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Abstract The optimal pitch angle which maximizes the penetration distance, along the magnetic
field, of relativistic charged particles injected from the midplane of an axisymmetric field is investigated
analytically and numerically. Higher-order terms of the magnetic moment invariant are necessary to
correctly determine the mirror point of trapped energetic particles, and therefore the loss cone. The
modified loss cone resulting from the inclusion of higher-order terms is no longer entirely defined by the
pitch angle but also by the phase angle of the particle at the point of injection. The optimal orientation
of the injection has a nonzero component perpendicular to the magnetic field line, and is in the plane
tangential to the flux surface. Numerical integration of particle orbits were carried out for a relativistic
electron in a dipole field, showing agreement with analytic expressions. The results are relevant to
experiments, which are concerned with injection of relativistic beams into the atmosphere from aboard a
spacecraft in the magnetosphere.

1. Introduction

Experiments using artificial electron beams of keV energies, injected from Earth-orbiting satellites, have
been performed for a number of decades [Winckler, 1980; Neubert and Banks, 1992; Krause et al., 1998].
Advancements in accelerator technology have recently made it possible for spacecraft to carry aboard a
compact linear accelerator capable of producing electron beams of relativistic energies. Particle-in-cell
simulations applied to MeV-energy electron beams indicate that relativistic beams are considerably more
stable than keV-energy beams due to the higher relativistic electron mass, a lower beam density, and a
smaller effect from spacecraft charging [Neubert and Gilchrist, 2002, 2004]. The superior stability should
allow a larger fraction of the emitted flux to travel longer distances thus opening up the possibility to use
the beams as efficient tracers of magnetic field lines in the magnetosphere. In addition to field-line tracing,
other possible suggested uses are the excitation of electromagnetic waves, active modification of near-Earth
plasma environment, and measurement of the magnetospheric plasma response [Neubert and Gilchrist,
2002; Starodubtsev and Krafft, 2010; Committee on a Decadal Strategy for Solar and Space Physics
(Heliophysics) et al., 2013; Delzanno et al., 2013].

Challenges associated with the injection of relativistic beams from an Earth-orbiting satellite into the atmo-
sphere include beam stability, spacecraft charging, and signal detection. A relatively less discussed topic
has to do with conditions under which the atmosphere is accessible to energetic particles injected from
the magnetosphere, even if other challenges are overcome. Estimates of the adiabatic loss cone suggest
that injection along the magnetic field line should guarantee particle precipitation into the atmosphere.
However, if the particle energy is large enough, it may be necessary to consider higher-order terms of the
magnetic moment adiabatic invariant, and this then implies that the adiabatic loss cone estimates should
be modified. The adiabatic loss cone is reviewed in the next section, followed by a discussion on its modi-
fications due to higher-order terms of the magnetic moment. Next, a derivation of more general loss cone
angles is described, along with an example using a dipole approximation of the Earth’s magnetic field. The
results are summarized in the last section.

2. Adiabatic Loss Cone

In a nonuniform magnetic field, charged particles may become trapped. Trapping restricts the motion of the
particle to a particular region along the magnetic field line. The size of this region depends on the reflec-
tion point of the particle, called the mirror point. At the mirror point the particle has no velocity directed
along the field line; that is, all of its energy is in the perpendicular direction. The location of the mirror point
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Figure 1. Illustration of the angles 𝛿 and 𝜆 which define the
orientation of the initial velocity vector of a particle initialized at
the midplane of an axisymmetric magnetic field, in this case that of
the Earth.

is typically estimated using conservation
of energy and conservation of magnetic
moment 𝜇 ≡ mv2

⊥
∕2B(r), where m is the

mass of the particle, v⊥ is its velocity per-
pendicular to the magnetic field, and B(r) is
the magnetic field as well as the assumption
that the particle’s guiding center remains on
the same field line throughout its motion. In
terms of the magnetic moment, the kinetic
energy of the particle is E = mv2

∥∕2 + 𝜇B(r),
where v∥ is the velocity along the magnetic
field line. Defining the initial pitch angle in
terms of initial velocities as tan 𝛿 = vinit.

⊥
∕vinit.

∥
[Dungey, 1965], it is then found that 𝛿 is
related to the magnetic fields at the initial
position Binit. and at the mirror point Bmirr. by

sin2 𝛿 = Binit.

Bmirr.
. (1)

Larger values of Bmirr. correspond to smaller values of pitch angles 𝛿. The loss cone determines the range of
pitch angles, 0 < 𝛿 < 𝛿lc, whose Bmirr. exceeds some predefined value, Bmirr.

lc . In the case of the magneto-
sphere, the predefined value may be the magnetic field at the atmosphere, so that any particles whose pitch
angle is smaller than 𝛿lc have mirror points inside the atmosphere and are therefore considered to be lost.

In the case of an ideal dipole field,

B = D
√

4 − 3 cos2 𝜙∕r3, (2)

where D is the dipole moment, r is the radial distance, and 𝜙 is the angle measured from the equatorial
plane toward the z axis. The loss cone is then given by

sin2 𝛿lc = a3

√
4 − 3 cos2 𝜙init.

4 − 3a cos2 𝜙init.
, (3)

where a ≡ rmirr.
lc ∕rinit., and the conservation of the magnetic flux 𝜓 = D cos2 𝜙∕r was used. Thus, for a particle

injected from the equatorial plane (𝜙init. = 0) at a distance of rinit. = 6.6RE , the loss cone into the atmo-
sphere at rmirr.

lc = 1RE is 𝛿lc ≈ 2.85◦. Note that the boundary which distinguishes trapped from lost particles
may be arbitrarily chosen to suit a particular experimental or physical scenario. Here it is chosen to be at the
approximate location of the atmosphere.

3. Magnetic Moment Invariant

The loss cone defined in the previous section assumes conservation of the magnetic moment mv2
⊥
∕2B(r),

and based on equation (1), it may be concluded that particles with pitch angle of 𝛿 = 0 are always lost. These
particles have no initial v⊥, and thus, their magnetic moment is also zero. However, the magnetic moment,
as given above, is only the zeroth-order term, 𝜇(0), of a more general adiabatic invariant corresponding to
the cyclotron motion, 𝜇, which is an asymptotic series in the small parameter 𝜌∕LB [Northrop, 1963]. Here
the numerator 𝜌 is the effective Larmor radius, defined by v∕Ωc, where v is the initial velocity of the particle
(total, not just v⊥), Ωc is the cyclotron frequency of the particle |q||B|∕mc, q is the particle’s charge; and m is
its relativistic mass, given by m0𝛾 , where m0 is the rest mass of the particle, and 𝛾 ≡ 1∕

√
1 − v2∕c2. In the

case under consideration the electric field is zero, and therefore 𝛾 is constant. The denominator, LB, of the
small parameter is the characteristic gradient length scale of the magnetic field L−1

B = |∇ ln B|. Consequently,
even if 𝜇(0) = 0, 𝜇 itself is generally finite, corresponding to next order terms of the asymptotic series. Par-
ticle reflection therefore occurs even if 𝛿 = 0. This effect is especially exaggerated for energetic particles,
whose 𝜌∕LB is more significant.

Although there are a number of systematic methods to derive higher-order components of the mag-
netic moment 𝜇, the task is in general nontrivial. (General discussion may be found in Northrop [1963] and
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Figure 2. (left) Relative variation of 𝜇(0) for a 7 MeV electron injected from 10RE at the equatorial plane of a dipolar
field with Earth’s dipole moment. (right) The solid lines correspond to mirror points for an electron initialized along the
field line from the equatorial plane of a dipole field with Earth’s magnetic moment. The crosses are solutions obtained
by numerical integration of particle orbit. The dashed horizontal line at 1RE designates the approximate location of the
atmosphere, below which particles are taken to be lost.

Lichtenberg and Lieberman [1992], and some specific methods may be found in Kruskal [1958], Gardner
[1959], and Hastie et al. [1967]. Automation of the procedure for arbitrary fields using the Mathematica
package VEST (Vector Einstein Summation Tools) [Squire et al., 2014] has recently been described in Burby
et al. [2013].) For an axisymmetric field and particle initialization at the midplane, an expression up to and
including O(𝜖2) has been given in Gardner [1966] as

𝜇 ≈ 𝜇(0) + 𝜖𝜇(1) + 𝜖2𝜇(2)

=
mv2

⊥

2B
− 𝜖mcB′

2B3

(
v2 + v2

∥

)
v𝜃

+ 𝜖2 m
2

{
c2B′2

B5

[1
2

(
3v2

𝜃
+ v2

∥

)(
v2 + v2

∥

)
+ 3

8
v4
⊥

]
− c2B′′

2B4

[
v2
𝜃

v2
∥ +

(
v2
𝜃
+ 1

4
v2
⊥

)(
v2 + v2

∥

)]
+ c2B′

2rB4

[
v2
𝜃

v2 − v2
⊥

v2
∥ −

5
4

v2
⊥

(
v2 + v2

∥

)
+ 2v2

𝜃
v2
∥

]}
, (4)

where v𝜃 = v sin 𝛿 sin 𝜆, v⊥ = v sin 𝛿, v∥ = v cos 𝛿, B′ = dB∕dr, and angles 𝛿 and 𝜆 are illustrated in Figure 1,
and 𝜖 = m∕q was introduced as a convenient way to keep track of cyclotron time scales and thus the order-
ing. The angle 𝛿 has the same meaning as the previously defined pitch angle with range 0 ≤ 𝛿 ≤ 𝜋, and
the new angle 𝜆 describes the azimuthal orientation of the initial velocity of the particle about the field line,
with range 0 ≤ 𝜆 ≤ 2𝜋. The importance of higher-order terms of the magnetic moment is reflected in the
dependence of the particle phase space on angle 𝜆. More specifically, because 𝜇(0) = mv2

⊥
∕2B is indepen-

dent of 𝜆, the loss cone of the previous section is completely determined by the initial pitch angle of the
particle, 𝛿. Inclusion of higher-order terms of magnetic moment 𝜇 will therefore introduce 𝜆 dependence in
the loss cone calculation.

The effects of the higher-order terms on the loss cone are especially exaggerated when the particle is initial-
ized with zero pitch angle, 𝛿 = 0. Although such a particle has 𝜇(0) = 0 initially, its adiabatically conserved
magnetic moment, 𝜇, is approximately 𝜖2𝜇(2). More specifically, as seen from equation (4) by setting v⊥ and
v𝜃 to zero, the only surviving term is of O(𝜖2) and is proportional to v4

∥ .

The variation of 𝜇(0) for a 7 MeV electron injected from the distance of 10 RE at the equatorial plane of a
dipolar field with Earth’s magnetic moment (D = −3.3256 × 104 nT R3

E ) is shown in Figure 2 (left). Due to the
relatively weak field at the equatorial plane, the oscillations of 𝜇(0) are initially large. As the particle moves
into the stronger field, it slows down and begins mirroring. At the mirror point, it has no velocity component
along the magnetic field line, and therefore, the dominant contribution to 𝜇 at this point comes from 𝜇(0).
Since 𝜇 is conserved, the value of 𝜇(0) that the particle thus develops is approximately equal to its initial 𝜇,
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Figure 3. (left) Edges of loss cones for an electron initialized from 10 RE at the equatorial plane of a dipole field for differ-
ent energies. The black dashed line corresponds to the unmodified loss cone given by equation (3), for the injection from
the equatorial plane. (right) Edges of loss cones for a 7 MeV electron initialized from different distances at the equatorial
plane of a dipole field.

that is 𝜖2𝜇(2). The mirror point for a particle injected along the field line from the midplane may therefore be
found by equating the initial to the final magnetic moment, i.e., 𝜇(2)init. = 𝜇(0)mirr., where 𝜇(0)mirr. = mv2

∥∕2B,
from the conservation of energy.

In the case of the dipole field 𝜇(2)init. = 9mc2

2D3 r7v4
∥ , from the first 𝜖2 term of equation (4). Then, assuming that

the electron’s mirror point and its initial point are connected by the same field line, described by the flux
function 𝜓 = D cos2 𝜙∕r, the mirror point radius, arinit, for a particle initialized along the field line from the
equatorial plane of a dipole field, at radius rinit., is given by the solution of equation

9
(
𝜌∥

rinit.

)2 √
4 − 3a = a3, (5)

where 𝜌∥ = v∥∕Ωinit.
c and Ωinit.

c = |q||Binit.|∕mc. The solution is plotted in Figure 2 (right) along with results
obtained by numerically integrating electron orbit at various energies. The figure illustrates that, for exam-
ple, a 7 MeV electron will not reach the atmosphere from the equatorial plane at 10 RE even if its pitch angle
is initially zero.

4. Modified Loss Cone

In the previous section, the importance of higher-order terms of the magnetic moment invariant was
described, and a method of finding the mirror point for a particle initialized along the field line from the mid-
plane of an axisymmetric magnetic field was given, along with an example for an electron in the ideal dipole
field. For a more general initialization, the modified loss cone defining the boundaries between trapped and
lost particles in the 𝜆 − 𝛿 plane has to be determined.

The modified loss cone may be determined by choosing some location beyond which the particles are
considered to be lost; combining equations for the conservation of energy and magnetic moment 𝜇; and
assuming that the particle’s mirror point and its initial point are on the same field line. The result defines
a contour in the 𝜆 − 𝛿 plane. The contour is the edge of the loss cone, and particles initialized inside this
contour are lost. Specifically, the contours are solutions of the equation

sin2 𝛿 + Δ1
4

sin 𝜆 (5 sin 𝛿 + sin 3𝛿)

+ Δ2 1
384

[
275 + 68 cos 2𝛿 + 41 cos 4𝛿

− 4 cos 2𝜆 (43 + cos 2𝛿) sin2 𝛿
]
= a3√

4 − 3a
, (6)

where Δ ≡ sgn(−q) 𝜌
LB

= sgn(−q) 3v
rinit.Ωinit.

c

.
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Figure 4. Comparison between numerical integration (dotted lines)
of electron orbit for a 7 MeV particle and analytic computation of
the loss cone (solid line). Each dot forming a dotted line corresponds
to a value of 𝜆 and 𝛿 at the time of equatorial crossing of a trapped
particle. A particle whose initial conditions result in it being trapped
will trace out one such line. There are no lines inside the innermost
oval, because all particles initialized at these angles were lost.

Results for an electron of different ener-
gies initialized from 10 RE at the equatorial
plane are shown in Figure 3 (left). The
electron is considered to be lost if its mir-
ror point is at the radial distance of 1 RE

or less. For comparison, the dashed line
shows the loss cone computed based on
only the lowest-order term of the mag-
netic moment, 𝜇(0). The importance of
higher-order terms is most dramatically
reflected in the 𝜆 dependence of the loss
cone. The origin of the 𝜆 dependence is
mainly the O(𝜖) term of 𝜇. As the energy
of the electron increases, the 𝜆 depen-
dence becomes more pronounced, and
eventually the loss cone becomes a closed
contour with unique boundaries in both
angles. The largest range of 𝛿 angles is
always at 𝜆 = −90◦, in the direction of
electron drift, tangential to the flux sur-
face (for positive ions, the sign of 𝜆 would
be positive).

Figure 3 (right) shows the loss cone for a 7 MeV electron initialized in the equatorial plane at different dis-
tances. As the distance increases, the loss cone again becomes confined to small region in phase space,
with unique boundaries in both angles. The importance of the higher-order terms of the magnetic moment
at larger distances can be understood from the consideration of the parameter 𝜌∕LB, discussed in the pre-
vious section. At larger distances, the curvature of the field decreases and therefore LB increases. But, as
the magnetic field becomes weaker, the Larmor radius increases. For the dipole field, the Larmor radius is
proportional to r3, and LB is proportional to r; thus, 𝜌∕LB increases with distance as r2.

The modifications to the loss cone computed by taking into account the higher-order components of the
magnetic moment were checked by numerically integrating the electron orbit in the dipole field. The results
are shown in Figure 4. Each dot on the plot represents the value of angles 𝜆 and 𝛿 at the time of equato-
rial crossing of a trapped particle, i.e., the particle whose mirror point is above 1RE . Multiple crossings thus
trace out a line in the 𝜆 − 𝛿 space. Four such dotted lines are visible in the figure; each line correspond-
ing to different initial conditions of the particle. No lines are shown inside the innermost oval because all
particles initialized inside this oval were lost, i.e., had the mirror point below 1RE . The innermost oval thus
corresponds to the boundary between trapped and lost particles. The solid line is the loss cone computed
analytically, showing agreement with numerical results.

Since the modified loss cone always has the widest range of pitch angles at either 𝜆 = −90◦ for electrons or
+90◦ for positive ions, the widest opening of the loss cone may be obtained by setting 𝜆 to this value, and
solving the following expression for 𝛿

sin2 𝛿−Δ1
4
[5 sin 𝛿 + sin 3𝛿] + Δ2 1

384
[275 + 68 cos 2𝛿

+41 cos 4𝛿 + 4 (43 + cos 2𝛿) sin2 𝛿
]
= a3√

4 − 3a
, (7)

where Δ for the dipole field is
𝜌

LB
= 3v

rinit.Ωinit.
c

. The solution of this equation gives the upper and lower

bounds of the largest range of pitch angles which correspond to lost particles, provided 𝜆 is oriented in the
direction of particle drift as described above. When Δ = 0, this expression reduces to equation (3), for the
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injection from the equatorial plane. Using the fact that 𝛿 is typically small, equation (7) may be expanded
around 𝛿 = 0 to yield

Δ2 − 2|Δ|𝛿 − 1
4

(
3Δ2 − 4

)
𝛿2 = a3√

4 − 3a
. (8)

(𝛿 − Δ)2 ≈ a3√
4 − 3a

(9)

𝛿 ≈ Δ ±

(
a3√

4 − 3a

)1∕2

, (10)

where the second equation was obtained by dropping the Δ2𝛿2 term from equation (8). The two solutions
for 𝛿 correspond to the upper and lower bound of closed contours in Figure 3. For a 7 MeV particle injected
from 10 RE , the above approximation gives 𝛿min. = 0.72◦, and 𝛿max. = 3.33◦, as verified by corresponding
contours in Figure 3.

5. Discussion

When computing the loss cone, caution should be exercised that it is sufficient to use the conservation
of 𝜇(0) as an underlying assumption. For energetic particles, this may not be the case, and to determine
whether a particle is lost, it may be necessary to consider the magnetic moment, 𝜇, up to O(𝜖2). It is then
found that to ensure that a particle is lost to the atmosphere when it is launched from the magnetospheric
equator, it is generally neither necessary nor sufficient to initialize the particle with a zero pitch angle, as
would be expected from usual loss cone calculations. Rather, the orientation of the initial particle velocity
vector should be described in terms of the angle 𝛿, defining the angular deviation of the velocity vector
from the magnetic field line; and the angle 𝜆, defining the degree of rotation of the vector about the plane
defined locally by the magnetic field line, as illustrated in Figure 1. The modified loss cone has the largest
range in 𝛿 when the angle 𝜆 is such that the perpendicular component of the initial velocity vector points
tangentially to the magnetic flux surface and in the direction of the particle drift—for an electron, this is at
𝜆 = −90◦, and for a positive ion, it is at 90◦. This is determined by the O(𝜖) term of the magnetic moment,
which depends on the sign of the particle’s charge. The two panels of Figure 3 show the effect of the
higher-order terms on the loss cone, when lost particles are those whose mirror point is lower than 1 RE . At
high enough energies, or at large distances, the loss cone defines a closed contour in the 𝜆− 𝛿 space, so that
there is not only a maximum pitch angle 𝛿 beyond which the particles are trapped but also a minimum. The
modified loss cone calculations were carried out for energetic electrons using the dipole approximation of
the Earth’s magnetic field. In reality, a more realistic field should be used at distances larger than about 5RE ,
when the dipole approximation becomes less valid. Considering that in a realistic magnetospheric field, the
curvature in the midnight sector is increased, and in the noon sector, the compression of the flux surfaces
creates magnetic cusps off the equatorial plane; it is reasonable to expect that in reality, the modifications
to the adiabatic loss cone should be much more dramatic than presented here for a dipole.

The loss cone modification was obtained using the conservation of energy, magnetic moment, and the
assumption that the initial and mirror points of the particle are connected by a single field line. For the
dipole field, the flux function describing the magnetic field line is 𝜓 = D cos2(𝜙)∕r, and it is assumed to
have the same value at the mirror as at the initial points. That the flux function is an adiabatic invariant on
time scales longer than the drift period is commonly proved using lowest orders of adiabatic invariants
𝜇 and the longitudinal invariant, J. For an axisymmetric magnetic field, such as the dipole, the canoni-
cal angular momentum in the azimuthal direction is an exact invariant and is related to the flux function
𝜓 by p𝜃 = mrv𝜃 + e𝜓 , where (r, 𝜃) are the radial and azimuthal coordinates in the cylindrical coordi-
nate system. The change in 𝜓 from its initial value is therefore of order 𝜖2, which is small enough to yield
accurate estimates for the loss cone using only the initial value of the flux function, as seen from the
provided examples.

In context of beam injection from space, the above results are most applicable to ideal regimes in which
the beam may be assumed to propagate unaltered by its self-fields, spacecraft charging, collisions, etc.
However, even when these effects are not negligible, the results provide guidance on how the opti-
mal orientation for beam injection should be chosen to help ensure that the beam precipitates into the
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atmosphere. The angular spread of a typical beam is approximately 0.2◦. As seen from Figure 3, this is sig-
nificantly smaller than the modifications to the loss cone resulting from using the more accurate magnetic
moment invariant.

Another possible application is in the study of particle precipitation associated with the Earth’s radiation
belts. Relativistic electrons with energies upward of 10 MeV populate the inner region of the magneto-
sphere (3 < L < 7) during periods of high-speed solar wind and geomagnetic activity [Paulikas and Blake,
1979]. Knowing the characteristics of the loss cone for different energies and locations in the magneto-
sphere is critical to understanding the contribution of precipitation of particles to the energy budget of the
radiation belts.

References
Burby, J. W., J. Squire, and H. Qin (2013), Automation of the guiding center expansion, Phys. Plasmas, 20(7), 072105,

doi:10.1063/1.4813247.
Committee on a Decadal Strategy for Solar and Space Physics (Heliophysics), Space Studies Board, Aeronautics and Space Engineering

Board, Division on Engineering and Physical Sciences, and National Research Council (2013), Solar and Space Physics: A Science for a
Technological Society, Natl. Acad. Press, Washington, D. C.

Delzanno, G. L., E. Camporeale, E. Hogan, J. D. Moulton, J. Borovsky, E. MacDonald, and M. Thomsen (2013), Probing the Earth’s magne-
tosphere with an electron gun, paper presented at 55th Annual Meeting of the APS Division of Plasma Physics, 58(16), Denver, Colo,
11-15 Nov.

Dungey, J. (1965), Effects of electromagnetic perturbations on particles trapped in the radiation belts, Space Sci. Rev., 4, 199–222.
Gardner, C. S. (1959), Adiabatic invariants of periodic classical systems, Phys. Rev., 115, 791–794, doi:10.1103/PhysRev.115.791.
Gardner, C. S. (1966), Magnetic moment to second order for axisymmetric static field, Phys. Fluids, 9, 1997–2000, doi:10.1063/1.1761557.
Hastie, R., J. Taylor, and F. A. Haas (1967), Adiabatic invariants and the equilibrium of magnetically trapped particles, Ann. Phys., 41,

302–338.
Krause, L. H., B. E. Gilchrist, and T. Neubert (1998), Analysis of active space experiments using artificial relativistic electron beams, paper

presented at 6th Spacecraft Charging Conference, 139–142, AFRL Science Center, Hanscom AFB, Mass., 2-6 Nov.
Kruskal, M. D. (1958), The gyration of a charged particle, Tech. Rep. PM-S-33, Princeton Univ., Princeton, N. J.
Lichtenberg, A. J., and M. A. Lieberman (1992), Regular and Chaotic Dynamics, Springer, New York.
Neubert, T., and P. M. Banks (1992), Recent results from studies of electron beam phenomena in space plasmas, Planet. Space Sci.,

40(2–3), 153–183, doi:10.1016/0032-0633(92)90055-S.
Neubert, T., and B. E. Gilchrist (2002), Particle simulations of relativistic electron beam injection from spacecraft, J. Geophys. Res., 107(A8),

SIA 9-1–SIA 9-10, doi:10.1029/2001JA900102.
Neubert, T., and B. E. Gilchrist (2004), Relativistic electron beam injection from spacecraft: Performance and applications, Adv. Space Res.,

34, 2409–2412, doi:10.1016/j.asr.2003.08.081.
Northrop, T. G. (1963), The Adiabatic Motion of Charged Particles, John Wiley, New York.
Paulikas, G. A., and J. B. Blake (1979), Effects of the solar wind on magnetospheric dynamics: Energetic electrons at the synchronous

orbit, in Quantitative Modeling of Magnetospheric Processes, Geophys. Monogr. Ser., vol. 21, edited by W. P. Olson, pp. 180–202, AGU,
Washington, D. C.

Squire, J., J. Burby, and H. Qin (2014), VEST: Abstract vector calculus simplification in mathematica, Comput. Phys. Commun., 185, 128–135,
doi:10.1016/j.cpc.2013.08.021.

Starodubtsev, M. V., and C. Krafft (2010), Laboratory modeling of the interaction of electron beams with a magnetoplasma, Radiophys.
Quantum Electron., 53, 401–416, doi:10.1007/s11141-010-9238-4.

Winckler, J. R. (1980), The application of artificial electron beams to magnetospheric research, Rev. Geophys. Space Phys., 18, 659–682,
doi:10.1029/RG018i003p00659.

Acknowledgments
The data for this paper may be
obtained by contacting the cor-
responding author. The authors
acknowledge support from NSF
grants AGS-1344303, ATM-0902730,
and AGS-1203299 and NASA grants
NNH09AM531, NNH09AK631, and
NNH11AR071. This manuscript was
authored by Princeton University
under contract DE-AC02-09CH11466
with the U.S. Department of Energy.
This work was facilitated by the
Max-Planck/Princeton Center for
Plasma Physics. The United States
Government retains and the publisher,
by accepting the article for publica-
tion, acknowledges that the United
States Government retains a nonexclu-
sive, paid-up, irrevocable, worldwide
license to publish or reproduce the
published form of this manuscript, or
allow others to do so, for United States
Government purposes.

Benoit Lavraud thanks Joseph
Borovsky for his assistance in
evaluating this paper.

PORAZIK ET AL. ©2014. American Geophysical Union. All Rights Reserved. 8113

http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4813247
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.115.791
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.1761557
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0032-0633(92)90055-S
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2001JA900102
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.asr.2003.08.081
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2013.08.021
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11141-010-9238-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/RG018i003p00659

	Modification of the loss cone for energetic particles
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Adiabatic Loss Cone
	Magnetic Moment Invariant
	Modified Loss Cone
	Discussion
	References



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /All
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (None)
  /CalRGBProfile (ECI-RGB.icc)
  /CalCMYKProfile (Photoshop 5 Default CMYK)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.6
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends false
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 524288
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo false
  /PreserveFlatness false
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Preserve
  /UCRandBGInfo /Remove
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
    /Courier
    /Courier-Bold
    /Courier-BoldOblique
    /Courier-Oblique
    /Helvetica
    /Helvetica-Bold
    /Helvetica-BoldOblique
    /Helvetica-Oblique
    /Symbol
    /Times-Bold
    /Times-BoldItalic
    /Times-Italic
    /Times-Roman
    /ZapfDingbats
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages false
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages false
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages false
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 400
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects true
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<
    /ENU ()
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AllowImageBreaks true
      /AllowTableBreaks true
      /ExpandPage false
      /HonorBaseURL true
      /HonorRolloverEffect false
      /IgnoreHTMLPageBreaks false
      /IncludeHeaderFooter false
      /MarginOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetadataAuthor ()
      /MetadataKeywords ()
      /MetadataSubject ()
      /MetadataTitle ()
      /MetricPageSize [
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetricUnit /inch
      /MobileCompatible 0
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (GoLive)
        (8.0)
      ]
      /OpenZoomToHTMLFontSize false
      /PageOrientation /Portrait
      /RemoveBackground false
      /ShrinkContent true
      /TreatColorsAs /MainMonitorColors
      /UseEmbeddedProfiles false
      /UseHTMLTitleAsMetadata true
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /BleedOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToRGB
      /DestinationProfileName (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
      /DestinationProfileSelector /UseName
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements true
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MarksOffset 6
      /MarksWeight 0.250000
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PageMarksFile /RomanDefault
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [600 600]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


