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The structure of a collisionless shock affects ion motion in the shock front and is affected
by the formed ion distribution. In high-Mach-number shocks, a significant fraction
of incident ions are reflected by the macroscopic electric and magnetic fields in the
shock front. Ions are non-specularly reflected by the combined electric deceleration and
magnetic deflection. Here, a first analytical description of the non-specular reflection is
presented. The contribution of the increasing magnetic field is evaluated and shown to
enhance reflection. The distribution of non-specularly reflected ions ahead of the ramp
is calculated and their velocities at the re-entry to the shock are found numerically.
Dependence on the angle between the shock normal and the upstream magnetic field
vector is illustrated.
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1. Introduction

Collisionless shocks are one of the most fundamental phenomena in space
plasmas and among the most efficient accelerators of charged particles. Within the
magnetohydrodynamical description, a fast shock is a discontinuity on which the plasma
density, magnetic field, temperature jump and the flow speed drop (De Hoffmann &
Teller 1950). Real collisionless shocks are of finite width with a rather complicated
structure (Scudder et al. 1986). The latter is related to absence of collisions, which results
in different responses of different populations of particles to the fields in the shock
front. Over the past several decades, theoretical models, numerical simulations, in situ
observations and laboratory experiments have all been used to understand the physics
of collisionless shocks (see, e.g. Bell 1978; Kennel, Edmiston & Hada 1985; Stone &
Tsurutani 1985; Sagdeev & Kennel 1991; Bykov et al. 2019, and references therein). Perri
et al. (2022) review the latest advancements in particle acceleration, with a particular focus
on shock acceleration.

The only place where the shock structure may be studied with in situ observations
is the heliosphere. The shock structure depends on the angle θBn between the shock
normal and the upstream magnetic field vector (Bale et al. 2005; Burgess et al. 2005).
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Quasi-perpendicular shocks, θBn > 45◦, have a well-developed structure of the magnetic
field. Quasi-parallel shocks are believed to have a less regular shock front. However, this
is not a rule and a quasi-perpendicular shock may look quasi-parallel or vice versa. See,
e.g. the plots of the shocks in the Magnetospheric Multiscale database (Lalti et al. 2022).
In what follows, we address those shocks which possess a well-defined magnetic structure:
a narrow ramp with the steepest increase of the magnetic field and a wider overshoot in
which the magnetic field reaches its maximum value.

Most high-resolution measurements have been done at the Earth bow shock. These
measurements have shown that a part of incident ions may be reflected off the shock front
and return to the upstream region just ahead of the shock transition, before either crossing
the shock again toward downstream or escaping into the upstream region (Gosling et al.
1982; Sckopke et al. 1983, 1990; Goodrich et al. 2019). In low-Mach-number shocks, there
are no, or almost no, reflected ions and the magnetic field profile is nearly monotonically
increasing or has a small overshoot (Farris, Russell & Thomsen 1993; Balikhin et al.
2008). The overshoot is the region where the magnetic field is larger than it is in the
uniform region well downstream of the shock. The overshoot arises due to the deceleration
of the ion flow and drop of the ion pressure below the uniform downstream value (Ofman
et al. 2009; Gedalin, Friedman & Balikhin 2015; Gedalin 2019a,b), while ion heating
is due to the gyration of the directly transmitted ions (Gedalin 1997, 2021). With the
increase of the Mach number the downstream magnetic field increases, which causes a
stronger drop of the ion pressure and a larger overshoot (Mellott & Livesey 1987; Gedalin
et al. 2023). In supercritical shocks (the high Mach number), with an increase in the Mach
number, ion reflection becomes crucial for ion heating (Chodura 1975; Sckopke et al.
1983; Burgess, Wilkinson & Schwartz 1989; Sckopke et al. 1990; Zimbardo 2011; Gedalin
2019c; Madanian et al. 2021). The reflected ions are responsible for the foot formation
(Woods 1969, 1971) and were thought being responsible for the overshoot increase (Mellott
& Livesey 1987). Ion reflection has been approximately described as specular for quite a
while Woods (1969, 1971). The specular reflection approximation assumes that ions are
reflected by the cross-shock potential without entering the shock. In the upstream region
the uniform magnetic field and the motional electric field ensure the drift of ions with a
velocity Vu along the shock. This description refers to the normal incidence frame (NIF).
The NIF is the reference frame in which the shock is static and the upstream plasma flow
(Vu, 0, 0) is along the shock normal. Inside the shock transition layer, the magnetic field
increases and the magnetic force is no longer balanced by the electric force due to the
motional electric field. The specular reflection approximation ignores the effect of this
magnetic force on the ion motion. It was found that specular reflection requires extremely
high cross-shock potentials (Wilkinson & Schwartz 1990). It has been recently shown
(Balikhin & Gedalin 2022) that the widely used expression for the shock foot width, based
on the specular reflection approximation (Gosling & Robson 1985), may overestimate
the width by a factor of two. The significance of the magnetic field is the primary
distinction between the processes of specular and non-specular reflection (Gedalin 1996).
The reflection process of an ion depends on the initial values of the velocity of an ion
(Gedalin et al. 2020). The process of non-specular reflection determines the velocities of
the reflected ions with which they start to gyrate in the upstream region ahead of the ramp.
In quasi-perpendicular shocks most of these ions return to the shock and cross it again,
constituting the population of reflected–transmitted ions. Knowledge of the distribution of
the reflected ions in the upstream region and of the reflected–transmitted ions is essential
for understanding of the ion heating, the effect of ions on the shock structure and possible
instabilities in the foot region (Burgess et al. 2016). So far non-specular reflection has been
studied within simulations (see, e.g. Burgess et al. 1989; Burgess & Scholer 2007; Burgess
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et al. 2016) or test particle analyses (Gedalin 1996, 2016). These are able to provide the
detailed information on the reflection process and the distributions, but only in numerical
form. Deeper understanding of the role of electrostatic and magnetic forces in the ion
reflection requires analytical treatment. In the present paper, we propose an approximate
analytical approach which allows us to determine the non-specular ion velocities and the
distributions of the reflected ions ahead of the ramp and during the second crossing of the
shock.

2. Non-specular reflection inside the shock front

In this section we consider the ion reflection process, that is, the deceleration of an
ion inside the ramp and overshoot region (up to the overshoot maximum) and return to
the upstream region. The forthcoming analysis is in NIF. The shock normal is along the
x-axis. The upstream and downstream magnetic fields are in the x–z plane. In what follows,
it is convenient to use the dimensionless variables. The magnetic field is normalized on
the upstream magnetic field magnitude Bu, the velocity is normalized on the upstream NIF
plasma velocity Vu, the electric field is normalized on VuBu/c, the spatial coordinates are
normalized on the upstream ion convective gyroradius Vu/Ωu and the time is normalized
on the inverse upstream gyrofrequency Ω−1

u , where Ωu = eBu/mc, m being the proton
mass, e and c are the proton charge and speed of light respectively . The shock is assumed
planar and stationary. The normalized fields are

Bx = cos θBn, By = 0, Bz = sin θBn (2.1a–c)

Ex = 0, Ey = sin θBn, Ez = 0 (2.2a–c)

in the uniform upstream region ahead of the ramp, x < 0, and

Bx = cos θBn, By = By(x), Bz = Bz(x) (2.3a–c)

Ex = Ex(x) Ey = sin θBn, Ez = 0 (2.4a–c)

in the ramp-overshoot region x > 0. Here E is the normalised cross-shock electric field. In
this section we are treating the ion motion for x > 0. The equations of motion (in the
normalized form) read

dvx

dt
= Ex + vyBz − vzBy, (2.5)

dvy

dt
= sin θBn + vz cos θBn − vxBz, (2.6)

dvz

dt
= vxBy − vy cos θBn, (2.7)

dx
dt

= vx. (2.8)

We are interested in the reflected ions. An ion is reflected if, at some point xr < L inside
the ramp-overshoot region, the velocity along the shock normal drops to zero, vx(xr) = 0.
Here, L denotes the width of the region. Up to the reflection point x = xr the velocity vx
does not change sign, so that it is possible to replace (d/dt) = vx(d/dx) and integrate

v2
x − v2

x0 = −s(x) + 2
∫ x

0
(vyBz − vzBy) dx′, (2.9)

vy = vy0 +
∫ x

0

(
sin θBn + vz cos θBn

vx
− Bz

)
dx′, (2.10)
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vz = vz0 +
∫ x

0

(
By − vy cos θBn

vx

)
dx′, (2.11)

where

s(x) = −2
∫ x

0
Ex(x′) dx′, (2.12)

is the NIF cross-shock potential which is normalized on mV2
u/2. The electric field

inside the ramp is highly inhomogeneous. It is determined by ion–electron decoupling,
and depends on the electron temperature and peculiarities of the ion dynamics. The
dependence s(x) is built to be self-consistently affected by the particle motion and also
affects this motion. At present, there is no good knowledge of the fine structure of the
shock front. In our calculations only the total potential drop is of importance and not
the details of the functional dependence s(x). For the incident ions both initial vy and vz

are of the order of the upstream thermal speed vT = √
β/2/M, normalized on Vu. Here,

M = Vu/vA is the Alfvénic Mach number, the Alfvén speed is vA = Bu/
√

4πnum, nu is
the upstream ion number density, β = 8πnuTu/B2

u is the ratio of the upstream ion kinetic
pressure to the upstream magnetic pressure and Tu is the upstream ion temperature. For
β � 1 and M ∼ 5 one has vT ∼ 0.1 � 1. Thus, both initial vy0 and vz0 are small. The
non-coplanar component By peaks inside the ramp and

∫
By dx is typically much smaller

than
∫

Bz dx (Goodrich & Scudder 1984; Jones & Ellison 1987), so that we approximate
(2.9) as follows:

v2
x − v2

x0 = −seff(x), (2.13)

seff(x) = s(x) − vy0A(x), (2.14)

A(x) = 2
∫ x

0
Bz(x′) dx′. (2.15)

Note that the effective cross-shock potential, defined by (2.14), depends on x only for a
given initial vy0. The integral A(x) monotonically increases. The electrostatic cross-shock
potential is expected to increase with the magnetic field, up to the overshoot maximum
(Goodrich & Scudder 1984; Jones & Ellison 1987; Schwartz et al. 1988). An ion is
reflected if vx = 0 at some position inside the ramp-overshoot region. Let the width of the
ramp-overshoot region (up to the overshoot maximum approximately) be L. Without the
magnetic contribution, all ions with v2

x0 < s(L) would be reflected. For a typical s(L) = 0.5
(Morse 1973; Formisano 1982; Schwartz et al. 1988; Dimmock et al. 2012; Hanson
et al. 2019) one has vx0 � 1 − 3vT , which is in the tail of the Maxwellian distribution
function (see, e.g. Sckopke et al. 1983)

fu(vx, vy) = nu

(2π)3/2v3
T

exp

(
−(vx − 1)2

2v2
T

− v2
y

2v2
T

)
, (2.16)

so that the number of reflected ions would be small. For vy0 > 0, the effective potential
reduces relative to the electrostatic cross-shock potential, so that these velocities are
unfavourable for ion reflection. For vy0, the effective potential exceeds the electrostatic
potential, thus enhancing the ion reflection. Therefore, the ions whose initial velocity
satisfies the condition

v2
x0 < seff(L) (2.17)

seff(L) = s(L) − vy0A(L), (2.18)
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FIGURE 1. Initial Maxwellian distribution of ions with vT = 0.15. The ions to the left of the
red line would be reflected if the reflection process were specular. The ions to the left of the blue
line are non-specularly reflected. The contours for |v − V u| = vT , 2vT and 3vT are shown.

would be reflected, while others will cross the shock without stopping inside.
Figure 1 shows the part of the velocity space of the incident Maxwellian distribution,

corresponding to the reflected ions for specular and non-specular reflection, for vT =
0.15, s = 0.5 and A = 0.75. The latter is estimated as ∼ BmaxL, where L ∼ √

1 − s/Bmax
(Gedalin et al. 2022). If the reflection were specular, ≈2.5 % of the total number of
ions would be reflected. The non-specular reflection results in ≈4 % of reflected ions.
For vT = 0.1, the percentage of the reflected ions is 0.16 % and 0.43 %, respectively. For
vT = 0.2 we have 7 % and 9 %, respectively.

After the ion passes through the point of reflection, it comes back to the beginning of
the ramp. In the same approximation as above, the ion would have vx1 = −vx0, vy1 = vy0
and vz1 = vz0 when it enters the upstream region again. Note that, in our approximation,
the number of reflected ions and their velocities v1 do not depend on the shock angle θBn.

3. Gyration of the reflected ions in the upstream region

The equations of motion of the reflected ion in the upstream region are

dvx

dt
= vy sin θBn (3.1)

dvy

dt
= sin θBn + vz cos θBn − vx sin θBn (3.2)

dvz

dt
= −vy cos θBn (3.3)

dx
dt

= vx, (3.4)

with the initial conditions v = v1 and x = 0 at t = 0. The solution of the equations of
motion with the specified initial conditions is

x = (vx1 cos2 θBn + vz1 sin θBn cos θBn + sin2 θBn)t

+ (vx1 sin θBn − vz1 cos θBn − sin θBn) sin θBn sin t

− vy1 sin θBn cos t + vy1 sin θBn (3.5)

vx = (vx1 cos θBn + vz1 sin θBn) cos θBn + sin2 θBn

+ (vx1 sin θBn − vz1 cos θBn − sin θBn) sin θBn cos t + vy1 sin θBn sin t (3.6)
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(b)(a)

FIGURE 2. Normalized 1-D reduced distribution function f (x, vx) for non-specularly reflected
ions only with M = 5, s = 0.5, β = 0.5 and θBn = 65◦; (a) A = 0.75, (b) A = 0.375. Ions which
have positive vx, return to the shock and cross it again.

vy = vy1 cos tBn − (vx1 sin θBn − vz1 cos θBn − sin θBn) sin t (3.7)

vz = (vx1 cos θBn + vz1 sin θBn) sin θBn − sin θBn cos θBn

− (vx1 sin θBn − vz1 cos θBn − sin θBn) cos θBn cos t − vy1 cos θBn sin t. (3.8)

For each x < 0, (3.5) has zero, one or two solutions t(x). These solutions, when substituted
into (3.6)–(3.8), give v(x). Equation (3.5) cannot be solved analytically. For the further
analysis we shall use numerical solution of this equation. For derivation of the reduced
distribution function

f (x, vx) =
∫

f (x, v) dvy dvz (3.9)

we have from (3.5)–(3.8) the position and velocities as functions of time for 106 ions
initially uniformly distributed in the range |vx0 − 1| < 3vT , |vy0| < 3vT , |vz0| < 3vT , after

selecting ions which satisfy the conditions
√

(vx0 − 1)2 + v2
y0 + v2

z0 < 3vT and v2
x0 < s −

Avy0. For a small time step �t = 0.02 the phase space (x, vx) is sufficiently densely filled.
We catch the reflected ions on a two-dimensional grid in the phase space (x, vx). Each

ion is assigned the weight |vx0|fu(v0), where vx0 is the x-component of the initial ion
velocity, to ensure the conservation of particle flux. These weights for all the particles and
all the appearances in the cell (x, vx) → (x + �x, vx) → (x + �x, vx + �vx) → (x, vx +
�vx) → (x, vx), where the grid cell dimensions are (�x,�vx), are summed up to form the
reduced distribution function. In what follows the basic working set of parameters chosen
is follows: M = 5, s = 0.5, A = 0.75, β = 0.5 and θBn = 65◦.

Figure 2 shows the one dimensional (1-D) reduced distribution function f (x, vx) for
the basic set (a) and for A = 0.375 (b). For the visualization, the distribution function is
normalized so that

∑
ij f (xi, vxj) = 1. Here, i and j give the number of cells. For the smaller

value of A, the number of reflected ions is smaller by a factor of two, and they move to
a smaller distance from the shock. A part of the phase space near the ramp is free of
particles, which is usually referred to as an ion phase space hole (Johlander et al. 2018).

Figure 3 shows the 1-D reduced distribution function f (x, vx) for M = 5, s = 0.5,
β = 0.5, A = 0.75 and two smaller angles. For θBn = 40◦ there is a substantial population
of reflected ions which escape further upstream and do not return to the shock, also known
as backstreaming ions. Yet, a number of ions do return. They will either cross the shock
and proceed further into the downstream region or are reflected once again. Analytical
treatment of multiply reflected ions is beyond the scope of the present paper and the
capabilities of our approximation.
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(b)(a)

FIGURE 3. Normalized 1-D reduced distribution function f (x, vx) for non-specularly reflected
and backstreaming ions both with M = 5, s = 0.5, β = 0.5 and A = 0.75; (a) θBn = 45◦, (b)
θBn = 40◦. There is a substantial population of backstreaming ions for the smaller angle case. In
the right panel, it is clearly visible that ions which have vx ≈ 0 mainly do not cross the shock
again and escape further upstream and appear as the backstreaming ions.

4. Shock crossing by the reflected–transmitted ions

Upon gyration in the upstream region, in quasi-perpendicular shocks the reflected ions
return to the shock and cross it again. Their dynamics inside the shock front is governed
by (2.5)–(2.8). For simplicity, we analyse here the perpendicular case θBn = 90◦, for which
Bx = By = 0. Accordingly, the relevant equations of motion read

vx
dvx

dx
= Ex + vyBz (4.1)

vx
dvy

dx
= 1 − vxBz, (4.2)

with the initial conditions vx = vx2, vy = vy2 at x = 0. The subscript 2 refers to the
velocities of the reflected ions at their re-entry to the shock. Integrating the equations,
one has

v2
x = v2

x2 − s + 2
∫ x

0
vyBz dx′, (4.3)

vy = vy2 +
∫ x

0

(
1
vx

− Bz

)
dx′, (4.4)

where vx, vy, s and Bz are functions of x. Figure 4 shows the reduced distribution function
f (x, vy) for the basic set of parameters. It is seen that the reflected ions re-enter the shock
with large positive vy. Figure 2 shows that the component vx > 1 at the re-entry. Since∣∣∣∣

∫ L

0

(
1
vx

− Bz

)
dx′
∣∣∣∣ <

∣∣∣∣
∫ L

0
(1 − Bz) dx′

∣∣∣∣ < A. (4.5)

Therefore, we may approximate vy ≈ vy2 and

v2
x3 ≈ v2

x2 − s + 2Avy2, (4.6)

where vx3 is the velocity upon crossing the ramp-overshoot region. Figure 5 shows the
distribution function f (x = 0, vx) at the re-entry to the shock (black curve) and f (x =
L, vx) (red curve) of the reflected–transmitted ions upon crossing the ramp-overshoot
region. Figure 6 shows the histogram of the ratio vx3/vx2. All reflected–transmitted ions
acquire higher vx upon crossing the shock.
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FIGURE 4. Normalized 1-D reduced distribution function f (x, vy) for non-specularly reflected
ions only with M = 5, s = 0.5, β = 0.5, θBn = 65◦ and A = 0.75. Ions which havelarge positive
vy, return to the shock and cross it again.

FIGURE 5. The distribution function f (x = 0, vx) at the re-entry to the shock (black curve)
and f (x = L, vx) (red curve) of the reflected–transmittedions upon crossing the ramp-overshoot
region. The distribution functions are normalized so that

∫
f dvx = 1.

FIGURE 6. The histogram of the ratio vx3/vx2. All reflected–transmitted ions are accelerated
across the shock.
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The total pressure is related to the reduced distribution function as follows:

pxx = m
∫

v2
x f (x, v) d3v, (4.7)

where pxx is a total pressure including the dynamic and kinetic pressure. In the collisionless
system the distribution function is constant along the particle trajectory in the phase space.
For the reflected–transmitted ions this means

f (x2, v2) = f (x3, v3). (4.8)

The particle flux conservation requires

vx2f (x2, v2) d3v2 = vx3f (x3, v3) d3v3, (4.9)

so that

p3,xx =
∫

v2
x3f (x3, v3) d3v3 =

∫
vx3vx2f (x2, v2) d3v2 > p2,xx. (4.10)

The immediate consequence of the increase of vx across the shock is that the contribution
of the reflected–transmitted ions to pxx of all ions increases at the shock crossing. The
momentum conservation in the planar stationary shock (pressure balance equation) reads

ptot,xx + B2

8π
= const., (4.11)

which means that a decrease in the plasma pressure should be balanced by the
corresponding increase of the magnetic pressure. The ion pressure pi,xx inside the
ramp-overshoot region is the sum of the decreasing pressure of the directly transmitted
ions and the increasing pressure of the reflected–transmitted ions. The deceleration of
the directly transmitted ions is responsible for the magnetic field increase, that is, the
overshoot growth, while the reflected–transmitted ions contribute to limit the maximum
of the overshoot.

5. Conclusions

We proposed, for the first time, an approximate analytical description of the
non-specular ion reflection in the shock front, taking into account both the electrostatic
deceleration and the magnetic deflection. It is shown that, in the reflection condition,
the electrostatic cross-shock potential should be replaced with an effective potential
proportional to the magnetic field, integrated over the reflection region, and to the
initial ion velocity in the direction perpendicular to the coplanarity plane. The magnetic
contribution substantially increases the number of reflected particles. The velocity
distribution of the reflected ions differs significantly from that obtained within the specular
reflection approximation. The reflected particles further gyrate in the upstream region and
return to the shock. Using the analytical solution of the equations of ion motion in the
uniform upstream region and the initial velocity space derived at the previous step, we
numerically constructed the reduced distribution function of reflected ions ahead of the
ramp. We have explicitly shown that a smaller magnetic contribution results in a reduction
of the number of reflected particles and smaller turning distances of these reflected ions.
For smaller angles, in the quasi-parallel range but still close to the boundary between the
quasi-parallel and quasi-perpendicular regimes, a population of reflected ions returning to
the shock coexists with a population of ions which escape further upstream (backstreaming
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ions). We determined the velocities of the ions at the re-entry to the shock. The component
vx significantly exceeds the upstream plasma speed, the component vy ∼ 1.5Vu at this
point. We have developed an analytical approximation to establish a relation between the vx
of the reflected–transmitted ions at their re-entry into the shock and their vx upon crossing
the ramp-overshoot region. It is shown that vx increases for all these ions, that is, they
are accelerated by the magnetic force despite electrostatic deceleration. Therefore, the
total pressure pxx of these ions increases across the shock. Thus, they contribute towards
limiting the overshoot growth due to the deceleration of the directly transmitted ions.

The proposed approach is the first analytical treatment of the non-specular ion reflection
and its implications. This is the lowest-order approximation and lays out a basis for more
sophisticated analyses.
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three-dimensional hybrid simulations of perpendicular collisionless shocks. J. Plasma Phys. 82 (4),
905820401.

BURGESS, D., LUCEK, E.A., SCHOLER, M., BALE, S.D., BALIKHIN, M.A., BALOGH, A., HORBURY,
T.S., KRASNOSELSKIKH, V.V., KUCHAREK, H., LEMBÈGE, B., et al. 2005 Quasi-parallel shock
structure and processes. Space Sci. Rev. 118 (1), 205–222.

BURGESS, D. & SCHOLER, M. 2007 Shock front instability associated with reflected ions at the
perpendicular shock. Phys. Plasmas 14 (1), 012108.

BURGESS, D., WILKINSON, W.P. & SCHWARTZ, S.J. 1989 Ion distributions and thermalization at
perpendicular and quasi-perpendicular supercritical collisionless shocks. J. Geophys. Res.: Space
94 (A7), 8783–8792.

BYKOV, A.M., VAZZA, F., KROPOTINA, J.A., LEVENFISH, K.P. & PAERELS, F.B.S. 2019 Shocks and
non-thermal particles in clusters of galaxies. Space Sci. Rev. 215 (1), 1–35.

CHODURA, R. 1975 A hybrid fluid-particle model of ion heating in high-Mach-number shock waves. Nucl.
Fusion 15 (1), 55.

DE HOFFMANN, F. & TELLER, E. 1950 Magneto-hydrodynamic shocks. Phys. Rev. 80 (4), 692.
DIMMOCK, A.P., BALIKHIN, M.A., KRASNOSELSKIKH, V.V., WALKER, S.N., BALE, S.D. &

HOBARA, Y. 2012 A statistical study of the cross-shock electric potential at low Mach number,
quasi-perpendicular bow shock crossings using cluster data. J. Geophys. Res. 117 (A), 02210.

https://doi.org/10.1017/S002237782300096X Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/S002237782300096X


Non-specular ion reflection 11

FARRIS, M.H., RUSSELL, C.T. & THOMSEN, M.F. 1993 Magnetic structure of the low beta,
quasi-perpendicular shock. J. Geophys. Res.: Space 98 (A9), 15285–15294.

FORMISANO, V. 1982 Measurement of the potential drop across the Earth’s collisionless bow shock.
Geophys. Res. Lett. 9, 1033.

GEDALIN, M. 1996 Ion reflection at the shock front revisited. J. Geophys. Res.: Space 101 (A3),
4871–4878.

GEDALIN, M. 1997 Ion heating in oblique low-Mach number shocks. Geophys. Res. Lett. 24 (2),
2511–2514.

GEDALIN, M. 2016 Transmitted, reflected, quasi-reflected, and multiply reflected ions in low-Mach number
shocks. J. Geophys. Res.: Space 121 (11), 10–754.

GEDALIN, M. 2019a Kinematic collisionless relaxation and time dependence of supercritical shocks with
alpha particles. Astrophys. J. 880 (2), 140.

GEDALIN, M. 2019b Kinematic collisionless relaxation of ions in supercritical shocks. Front. Phys. 7, 692.
GEDALIN, M. 2019c Kinematic collisionless relaxation of ions in supercritical shocks. Front. Phys. 7, 114.
GEDALIN, M. 2021 Shock heating of directly transmitted ions. Astrophys. J. 912 (2), 82.
GEDALIN, M., DIMMOCK, A.P., RUSSELL, C.T., POGORELOV, N.V. & ROYTERSHTEYN, V. 2023 Role

of the overshoot in the shock self-organization. J. Plasma Phys. 89 (2), 905890201.
GEDALIN, M., FRIEDMAN, Y. & BALIKHIN, M. 2015 Collisionless relaxation of downstream ion

distributions in low-Mach number shocks. Phys. Plasmas 22, 072301.
GEDALIN, M., GOLBRAIKH, E., RUSSELL, C.T. & DIMMOCK, A.P. 2022 Theory helps observations:

determination of the shock Mach number and scales from magnetic measurements. Front. Phys. 10,
11.

GEDALIN, M., ZHOU, X., RUSSELL, C.T. & ANGELOPOULOS, V. 2020 Overshoot dependence on the
cross-shock potential. In Annales Geophysicae (ed. P. Wurz), vol. 38, pp. 17–26. Copernicus GmbH.

GOODRICH, C.C. & SCUDDER, J.D. 1984 The adiabatic energy change of plasma electrons and the frame
dependence of the cross-shock potential at collisionless magnetosonic shock waves. J. Geophys.
Res.: Space 89 (A8), 6654–6662.

GOODRICH, K.A., ERGUN, R., SCHWARTZ, S.J., WILSON, L.B. III, JOHLANDER, A., NEWMAN, D.,
WILDER, F.D., HOLMES, J., BURCH, J., TORBERT, R., et al. 2019 Impulsively reflected ions: a
plausible mechanism for ion acoustic wave growth in collisionless shocks. J. Geophys. Res.: Space
124 (3), 1855–1865.

GOSLING, J.T. & ROBSON, A.E. 1985 Ion Reflection, Gyration, and Dissipation at Supercritical Shocks.
Collisionless Shocks in the Heliosphere: Reviews of Current Research, vol. 35, pp. 141–152, Wiley
Online Library.

GOSLING, J.T., THOMSEN, M.F., BAME, S.J., FELDMAN, W.C., PASCHMANN, G. & SCKOPKE, N.
1982 Evidence for specularly reflected ions upstream from the quasi-parallel bow shock. Geophys.
Res. Lett. 9 (12), 1333–1336.

HANSON, E.L.M., AGAPITOV, O.V., MOZER, F.S., KRASNOSELSKIKH, V., BALE, S.D., AVANOV,
L., KHOTYAINTSEV, Y. & GILES, B. 2019 Cross-shock potential in rippled versus planar
quasi-perpendicular shocks observed by MMS. Geophys. Res. Lett. 46 (5), 2381–2389.

JOHLANDER, A., VAIVADS, A., KHOTYAINTSEV, Y.V., GINGELL, I., SCHWARTZ, S.J., GILES, B.L.,
TORBERT, R.B. & RUSSELL, C.T. 2018 Shock ripples observed by the MMS spacecraft: ion
reflection and dispersive properties. Plasma Phys. Control. Fusion 60 (12), 125006.

JONES, F.C. & ELLISON, D.C. 1987 Noncoplanar magnetic fields, shock potentials, and ion deflection. J.
Geophys. Res. 92 (A10), 11205.

KENNEL, C.F., EDMISTON, J.P. & HADA, T. 1985 A Quarter Century of Collisionless Shock Research.
Geophysical Monograph Series, vol. 34, pp. 1–36, American Geophysical Union.

LALTI, A., KHOTYAINTSEV, YU.V., DIMMOCK, A.P., JOHLANDER, A., GRAHAM, D.B. &
OLSHEVSKY, V. 2022 A database of MMS bow shock crossings compiled using machine learning.
J. Geophys. Res. 127 (8).

MADANIAN, H., DESAI, M.I., SCHWARTZ, S.J., WILSON, L.B., FUSELIER, S.A., BURCH, J.L., LE

CONTEL, O., TURNER, D.L., OGASAWARA, K., BROSIUS, A.L., et al. 2021 The dynamics of a
high Mach number quasi-perpendicular shock: MMS observations. Astrophys. J. 908 (1), 40.

MELLOTT, M.M. & LIVESEY, W.A. 1987 Shock overshoots revisited. J. Geophys. Res. 92, 13661.

https://doi.org/10.1017/S002237782300096X Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/S002237782300096X


12 P. Sharma and M. Gedalin

MORSE, D.L. 1973 Electrostatic potential rise across perpendicular shocks. Plasma Phys. 15 (1),
1262–1264.

OFMAN, L., BALIKHIN, M., RUSSELL, C.T. & GEDALIN, M. 2009 Collisionless relaxation of ion
distributions downstream of laminar quasi-perpendicular shocks. J. Geophys. Res. 114 (A), 09106.

PERRI, S., BYKOV, A., FAHR, H., FICHTNER, H. & GIACALONE, J. 2022 Recent developments in
particle acceleration at shocks: theory and observations. Space Sci. Rev. 218 (4), 26.

SAGDEEV, R.Z. & KENNEL, C.F. 1991 Collisionless shock waves. Sci. Am. 264 (4), 106–115.
SCHWARTZ, S.J., THOMSEN, M.F., BAME, S.J. & STANSBERRY, J. 1988 Electron heating and the

potential jump across fast mode shocks. J. Geophys. Res.: Space 93 (A11), 12923–12931.
SCKOPKE, N., PASCHMANN, G., BAME, S.J., GOSLING, J.T. & RUSSELL, C.T. 1983 Evolution

of ion distributions across the nearly perpendicular bow shock: specularly and non-specularly
reflected-gyrating ions. J. Geophys. Res.: Space 88 (A8), 6121–6136.

SCKOPKE, N., PASCHMANN, G., BRINCA, A.L., CARLSON, C.W. & LÜHR, H. 1990 Ion thermalization
in quasi-perpendicular shocks involving reflected ions. J. Geophys. Res.: Space 95 (A5), 6337–6352.

SCUDDER, J.D., AGGSON, T., AGGSON, T.L., MANGENEY, A., LACOMBE, C. & HARVEY, C.C. 1986
The resolved layer of a collisionless, high beta, supercritical, quasi-perpendicular shock wave. I –
Rankine-Hugoniot geometry, currents, and stationarity. J. Geophys. Res. 91 (A10), 11019–11052.

STONE, R.G. & TSURUTANI, B.T. 1985 Collisionless Shocks in the Heliosphere: Reviews of Current
Research. American Geophysical Union.

WILKINSON, W.P. & SCHWARTZ, S.J. 1990 Parametric dependence of the density of specularly reflected
ions at quasiperpendicular collisionless shocks. Planet. Space Sci. 38 (3), 419–435.

WOODS, L.C. 1969 On the structure of collisionless magneto—plasma shock waves at super—critical
Alfvén—Mach numbers. J. Plasma Phys. 3 (3), 435–447.

WOODS, L.C. 1971 On double-structured, perpendicular, magneto-plasma shock waves. Plasma Phys. 13
(4), 289.

ZIMBARDO, G. 2011 Heavy ion reflection and heating by collisionless shocks in polar solar corona. Planet.
Space Sci. 59 (7), 468–474.

https://doi.org/10.1017/S002237782300096X Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/S002237782300096X

	1 Introduction
	2 Non-specular reflection inside the shock front
	3 Gyration of the reflected ions in the upstream region
	4 Shock crossing by the reflected--transmitted ions
	5 Conclusions
	References


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles false
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize false
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage false
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo false
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings false
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Remove
  /UCRandBGInfo /Remove
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 400
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /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 <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /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
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


