o —iw&v-VInp+k2{w—26—P VU vmwMQ} vik-g922. (39)
w P we p w w p P
The left hand side of eq[(B9) is the magnetosonic wave emuédir a uniform background. The terms on the right hand sfde o
eq. [39) produc& (k™) corrections to the magnetosonic wave eigenvectors aritlatien frequencies as they are responsible for
driving and damping. In order to evaluate the frequencyeation arising from coulombic diffusion, we let— w +Ag, whereA, is
the damping or driving rate that is independent of the waw@rerk.
The condition for hydrostatic balance, €d. (7), allows uettast the gravitational acceleratigin the following useful form
g:}VP:<:i2V|np+E <@> VT. (40)
P p\IT/,
Together with the expression for the magnetosonic polawizaector given by eq[(35), we eliminate all of the tersn® Inp in eq.
(39). The perturbative prescription for the eigenvaluesivates conversion of the altered magnetosonic wave espuagiven by eq.
(39), into an expression for the damping or driving rate eA#t bit of algebra, we have

20 1 2 2 (2402)] 0P o p2d 2P (K-va) opP op k(9P dp
o (PR (@) i ST e g |G YT (41)
By noting the form of the magnetosonic polarization veciweg by eq. [3b), we may write
280 (5 2_j2 (@2 42y 0P L KEE2 1 (0P
- [2w* =K (c +v,§)} S =7\t pAT (42)

whereAT =¢T +&- VT is the Lagrangian temperature perturbation. The expnes$sidhe growth rate given above may be written
into a more a revealing form if we realize tifhat

k-é >2k? (43)
ee w2k (B+R)]
which allows us to write
A oP
A 15 (50),AT @)
w 2  pov-ov

4 Due to our choice of normalizatiork { €) = w, a relation that will be useful when we derive the growth tater on.
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sincedv = édp/p and k- &) =iAp/pH Eq. [@3) has a straightforward interpretation. The ratithef growth rate to the oscillation
frequencyAo/w, is equal to the work done upon a nearly isothermal pertighély changes in the flow’s coulombic flux of energy,
divided by the energy of that perturbation.

Before we complete our calculation of the growth rAtg we recast the perturbation of the magnetic field unit vetahe
following helpful forms

sb=bx (g xb) =22 (1-b6) = 2= - (k-B)g-(l—BB)=—(ka;26)°|:—22k-(1—66)%, (@5)

where eqs.[(33) an@{B5) were put to use. The Lagrangian tatupe perturbatiodT may be broken into a part that is responsible
for diffusive Silk-like damping, which we denote asT %™ and a portiomAT 9V which may lead to over-stable driving. We have

ATdamp: §Tdamp2 | in(";} ( 85) 6p (46)
(k,[)) X o)t p

[ % (k-5) (6-9T) # (k-) (6-97) # (k-6) (35-9T) | & vT
~- {(k g)(k 6) (b VT) (k-B)k~(§~(1—66)) (6~VT)+(k-6)2§-(1—66)~VT}+§~VT
2—2J [(k.g)(k-ﬁ)—(k-ﬁ)z(ﬁ-g)]=2‘:’2"2 (6~VT)€,56=_2w2k2 €9Qu _ pqeme (47

S () B (0

where we have made extensive use of Eql (45). In above eiqgrdes AT, the termdQ | = §Q- (1—66) is the component of

and

ATdrlve — Tdrlve+£ VT ~

the heat flux perturbatiofQ that is perpendicular to the direction of the equilibriunidib (and thusQ). As eq. [@Y) implies, the
perpendicular heat flux perturbatié@  takes the form

5Q . = (1—66) 5Q =y (1—66) : [56 (B-VT)} =y (1—66) : [i (k-B) £ (1—66)} (b-VT) =y b (6.VT) , (48)

since by constructionib is L to b. Thus, the form ofAT™e tells us that work done upon a fluid elementdg is proportional
to the projection of the heat flux perpendicular to the elriilim field, which is parallel to the perturbation of the magio field
direction vectob, upon the fluid displaceme#t Ultimately, the perpendicular heat fldQ , must correspond to the linear driving
force — a point that we further consider in the following s@uct

Finally, we are in the position to write the growth raigin terms of background quantities and the wave velctirthe oscillation

i H2K2 }(@) x{ﬂ<§) _Z%E(B-VT) 1_(k.6)2 } (49)
P

22w[2w2—k2(ci2+vi)]p oT X(k-f))z ap)+ (kB) k2

and in terms of the background coulombic heat flux, the graathis given given by

'~2k2 b ) k-b
ahEme=cE (a_-i))pxm{””” (3), 2500 1‘¥ } (50)

As previously mentioned, the first term, which contains tiffeential (6s/ap) < 0, is responsible for diffusive Silk damping. The
second term may contribute to either damping or driving ethefing upon the d|rect|on of propagatlon relative to theigal Upon
inspection, eq.[{49) indicates that for a giveronly one of the compressible magnetosonic waves is drinstable, similar to the
photon bubble instability.

The relationship between the pressure and density petiombaf compressible MHD waves has allowed us to calculage th
damping and growth rates arising from the action of rapidrttz¢ energy transfer in a stratified background, resultingrfcoulomb
diffusion along magnetic field lines. At the same time, wdizea that the work done upon a fluid element by the backgrdwad
flux is proportional to the overlap between the fluid dispfaeat¢ and the component of the perturbed heat flux that Is. This
clearly implicate9Q  as the driving force responsible for the over-stabilitywimat follows, we elaborate upon this point.

5 Eq. [43) applies for radiative diffusion as well. dT is given by eq.[(25), then ed_{44) yields the photon bubbbevtr rate and stability criteria for the fast and
slow magnetosonic waves.



4.3. The Perpendicular Heat FluxQ  , as the Linear Driving Force and the Geometry of the Drivingdilanism

Instead of examining the relationship between changesédsspre and volume for a driven magnetosonic wave, we canside
the overlap of the driving force with the fluid motion itselfo isolate the linear driving force, it is convenient to wavkh the
Lagrangian displacemegt The Euler equation reads

0%¢ 2 (1 /0P 5 .
o = K VaPE= (TR K (k) +valk - va) (k) +k (K -va) (€ va) -ik S\ a7) 9T-<eVinp | -iglk-9). (51)
P
On the right hand side, the first four terms are responsibléhi® standard magnetosonic restoring forces while ther déines on
the right hand side are responsible for secular driving amdging. Explicitly,

(k-va)? &+ (cf +Va) k (k- &) —va(k - va) (k- &)~k (k- Va) (€ - Va) = KV, (52)
Wherevgh =w?/k? is the magnetosonic phase velocity given by Eql (36). Thisvalus to write
(~w? +KAV3,) € ~ —i; <¥> [KOT +(k-&) VT]+ic?€ x (k x Vinp). (53)
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Note that the last term that is VInp is L € and therefore does not factor into the secular forcing offargmagnetosonic wave. It
follows that

(~w? +KAV3,) € ~ of (54)

wheredf is responsible for secular driving and damping and is giwen b
sf=-L <@) [koT +(k-£)VT]. (55)

p \OT .
As expected from eq[[(#4), forcing occurs as a result of chaig temperature. If we look at the projectionddfalong the fluid
displacemeng, we see that
5-6]‘:}& (@) AT. (56)
pp \OT/,

The connection betweeif and the Lagrangian pressure perturbatid® is clear and apparent. The left hand side of éql (56) is
the work done upon a fluid element irrespective of whetheradrtine motions involved are compressible or not. For the jgbys
considered here, the driving force may be thought of asmarigom changes in pressure due to changes in temperatatatedi by
the flow of heat as prescribed by the first law of thermodynaniitthe previous section we found it useful to divide theraagian
pressure perturbation into a component solely responfibMdiffusive Silk-like damping and one that may poteniidéad to over-
stable driving. Likewise, it is equally useful to decomptise secular driving forcéf into its analogous portions. With the help of

egs. [@6) and(47) we have
5fdamp2_l_ (ﬁ) k6Tdampz}<@) LTO;(B_S) k@ (57)
p\OT/, paTP(k-B)Xapr
and

S arive ~ —'; (%) {k&Td”"e+(k-§)VT}
P

2_i; (%)p{"k [(k.szk(z)VT) +k.(£.(1—(lt;)§2)§ (B-VT) +5.(1—66)-VT +(k.§)VT}
:%(%)p{Zk [W—(B-g) (B-VT) +k§-VT—(k-£)VT}. (58)

The last two terms in thé} are equal t& x (k x VT), which is L & and cannot therefore, drive the fluctuations. Now, the linea
driving force may be written as

2i (0P kk AW 2 (0P kk ~ 2 /0P\ Kkk-&
e ~ = (a_T) LI (1—bb) (b-VT) == (a_T) = -6b (b-VT) =< (8_T) %. (59)
p p(k-b) p p(k-b) P f’x(k~b)
The form oféf4.ve in terms of the perturbed heat fluxto b, given bysQ ; =46Q- (1—66), allows us to plainly interpret the driving

resulting from anisotropic coulomb diffusion. That #grve results from the flux of energy that is to b, but projected along the
wave vectok.
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4.4. Essence of the Driving Mechanism and a Comparison with RhBtdbles

The growth rate for photon-bubble driving can identicakyfbund by using eq[[(44), but with an Eulerian temperatureipgation
0T given by eq. [[Zb) rather than ed._{24). In a sense tlleemodynamicef compressible waves being driven by rapid thermal
diffusion is similar in both cases. However, theechanicsaand geometry of the respective driving mechanisms drawdiaiteée
distinction between the two instabilities.

Previously, we compared the temperature perturbatioreifirtiit of rapid coulomb diffusion to that of rapid radiatidé@fusion in
order to distinguish between the physics of photon bubbiesohthe coloumb bubble instability whose growth rate isgiby eq.
(@9). For comparison, the photon bubble growth rate reads

i o2 1 /0P 0s (k-va) }
= — | = nNTw(— | + k ‘(kxF 60
A= o 20212 (2 +\2)] X{px (aT)Jp w(@p)-r gz (oxva)- (xR o (60)
which is completely equivalent to the one-temperature MHBwgh rates given by eqs. (93) and (107) of BS03. Note that the
above expression is quite similar to the growthrate giverdny[49). However, the difference between the driving meisma of the

photon bubble instability and the coulomb bubble instabifi clear upon examination of the driving component of graperature
perturbation for photon bubbles

£ 0F
X0p/p
In this casejF, = (1—kk/k2) - 0F represents the component of radiative (heat) flux pertimbé&tat is_L to the wave vectok.

Figured anfl2 display the geometry of the coulomb bubbtaliility and its relation to the photon bubble instabili§onsider
a fast magnetosonic wave in a stratified plasma wB&f&r < P in the limit of rapid anisotropic conduction. That is, theveaan
be roughly thought of as a standard isothermal hydrodynamiad wave with polarization vectéfw k) || k with an oscillation
frequencyw ~ kG. As this acoustic disturbance propagates throughout thesgthere, the fluid motion along with the constraint of
magnetic flux freezing induces a magnetic field perturbai®nin generalpB possesses a component that iso the equilibrium
field B, which then leads to a component of the heat fiGx, that is L b. It is this component of the linear heat fléxQ that
is responsible for the over-stable driving mechanism ofdtxglomb bubble instability. As long as the component of thbeity
perturbationdv alongk is endowed with a component thatlisto the equilibrium field, then driving may ensue in the eveat Silk
damping is overcome.

Compare the geometry of the coulomb bubble mechanism testabove with that of the photon bubble instability. Funihere,
consider Table 2, which compares the growth rates of botlkedlidomb bubble and photon bubble instability under varegsilib-
rium conditions. Apparently, the coulomb bubble instapithay be thought of as thairror imageof the photon bubble instability.
The prime mover for coulomb bubblesi.e., the physical gtyargsponsible for the driving, is the component of the Hikeat pertur-
bationoQ thatis_L to the equilibrium fieldB. For photon bubbles, driving originates from the compomnéiihe radiative heat flux
perturbationdF ; thatis_L to the wave vectok. Coulomb bubbles require that the component of the velgatyurbationjv that is
|| to k possess some finite projection with the perpendicular heat D, , which is_L to B. For photon bubbles, the requirement
is that a component of the velocity perturbatibnthat is|| to B possess some finite projection with the perpendicular tiadibeat
flux §F |, which is L to k. The most strongly-driven coulomb bubble wave isfiagwave in the limit wherep > B?/8x (roughly a
standard hydrodynamic sound wave) such that the velocityzationdv is almost purely]| to the wave vectok. Finally, the most

strongly-driven photon bubble wave is tAlewwave in the limit wheregp < B2/8x such that the velocity perturbatién is almost
purely|| to equilibrium fieldB.

ATIVE ~ PHOTON BUBBLES (61)

5. AN EXAMPLE: INTERSTELLAR COSMIC RAY DIFFUSION

TABLE 2
PHYSICAL PROPERTIES ANDCONDITIONS FORDRIVING FOR BOTHCOULOMB BUBBLES AND PHOTON BUBBLES.?

Mode Branch Diffusion Law Plasma Beta Instability Criterio Asymptotic Growth Rate

FAST Q=—xbb-VT  p>B/8r Q> pg (qﬂ)

sLow Q=—xbb-VT p>B/8r Qi(é) PVA (%) (qﬂ)
FAST Q=-xbb-VT p«B?8r Qilva & (3)
sLow Q=—xbb-VT p<B/8r Q> ? pa szA (g)
FAST F=—VT p>B/8r  F2 vis PG fTQ (2)
SLow F=—VT p>> BY/8r Fi(é) PVA (Vc—‘,‘) (g)
FAST F=—VT p < B/8r F>pw (j—;\g (g)
sLow F=—VT p< B?/8n F>pg g_)

2These relations ar@pproximateand only accurate to the order unity level. Terms that cotlveygeometric
relationship betweek, b, and the vertical gradient have been dropped.
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fast wave COULOMB
BQ/g7T < P BUBBLE

Fic. 1.— Geometry of the coulomb bubble instability. Here, tigeafunction for a fast wave in a plasma wBA/8x /P < 1 — nearly a standard hydrodynamic
sound wave — is depicted. The velocity perturbation is patjmelar to surfaces of constant density and the pertunbaif the perpendicular heat fldQ | lies
along db, the perturbation of field direction. Secular driving occbecause the wave in question possesses a finite projetdiogd, which is L to B. Thus,
both the fast and slow waves are driven by the coulomb bubblehemism whether or not the plasma is weakly magnetizedtofTine most strongly driven case
corresponds to the example above i.e., a fast wave in a wesddyetized plasma.
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PHOTON
BUBBLE
y \ k

slow wave
oF | B2/87T > P

FIG. 2.— Geometry of the photon bubble instability. Both the &a&l slow waves are driven by photon bubble driving. The msitoshgly driven case — represented
above —is the slow wave in a strongly magnetized plasma.
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We now understand the inner workings of the coulomb bubbiéndy mechanism and the equilibrium conditions in whichtsuc
driving can operate. Now, we put our analysis to use with #@rele of interstellar cosmic ray diffusion.

5.1. Interstellar Cosmic Ray Diffusion and the “Two-Temperatuipproximation

Throughout the analysis above, we assert that the thernamaigs of the coulomb bubble instability is identical to tib&the
photon bubble instability. Though this statement is vatits not entirely complete. Blaes & Socrates (2003) consdehe possi-
bility of photon bubble driving in two distinct thermodyn&mwegimes. If the micro-physical processes responsibialisorption
and emission act quickly enough to maintain thermal equilib between the fluctuating radiation and gaseous paftell® then
the thermodynamics of photon driving and damping are endatesl by a common temperature. In other words, absorptidn a
emission occur rapidly in comparison to the dynamical timé¢hat the radiation and gas temperature are locked to orthem&o
far, our analysis of the coulomb bubble has taken place uh@etone-temperature” approximation.

If the particles endowed with a relatively high level of thmad mobility cannot come into close thermal contact with hiagh
of gaseous particles on a dynamical time, then the thermaodigs of radiative driving and damping is best described kiya-
temperature” approximation. An example of a system thatiseaptible to photon bubble driving in the two-temperatumé is a
magnetized envelope that is optically thick and whose oolyce of opacity is Thomson scattering.

Interstellar cosmic ray diffusion is another example of wvehthe transfer of a radiative energy is best described ina tw
temperature approximation. That is, the Galactic distidouof cosmic rays cannot come into local thermal equilibriwith the
distribution of gaseous particles due to the absence ofrptisn and emission processes between the two speciesefoherthe
thermodynamic state of the combined matter + cosmic ray fuddnstrained by the first law of thermodynamics for the arajas
given by eq.[(AB) in addition to ed._(A4), the cosmic ray elysgguation.

Though cosmic rays cannot directly exchange energy withmthtter gas, they certainly can exchange momentum via rasona
scattering with magnetic irregularities on the Larmor ec&or~ 1-10 GeV cosmic ray protons — the energy range that is respgensib
for the majority of the Galactic cosmic ray pressure — theni@rradiug, is given by

(Ec/GeV)
(B/nG)
whereE_, andB is the cosmic ray energy and the large scale magnetic fieddgtin, respectively. It follows that the length scale
r, of the resonant magnetic irregularities are much smalkam the inferred energy-weighted cosmic ray mean free path- 1 pc

(Ginzburg et al. 1980; Strong & Moskalenko 1998) and theeshalght of the Galactic corona, which-sa few kpc.

The cosmic ray pressure perturbatidf, governs the exchange of momentum between fluctuations rosraic ray distribution
and magnetofluid perturbations. The linearized Euler withibclusion of the cosmic ray pressure force reads

r, ~3x10% cm, (62)

—iwpov =ik [§P+0P.] +gop+—— (k x 0B) x B=—ik (a—P> Sp+ (@) ST +6P,.| +gdp+— (k x 6B)x B.  (63)
il op)+ aT . il

If Galactic cosmic rays were a “normal” radiation speciest ttould come into close thermal contact the matter throbghbgtion
and emission processes, then local thermal equilibriumvéoet the radiation and matter distribution may occur and thath
radiation and matter distributions may be characterized bgmmon temperatuie. Upon perturbation, both radiation and particle
species share the same temperature perturb@li@s long as emission and absorption processes act quicklynamdcal timescales
of interest (Blaes & Socrates 2003). For interstellar casray diffusion, the absence of any absorption and emisspatity
necessarily implies that cosmic ray pressure perturbatpnand gas temperature perturbatithare separate and decoupled.

Below, we discuss the possibility that the diffusion of istellar cosmic rays in the Galactic corona leads to a “terogierature”
version of the coulomb bubble instability.

5.2. Pressure Perturbation, Stability Criteria and Growth Rate

The diffusion of interstellar cosmic rays in the galactiskdand halo may lead to the two-temperature analogue of tbtoph
bubble instability. In this case, cosmic rays, rather thhotpns, are responsible for the diffusive radiative transf energy. The
action of cosmic rays scattering off of resonant magnetegiularities leads to an “opacity” responsible for medigtmomentum
exchange between the radiation species and the gas. Indhenptase, the relevant interaction is governed by Thomsattesing
of photons with electrons. Rather than the radiation fiefflising along the gradient in the radiation pressure, cosmays diffuse
along the projection of the cosmic ray pressure gradientdbimcides with the equilibrium magnetic field. In what fadls, we
produce an abbreviated derivation of the growth fetéor the coulomb bubble instability resulting from cosmiy diffusion in the
galactic corona.

The perturbation of the cosmic ray conductivity is given by

OXcr — _5_p _ ANk e 5_p (64)
Xcr p Onp p

In Appendix[A, we take note thallnk.,/dlnp ~ -1 for the Galactic halo. The implication being th{., ~ 0. However, we
maintahrg the parameterization &f ., given by eq.[{(64) in order to separate the effects of a “cosayia-mechanism” and coulomb
bubble

6 Note that the physical dimensions of the thermal condugtiyiandx . are different. Technicallyy is a diffusivity rather than a conductivity.
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The perturbation to the cosmic ray energy flux may be writien a

dpr (i OInkgg, dp
5QCR = "Xcr [_;b (b : VPCR) - = —b

dlnp p

(6 : VPCR) +6b (6 : VPCR) +b (56 : VPCR) +ib (k : 6) 6PCR} : (65)

which then allows us to determine the cosmic ray pressuttenpationdP,, in terms ofép andéb. The linear cosmic ray energy
equation reads

. 4. op . 4P, .
—iwP,, + 3 wPCR? —iwE- (VF’CR - 5% p) =—ik-0Q- (66)
The second term on the left hand side in above expressios teadiffusive Silk damping, while the third term is respdmsifor
Brunt-Vaisalla oscillations. In[83.2 we took the highimit of rapid diffusion of the first law of thermodynamics arder to isolate

the temperature perturbatiéi in terms of the density and magnetic field unit vector pewtidndp andéb, respectively. In order to
study coulomb bubbles in the “two-temperature” approxioraappropriate for cosmic ray diffusion, we likewise idelthe cosmic

ray pressure perturbatioi., in terms ofép anddb in the limit of rapid diffusion. By combining eqd_(b5) arfiddj6the cosmic ray
pressure perturbation becomes

4 w op w 4P
P~ =—P — - . P,---=5
R 3 et p WCR.diffS (V =737, p)

Xer [_@ (1+ %) (k : 6) (B-VPCR) + (k : 56) (6 : VPCR) + (k : 6) (66-VPCR)] : (67)

WCR diff p dlnp

N2
wherewcrdgift = w +ixcq (k . b) is the characteristic cosmic ray diffusion frequency. la limit of rapid diffusion, we take

N\ 2
|werift| = Xer (k : b) > w. (68)
Above, we take advantage of the fact that to leading orderfréquency of an acoustic oscillationdisk. With this, we have
4 wP,  dp i _6p 0Nk, N\ [ N [ . .
SP, = + { G (k-b) (b~VPCR) + (k~6b) (b-VPCR) + (k-b) (5b~VPCR) (69)

3 N2 N2

Yer (kB)" 7 (k-b)
The similarity is evident betweeiP_, above and the two-temperature radiation pressure petinindé, g given by Blaes & Socrates
(2003)

5Prad=%5E=—L [Eié_p+6p 5)an,:

@3 xrp p VP (1 dlnp
wherexk is the flux mean opacity as defined in Blaes & Socrates (200&e tthat the Silk damping term of e {69) is smaller than
the one found in eq[{T70) by a factor of three, which resuttsnflour choice of parameterization of the cosmic ray diffifgiy .-

We are now in the position to calculate the growth rate antullgtiacriteria for the cosmic ray coulomb bubble instatyiliFollowing
the analysis that led to ed._(44), the ratio of the asymptptievth rate to acoustic oscillation frequency becomes

)} , 2—-TEMP RADIATIVE DIFFUSION (70)

Ao 197AP,

0.z . 71
w 2 pov-ov (1)
Note that in the two-temperature case the velocity eigdovescillates at magnetoacoustic frequencies that arsdhsion to eq.
(@1). The quantitative difference is that the isothermal gmund speed is replaced with the adiabatic gas sound spwesince the
gas neither generates nor loses any heat itself, the gagtatape perturbation then contributes to the acousticress In terms of
its individual constituents, the growth rate may be writhsn

Ao

N O?K? " i —L—lw . 21 0%k% €-0Q s L . Ik,
2w [2w?- K2 (B +va)] e (k ' 6)2 37 W (5p/p)2 olnp

The form of Ay not only serves as an asymptotic growth rate, but as a dtabilteria as well. The first term in thg} leads to
Silk damping, the second term results in the coulomb bubtsbility and the last term is responsible fox g—mechanism. The
quantitydQ, 1 = (1— 66) -0Q is the cosmic ray flux perturbation thatisto the equilibrium fieldB (and equilibrium cosmic ray

flux Q). It follows that the geometry and mechanics of the two-terafure cosmic ray coulomb bubble instability is identical
the one-temperature coulomb bubble instability.
In terms of the wave vector and specified equilibrium paransethe asymptotic growth rate becomes

A 2

AR i 4 202 (k ' b) aInk

Po = x : {““’P + =5 (k-Qq) 1= +Sl (Qy) o (73)
o[22 (@R | (k-B) 3R g2 o k2 ainp o

(k- Qcr) } (72)
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5.3. Marginal Stability of the Galactic Corona

As stated in AppendixJA, Galactic cosmic rays almost unifigrfitl a halo (or corona) with a characteristic thickness few kpc.
Over these scales, the coronal gas is fot(10° K) and tenuous ~ 103cm™ = n3 and the corresponding adiabatic gas sound

speedcs ~ 1O7T61/zcm/s, whereTg is temperature in units of $K. For our stability analysis, we take the halo equilibriugldito

be uniform with a characteristic value Bf~ 1uG = B,,g, corresponding to an Alfvén velociti, < 10'B,c ngl/zcm/s, somewhat

less than the adiabatic sound sp@ed The average local pressure for gas and cosmic ray prototieimterstellar medium is
roughly ~ leV/cm?® ~ 10*2erg/cm®. Due to the large- a few kpc scale height for the cosmic rays, this value of presalso
corresponds to the coronal value of the cosmic ray presdyre 1eV/cm®. Compare this with the value of the coronal gas pressure
P~ 101n3TseV/cm?. Thus, the ratio of cosmic ray to gas pressurf.js'P ~ 10 in the kpc-scale galactic corona, a somewhat
surprising value. In short, the Galactic corona is a cosayqaressure supported atmosphere.

In the diffusion approximation, the cosmic ray fl@x, for a plane-parallel geometry satisfies the relation

-
%QCR ~ P (74)

For a disk-like geometry the corresponding cosmic ray lasity L, is roughly
Lo, ~ 5% 10%P; 73t REjergs? (75)

whererss, Pr andRypis the cosmic ray optical depth in units of*fQ halo cosmic ray pressure in units of 1&vn* and characteristic
cylindrical emitting radius in units of 10 kpc, respectizelWe now have the necessary ingredients to determine whethmt the
kpc-scale galactic corona is over-stable to either theaohlbubble instability or the-mechanism. When calculating the growth or
damping rates resulting from cosmic ray diffusion, we asstimat the equilibrium field is relatively uniform over a wéamgth and
that it does not contribute to hydrostatic balance as well.

In §4.4 we made note of the fact that the coulomb bubble iil&tais most strongly driven for waves that closely resembimple
propagating hydrodynamic sound waves i.e., the fast watkerimit wherec? > V4. In this case, thénstability condition for
cosmic ray coulomb bubble driving from e@.73) is approxieha

c
Qi > PrCs— — > Cs. (76)
TCR
In the above expression we ignore geometrical and othesrfaof order unity. Interestingly, the quantiyr.,, which represents the
diffusive drift velocityvp over the coronal scale height, is close in value to the adiabas sound speed i.&p ~ 755 10°cm/s ~

Cs~ 107T61/ 2cm/s. Altogethetthe condition for instability is satisfied as long ae%/ a5 < 1. The growth raté',,, for the fast wave
coulomb bubble instability in theZ > V4 limit is given by

9 Cr 9 PCR Veire 7 PCR/P -1\ ,rc1
I ~=r~ ==~ ===~ 3x10 "/ —="—V3p0H rs 77
FAST Cs Cs Cop P H. X 10 30037y ) ( )

whereVsggis the circular velocityir in units of 300knmy's andHs is the coronal scale height in units of 3 kpc. The growth Fate.
is dynamical and indicates that the fast wave coulomb buibktability can transform a low amplitude propagating faave, with
phase velocity equal tg;, into a large amplitude sonic disturbance over a relatif@lywave crossing times.

5.4. Coulomb Bubbles vs. theMechanism

The approximate stability criteria and growth rate fora— mechanism is identical to that of the cosmic ray coulomb bbb
instability in the corona of the Galaxy. Fast waves in thekiyemagnetized limit, withv ~ k ¢;, are the strongest growing excitations
for both cases. However, ef. {73) informs us that upwardagapng fast waves are driven by the coulomb bubble instyghihile
downward propagating fast waves are driven bythe-mechanism, fodlnk,/dlnp ~ 1.

At the base of the corona, the Galactic disk is highly inhoem@pus and turbulent. The turbulence in the interstellatiune pri-
marily results from explosive phenomena — expanding Hliaes line-driven stellar winds and core-collapse SNe +dhiginates,
in some way, from massive stars. There ar&0* O stars in the Milky Way within a galactocentric radius-ofLO kpc. Therefore,
the cgﬁlracteristic separation between luminous massve-stL00 pc is roughly the scale at which the interstellar turbulence is
stirre

With respect to the Galactic corona, the dense multipheslesdirves as a source of acoustic radiation that can then piiach
in the corona by either the cosmic ray coulomb bubble inBtgloir the «.,—mechanism. The direction of propagation for the seed
k™t ~ It ~ 100 pc-scale acoustic fluctuations is primarily upward$wéspect to gravity in the Galactic corona since the dersde di
lies at its base. It follows that the cosmic ray coulomb beblare the the relevant mechanism that amplifies propagatimgstic
perturbations arising from the Galactic disk rather than.amechanism.

6. SUMMARY

We have identified a new acoustic over-stability, which wieréo as the “coulomb bubble instability,” that is driven tne rapid
diffusion of energy along magnetic field lines. From a lingestability analysis, we calculate the condition for ostability and
the growth rate of the coulomb bubble instability. Drivingcars when the ratio of heat flux to entropy is relatively &fgr the
equilibrium, implying that the heat flux is the physical qtignthat provides the free energy required for the ovebititg. The

7 This approximation fotr is valid as long as the lifetime of massive stars is short mmarison to the dynamical timescales of interest.
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coulomb bubble instability may be thought of as a standargmegacoustic wave that is driven b, = (1—66) -0Q, the linear

perturbation of the coulomb heat flux thatlisto the direction of the equilibrium field = B/B (and thusQ = —xbb - VT as well).
The growth rate of the coulomb instability is dynamical fioe fast wave in th&? /8 < P limit — roughly a standard hydrodynamic
sound wave — such that the growth time is roughly the sounsbarg time over a gas pressure scale height.

The properties of the coulomb bubble instability are, atdame time, strikingly similar and starkly different frometphoton
bubble instability. The thermodynamic properties of batstabilities are identical in that the rapid diffusion oétmal energy in
a stratified flow is needed in order for driving to occur. Therkvdone upon the fluid by the driving force for both instabekt
is proportional to the product of the Lagrangian density terdperature perturbatioAp AT. Furthermore, and like the photon
bubble instability, both the fast and the slow wave are suiflale to over-stability from the coulomb bubble mechanismspective
of whether or not the background flow is strongly magnetized.

Work is done upon the wave by the coulomb bubble linear dgifiorce provided byQ,, the component of the heat flux
perturbation that is_ b. The fast and slow magnetosonic waves are polarized alothgthe wavevectok due to compression, and
along the direction of the magnetic fielld which results from magnetic tension. In genedd),, has some finite projection that
is coincident with the wavevectdr— as long ak J b — which allows driving to occur, since all compressible fuattons exhibit
motion that is in part| k. On the other hand, the photon bubble linear driving fordgioates froméF, = (1—kk/k2) -0F, the
component of the radiative heat flux perturbation that ik. Since the magnetic tension force partially polarizes netmgonic
waves alond, the radiative driving force due @F , is coincident with the motion of the fluid, which then allowetradiation field
to perform work upon the fluid. Clearly, in describing the getry of the driving mechanisms for the coulomb bubble anotqh
bubble instability, the vectoris andb are interchanged with one another in every possible waymFhis, we conclude that the
coulomb bubble instability is thenirror oppositeof the photon bubble instability.

Both the fast and slow magnetosonic waves are driven oablesby the coulomb bubble mechanism. The fast mode in thklyea
magnetized limit is the most strongly driven case, with arghorate~ g/cq, wherecy is the gas sound speBdf the equilibria in
question resembles a stellar envelope, then both the chubarbble instability and Balbus’ magnetothermal instapifossess
comparable growth rates. However, if the particles resiptefor the transfer of thermal energy along field lines (€gsmic rays)
are not the particles responsible for providing the acoussponse (the gas), then the growth rate of the coulomtdéirsability is
larger than the magnetothermal instability by a factor thatc_./c ~ /P../P, for the case of cosmic ray diffusion in the Galactic
halo.

The coulomb bubble instability may thrive in a wide varietgstrophysical environments. For example, it is posshu¢toulomb
bubbles play an important role in the modifying the thermahsport properties of the envelopes of magnetized nestews, central
cooling flows of galaxy clusters and interstellar cosmicddfusion. In the latter case, we show that the kpc-scalaga corona is
a setting in which a cosmic ray coulomb bubble instabilitgibly operates. For commonly accepted values of cosmiameygas
pressure, cosmic ray luminosity and coronal gas temperatue Galactic corona is in a state of marginal stabilitthwéspect to a
cosmic ray coulomb bubble instability. The implicationfgeithat cosmic ray coulomb bubbles self-regulates thestekar cosmic
ray pressure on Galactic scales.

6.1. What Is To Be Done?

Our local linear analysis is only the first step in realizinigather or not the coulomb bubble instability has practippli@ations.
At this simple exploratory level, we only examine local pagating WKB waves at linear order. The next step is to perfagtobal
linear analysis, where a linear mode is really the combimadf an upward and downward propagating wave, whose pliepete
further augmented by the specified boundary conditions. ddfse, linear theory can only tell us whether an instabditists. A
MHD computer algorithm that incorporates the effects ofidamisotropic diffusion in a stratified atmosphere is mdsdly the
correct tool in fully studying the non-linear outcome of ttwlomb bubble instability.
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APPENDIX

AN ENVELOPE PARTIALLY SUPPORTED BY COSMIC RAYS

In order to describe the physics of cosmic ray diffusion itratsied atmosphere, we amend the conservation laws arilibegum
conditions of ER. Conservation of momentum now reads

ov 1
—tV- == + +pQ+—
p<at % Vv> V (P+P,) +pg . (V xB)xB, (A1)
whereP_, is the cosmic ray pressure — dominated-byt —10 GeV cosmic ray protons in the interstellar medium. The faw of
thermodynamics for the gas

pT (a—s+v-Vs> =0 (A2)
ot

now implies that fluid-matter perturbations are adiabdtimwlution of the cosmic ray pressuig, is further constrained by a cosmic

ray-energy equation

%+V-VPCR+%1PCRVN=—V-QCR, (A3)

where we assume that adiabatic index of the cosmic raystistlzerelativistic ideal gas i.ex., = 4/3. The cosmic ray energy flux
Q.. is given by

QCR = _XCRE)E) VP, (A4)

which is similar in form to the coulombic heat flux given by €dj).

The cosmic ray conductivity ., deserves discussion as its prescription for the Galaxgmdifirom the prescription for thermal
conductivityy described in[83]1. Measurements of the cosmic ray transptive Milky Way indicate a cosmic ray mean free path
Aer ~ 1pc. Interestingly, models of Galactic cosmic ray transame consistent with ., roughly being a constant over a “halo” scale
height of~ a few kpc. It follows that the cosmic ray “opacity’., must vary inversely with density i.es., o p™t. The immediate
suggestion is that a “cosmic raymechanism” may operate in the galactic halo sifilce:,/0Inp 7 0 and is given by

0Ink,
— R~ A5
alnp (A5)
Finally, the only other basic assumption that differs frévoge given in[82 involves hydrostatic balance
1
—;V (P+P,) =g (AB)

That is, partial support of the atmosphere is given by anlibgim cosmic ray pressure gradient.
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