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If the dark sector possesses long-range self-interactions, these interactions can source dramatic col-
lective instabilities even in astrophysical settings where the collisional mean free path is long. Here,
we focus on the specific case of dark matter halos composed of a dark U(1) gauge sector undergoing
a dissociative cluster merger. We study this by performing the first dedicated particle-in-cell plasma
simulations of interacting dark matter streams, tracking the growth, formation, and saturation of
instabilities through both the linear and nonlinear regimes. We find that these instabilities give rise
to local (dark) electromagnetic inhomogeneities that serve as scattering sites, inducing an effective
dynamic collisional cross-section. Mapping this effective cross-section onto existing results from
large-scale simulations of the Bullet Cluster, we extend the limit on the dark charge-to-mass ratio
by over ten orders of magnitude. Our results serve as a simple example of the rich phenomenology
that may arise in a dark sector with long-range interactions and motivate future dedicated study of
such “dark plasmas.”

I. INTRODUCTION

There are multiple lines of compelling evidence that
indicate the existence of an unknown matter content
termed “dark matter” (DM) [1–4], the microphysical na-
ture of which remains unknown. Vast theoretical and
experimental effort has been devoted to discovering the
nature of dark matter, often under the assumption that
dark matter consists of a new fundamental particle with
a low interaction cross-section with the visible sector. As
a result, the phenomenology of dark matter has relied
almost exclusively on single-particle interactions. This is
in direct contrast to the visible sector of the Universe,
in which the vast majority of visible matter exists in the
form of plasma, the behavior of which is governed not by
single-particle interactions but by collective effects me-
diated by long-range interactions. The most dramatic
of these effects arise from plasma instabilities, in which
small initial perturbations grow exponentially and pro-
duce nonlinear structures even on scales far smaller than
the particle scattering mean free path. If, in analogy to
the visible sector, self-interactions in the dark sector are
dominated by collective effects, then the associated in-
stabilities can lead to observable effects in astrophysical
systems.

Despite this, little work has been done on characteriz-
ing dark sectors governed by collective interactions. Un-
der the assumption that collective effects would make
dark matter effectively collisional, Heinkinheimo et al. [5–
7] performed hydrodynamic simulations of dissociative
cluster mergers with an artificial viscosity that was tuned
to best reproduce observed lensing maps. Growth rates
for common instabilities have been computed in the lin-

ear regime for a variety of astrophysical settings [8, 9].
Simulations of interpenetrating electron-positron pair
plasmas have also discussed possible implications for the
dark sector [10], and analytic arguments for the existence
of limits on particular models have also appeared in the
literature [11].

Here, we perform dedicated fully-kinetic plasma
simulations of self-interacting dark matter with
observationally-motivated parameters. We charac-
terize both the growth of instabilities in the linear
regime as well as their nonlinear saturation and late-
time behavior. The results are then connected to a model
of the dissociative cluster merger 1E 0657-56, allowing
us to place constraints on dark couplings roughly ten
orders of magnitude below existing constraints.

II. DARK U(1) PLASMA

The Standard Model (SM) electromagnetic sector ex-
hibits a rich phenomenology of plasma behaviors; a dark
sector with a massless U(1) mediator is therefore a nat-
ural place to look for similar effects. As such, we will
take as our fiducial model that of “dark electromag-
netism,” namely a sector composed of “dark” electrons
and positrons interacting via a massless U(1) gauge bo-
son. This model has been explored previously in the
literature [12–14] and has been found to be able to pro-
duce the correct relic abundance of dark matter [14]. The
Lagrangian is given by

L = LSM − 1

4
F ′
µνF

′µν + χ̄(γµ(i∂µ − qχA
′)−mχ)χ (1)
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FIG. 1: Constraints on dark U(1) electromagnetism in
the qχ −mχ plane. Bullet Cluster constraints from
two-to-two scattering are shown in blue. Constraints
from the survival of elliptical galaxies are shown in red

[12–14]. The results presented in this work place
constraints above the black line.

where χ, χ̄ are dark fermions with mass mχ and charge
qχ under a new U(1) gauge symmetry mediated by a
massless “dark photon” A′. While the particle content is
similar to the SM electromagnetic sector, the charge qχ
and mass mχ of the fermions are taken to be free param-
eters. We restrict our attention to the case of a mass-
less mediator and assume throughout this paper that the
dark sector is completely decoupled from the Standard
Model, i.e., there is no kinetic mixing term ϵFµνF

′µν . As
discussed in Ref. [12], this is a self-consistent choice, as
if ϵ is set to zero at some high scale, ϵ = 0 is preserved
under renormalization group evolution.

Neglecting plasma effects, the strongest existing con-
straints on this model have been found to arise from the
survival of elliptical galaxies on cosmological timescales
[12, 14]. Dissociative cluster mergers also bound the self-
interactions of this model, however, when purely consid-
ering two-to-two scattering, the associated bounds are
several orders of magnitude weaker than the ellipticity
bound (see Fig. 1) [12–14]. Despite this, as we show in
Sec. VI, taking into account collective effects allows such
mergers to constrain couplings as low as ten orders of
magnitude below the ellipticity bound.

III. PLASMA: LINEAR AND NON-LINEAR
REGIMES

Plasmas are quasineutral mixtures of charged particles
in which oppositely charged particles are not bound to
each other. When particle collisions can be neglected,
the evolution of the plasma is governed by the Vlasov-
Maxwell equations [15], which can be recast in a form in
which the only unitful quantity is the plasma frequency,
defined as

ωpl,s =

√
q2sns

ms
(2)

where n is the number density and s indexes species.
Here, we use units in which ℏ = c = ϵ0 = µ0 = 1. This
allows the behavior of plasma at one set of (qs,ms) pa-
rameters to be generalized to other regions in parameter
space at which the plasma takes on the same ωpl,s.

The Vlasov-Maxwell system is inherently nonlinear;
however, when perturbations are small, the equation can
be linearized and a dispersion equation computed. When
a solution to the dispersion relation contains a positive
imaginary part, small perturbations grow exponentially,
giving rise to an instability. The growth rate of instabili-
ties in the linear regime can be computed analytically in
certain simplified settings; however, once the perturba-
tion has grown sufficiently large that the linear approx-
imation breaks down, the dynamics enter the nonlinear
regime, and numerical simulations are needed to charac-
terize the subsequent evolution. In this regime, the ex-
ponential growth back-reacts on the background plasma,
leading to a saturation of the instability and, often, the
formation of non-linear structures such as collisionless
shocks [16–22].

In the following subsections, we will focus on the linear
and nonlinear behavior of one astrophysically-relevant
system, namely counter-streaming non-magnetized pair
plasmas.

A. Linear regime

A simple system in which instabilities arise consists of
two beams of plasma with comparable densities stream-
ing through one another. Though simple, this system
captures the essential features of the astrophysical set-
tings we will discuss in Section IV. Two primary insta-
bilities dominate this system. The first is the two-stream
instability, in which longitudinal modes grow exponen-
tially as a result of electrostatic interactions. The second
is the Weibel instability, in which modes transverse to
the beam’s direction of motion are amplified by electro-
magnetic interactions with the other beam.
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1. Two-stream instability

The electrostatic instability arises due to the pres-
ence of an unstable longitudinal mode in the counter-
streaming plasmas. The growth rate of perturbations
can be calculated in the linear regime via the plasma
dispersion relation [18, 19]

ΓTS ≈ 1

2
√
2
ωpl (3)

with the fastest growing mode having kcritx,TS ≈
√

3/2

v0
ωpl,

where the subscript TS denotes “two-stream” and v0 is
the initial relative bulk velocity of the plasma beams.
This growth rate has been computed under the assump-
tion that the relative velocity of the beams (v0) is signif-
icantly larger than their velocity dispersions (the “cold
limit”). The inclusion of a non-zero temperature only
serves to weaken the instability and suppress the growth
rate.

The instability saturates when the potential becomes
large enough that approaching particles become trapped
in the troughs between regions of high potential. This
increases the charge density in the trough, raising its po-
tential and reducing the amplitude of the mode.

2. Weibel instability

While the two-stream instability is driven entirely by
interactions with the electric field, hence is “electro-
static,” there is an additional electromagnetic instabil-
ity in the system known as the Weibel instability.1 The
growth rate of perturbations can be calculated in the lin-
ear regime and is given by

ΓW ≈ v0ωpl (4)

with the instability approaching its maximum for modes
with k ≳ kcrity,W ≈ ωpl [19] in the zero-temperature limit.
Note that the Weibel instability grows at a rate sup-
pressed by v0 with respect to the two-stream instabil-
ity, as is expected given that the two-stream instability
arises due to the qE term in the Vlasov equation while
the Weibel instability arises due to the qv ×B term.
While the Weibel instability grows more slowly than

the two-stream instability at non-relativistic velocities, it
still has a significant effect on late-time dynamics. The
instability saturates when the magnetic field becomes
sufficiently strong such that the gyroradius of particles

1 Additional electromagnetic oblique modes can occur in asymmet-
ric beam plasmas. For beams that are approximately symmetric,
as in this work, their growth rates and saturation mechanisms
only vary slightly and can be determined numerically. See [18]
for further discussion.

becomes comparable to the spatial scale of the pertur-
bation. At this stage, deflected particles can no longer
penetrate through the magnetic filaments formed dur-
ing instability growth, and the instability mechanism is
halted. Saturation of the Weibel instability generally oc-
curs at a higher electromagnetic field density than the
two-stream instability hence, at late times, it is the non-
linear behavior of this instability that dominantly drives
the evolution of the plasma.

B. Nonlinear regime

The growth of the two-stream instability will cause the
formation of “collisionless shocks” [15, 16, 18, 19, 23–26],
shock fronts between the beams supported by collective
electromagnetic interactions despite the mean-free-path
of an individual particle being much longer than the scale
of the shock. The formation of this structure halts when
the exponential growth rate becomes comparable to the
bounce frequency of the streaming particles [18]

Γ2
TS ≈ ω2

b,E =
qχEkx
mχ

. (5)

This process interrupts the bulk motion of the counter-
steaming plasma, slowing down the relative bulk velocity
while heating up the plasma [23].
While electrostatic modes initially generate collision-

less shocks before dissipating quickly, Weibel filaments
will continue to grow and support these shocks on much
longer timescales, further contributing to the slowdown
of the beams. The Weibel instability saturates when the
exponential growth rate becomes comparable to the mag-
netic trapping frequency [18]

Γ2
W ≈ ω2

b,B =
qχBv0ky

mχ
(6)

which in general corresponds to a larger electromagnetic
field strength than at two-stream saturation.
After saturation, the Weibel filaments will undergo

macroscopic instabilities which lead to further turbulence
and slowdown. See Section A3 for further discussion.

IV. THE BULLET CLUSTER

The Bullet Cluster (1E 0657-56) [27–30] is a well-
known dissociative cluster merger that has been used ex-
tensively to constrain dark matter self-interactions [31–
35]. The system consists of a large main galaxy cluster
of mass ≈ 1015 M⊙ and a smaller subcluster of mass
≈ 1014 M⊙ that merged at a high relative velocity. The
observed offset of the dark matter and shocked Stan-
dard Model gas in this system has been used to con-
strain the collisional cross-section of self-interacting dark
matter with mass m to be σ/m ≲ 1 − 4 cm2/g [33–36].
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Though there is tension on the precise value of this con-
straint, in this paper, we adopt 4 cm2/g as a conservative
limit.

Existing limits on self-interactions are derived under
the assumption of individual particle scattering. How-
ever, the Bullet Cluster is also ideal for studying the ef-
fects of plasma instabilities on dark sectors charged un-
der a long-range interaction. At small scales on which
the dark matter density of each cluster varies negligi-
bly, the merger is well-modeled by the two-stream sys-
tem described in Section III. Two-stream and Weibel in-
stabilities may arise, leading to the formation of small-
scale electromagnetic fields that efficiently scatter DM
particles through a wide variety of diffusion mechanisms
[37–46] inducing an effective collisional cross-section de-
spite the plasma being largely collisionless. We can com-
pute this effective collisional cross-section via dedicated
simulations of the formation and saturation of plasma
microinstabilities, as discussed in the following Section.
Having extracted these collision rates from our simula-
tions, we can rescale the existing constraints on two-to-
two scattering to place constraints on collective interac-
tions as well.2

V. SIMULATIONS

We simulate two counter-streaming beams of net neu-
tral plasma using Smilei, an open-source particle-in-cell
simulation framework [47]. To connect our results to the
Bullet Cluster, we adopt values taken to be consistent
with the analytic Hernquist profiles of the merging clus-
ters provided in [34], taking r = 150 kpc for both clusters,
corresponding to the time at which their central densities
begin to merge [33]. This choice yields velocity disper-
sions of σMain = 1080 km/s for the Main cluster and
σBullet = 630 km/s in the Bullet sub-cluster and a rela-
tive number density of nMain/nBullet = 1.91. Since both
higher temperatures and larger density ratios tend to in-
hibit instability growth, the values we have selected are
conservative. The beams are initialized with a relative
bulk velocity of v0 = 3000 km/s, which is consistent with
the findings of [48] that the DM relative velocity may be
much less than the observed gas shock velocity (≈ 4700
km/s). Furthermore, we note that as larger relative ve-
locities only serve to enhance the microinstabilities, this
choice of a low v0 is also conservative. All other param-
eters can be absorbed into the plasma frequency as dis-
cussed in Section III. Our choice of parameters places the

2 Note that in this work, we do not explore the formation or sta-
bility of dark matter halos, instead assuming that for very weak
couplings, the standard picture of structure formation is not ap-
preciably altered. If, however, this is not the case, then stronger
constraints may arise from the existence of dark matter halos
themselves. We leave a thorough exploration of this to future
work.

system in the “warm” regime where the thermal veloc-
ity of each stream is comparable to the streams’ relative
velocity. Warm, non-relativistic pair plasmas are rare in
the Standard Model, hence their evolution is less well-
studied than the cold and hot regimes, making dedicated
simulations even more necessary.
Our simulation consists of a 2D3V Cartesian geom-

etry of dimensions Lx = 7 c/ωpl,B in the longitudinal
direction and Ly = 175 c/ωpl,B in the transverse direc-
tion with periodic boundary conditions across all bound-
aries. Here, ωpl,B is the plasma frequency corresponding
to the Bullet sub-cluster. We choose a grid spacing of
∆x = 0.0035 c/ωpl,B in the longitudinal direction and
∆y = 0.18 c/ωpl,B in the transverse direction to ensure
proper resolutions of both two-stream and Weibel insta-
bilities. Each simulation was run for 103 ω−1

pl,B with a
temporal resolution of ∆t = 0.98∆x. Two species were
initialized, χ and χ̄, with equal and opposite charge-
to-mass ratios, 64 total macroparticles per cell, and
bulk velocities vBullet = −nMainv0/(nBullet + nMain) and
vMain = nBulletv0/(nBullet+nMain) such that the simula-
tion is in the center of momentum frame. Additionally,
five multi-pass binomial current filters [49] were applied
in each dimension after each time step for increased nu-
merical stability. We found this setup to properly resolve
all of the relevant length and time scales and produced
results with negligible numerical heating. See Section A1
of the Supplemental Material for further discussion.

VI. RESULTS

Fig. 2 shows the energy densities of the longitudinal
electric field (red), the transverse magnetic field (blue),
and total electromagnetic energy density (purple) from
our simulation normalized to the initial kinetic energy of
the two-beam system as a function of time. As discussed
in Section IIIA 1, at early times, we expect the two-
stream instability to dominate; in Fig. 2, we see that the
energy density of the longitudinal electric fields grows ex-
ponentially with a growth rate of ΓTS = 0.396ωpl,B , but
saturates rapidly. This growth rate agrees well with nu-
merical estimates (see SM). After the electrostatic insta-
bility saturates, the Weibel instability continues to grow
at 0.00992ωpl,B , then saturates at ∼ 750ω−1

pl,B (Fig. 2).
Throughout the simulation, we record the trajectories

of 104 test particles. At regular intervals, we calculate
for each particle

∆vt =
v⃗0 · v⃗t
|v⃗0|2

(7)

where v⃗0 is the particle’s velocity vector at the start of
the simulation and v⃗t is the particle’s velocity vector at
time t. If ∆vt changes by a factor of e, we then consider
the particle to have undergone a hard scatter, similar to
the study performed in [50]. We can then determine the
two-to-two scattering cross-section that this fraction of
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FIG. 2: Energy densities from simulation normalized to
the initial kinetic energy of the two-beam system. The
energy stored in the longitudinal electric fields (red),

the transverse magnetic field (blue), and total
electromagnetic energy (purple) are shown. Fits to the
exponential growth associated with the two-stream and

Weibel instabilities are shown as dashed and
dashed-dotted lines respectively.

scattered particles would correspond to through [51]

σ

m
= −Σ log(1− p), (8)

where p is the fraction of particles that have scattered
and Σ ∼ 0.33 g/cm2 is the projected mass surface density
of the Bullet Cluster at a radius of 150 kpc [34]. This
relation allows us to connect our results to existing limits
on DM self-interactions from large-scale simulations of
the Bullet Cluster.

Fig. 3 shows a cumulative count of the percentage of
test particles that have undergone a momentum change
equivalent to a hard scatter as a function of time. We
find that at the time of Weibel saturation (750ω−1

pl,B),

73.3% of particles have been scattered. By Eq. 8, this
corresponds to a cross-section of σ/m ∼ 4.4 cm2/g. Pre-
vious studies agree that such a cross-section is ruled out
by the centroid offsets of the Bullet Cluster’s dark mat-
ter halo and galaxies [33–36]. We therefore place a con-
straint on all charge-to-mass ratios that achieve Weibel
saturation in less than 1% of the Bullet Cluster crossing
time, where we have chosen 1% of crossing as a conser-
vative scale over which the halo density varies negligibly
(∆ρ/ρ < 5%) hence our simulations remain an appropri-
ate treatment of the system. We estimate the crossing

FIG. 3: Fraction of tracked macroparticles that have
undergone an O(1) momentum change as a function of

time (cf. Eq. 7). The dash-dotted lines show the
fraction of particles that existing simulations show

undergo two-to-two scattering events during the merger
for varying cross-sections [51]. At the time of Weibel
saturation (750 ω−1

pl,B), 73.3% of particles have been
scattered, corresponding to an effective cross-section of

4.4 cm2/g.

time tcross as twice the time it takes for the Hernquist
mass distributions described in Sec. IV to move from a
centroid separation of 300 kpc to 0 kpc assuming the ha-
los were infalling from rest at infinite separation and that
the infall does not significantly disrupt the halo shape.
This calculation yields tcross = 1.07× 108 yr. This leads
to a constraint on the dark charge-to-mass ratio of

qχ < 2.8× 10−14
( mχ

GeV

)
. (9)

Our constraint is shown in Fig. 1 as a solid black
line. Existing constraints from the ellipticity of dwarf
galaxies [12, 14] (red) and two-to-two scattering limits
from the Bullet Cluster (blue) are shown as well. Even for
our conservative choice of parameters, our results extend
existing limits by over ten orders of magnitude.
We further verify our results by explicitly comput-

ing the slowdown of the bulk velocity of the counter-
streaming beams as a function of time. We show the
evolution of the velocity distributions in Fig. 4, where
the left-hand (center) panel shows the velocity distribu-
tion in the longitudinal (transverse) direction at three
different times and the right-hand panel shows the bulk
velocities of the two beams as a function of time. We
find that the bulk velocity decreases by roughly an order
of magnitude by the time of Weibel saturation, with the
dominant slowdown being due to diffusion of particles
by late-time Weibel modes. By the end of our simula-
tion, the two beams have effectively isotropized in the
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center-of-momentum frame, as can be seen in the dotted
distribution corresponding to t = 750ω−1

pl,B in the left
and center panels.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we have shown that long-range collective
effects can have a dramatic impact on the large-scale be-
havior of dark matter in dissociative cluster mergers. We
have performed dedicated particle-in-cell simulations of
counter-propagating beams of dark plasma to character-
ize the growth rate, saturation, and late-time behavior
of the beams. We find that instabilities produce electro-
magnetic inhomogeneities that act as scattering sites for
dark matter. This process leads to an effective collision-
ality in the dark sector, which we then connect to existing
limits on DM self-interactions derived from simulations
of the Bullet Cluster. The associated results allow us to
place new constraints at couplings orders of magnitude
below existing limits.

There are many opportunities for future work. Here,
we restricted ourselves to a particular model of the dark
sector, namely DM charged under a new dark U(1) gauge
symmetry. Other well-motivated models of DM exist
(e.g. millicharged DM [8, 9, 52] and axion DM [53, 54])
that can also exhibit similar types of instabilities. Ad-
ditionally, plasma instabilities may affect “dark atomic”
sectors in which there are both high-mass “dark protons”
and low-mass “dark electrons” [55–57].

Furthermore, it is important to note that the con-
straint presented in this work is likely to be very con-
servative. Throughout this work, parameters such as the
DM thermal velocity, relative beam velocity, and con-
strained collisional cross-section are all taken at conserva-
tive values. Additionally, post-saturation plasma effects
are likely to lead to further turbulence and disruption of
the halos [37–46]; a dedicated study of these effects could
place a more stringent constraint. A more sophisticated
macroscopic simulation of the Bullet Cluster system is
likely to yield constraints at lower charge-to-mass ratios,
and would be a topic well-suited to future exploration.

Our results have only scratched the surface of the rich
phenomenology that may exist in the dark sector; if it
is anything like its visible counterpart, then it is time to
move beyond the interactions of individual particles and
instead embrace the collective.
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FIG. 4: Left: Center of momentum velocity distribution of particles in the longitudinal direction at t = 0ω−1
pl,B (solid

line), t = 5ω−1
pl,B (dot-dashed line), and t = 750ω−1

pl,B (dotted line). Middle: Center of momentum velocity

distribution of particles in the transverse direction at t = 0ω−1
pl,B (solid line), t = 5ω−1

pl,B (dot-dashed line), and

t = 750ω−1
pl,B (dotted line). Right: Bulk velocity of particles in the longitudinal direction for particles originating in

the Main sub-cluster beam (blue) and Bullet sub-cluster beam (orange).
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Appendix A: Supplemental Material

1. Stability of Simulation

We undertook several studies to ensure the numeri-
cal stability of our simulation. In Fig. 5, we show
the amount of energy increase from numerical heating, a
known numerical effect arising from truncation errors and
finite-sized time and space domains [58–60]. Throughout
our simulation, this remained below 0.1% of the total ini-
tial kinetic and electromagnetic energy, indicating stabil-
ity.
Additionally, we compared the length scales of the

two-stream and Weibel instabilities in the asymmetric
warm case to ensure that our choice of cell size accu-
rately resolved the relevant instability in each direction.
Fig. 6 displays the exponential growth rate for the two-
stream instability for the Bullet Cluster system. We find
that the maximal growth rate is ΓTS = 0.397ωpl,B at
kx = 152ωpl,B/c. This corresponds to a wavelength of
λTS = 0.04 c/ωpl,B , which is well above our resolution in
the x direction of ∆x = 0.0035 c/ωpl,B .
Similarly, in the transverse direction, Fig. 7 shows the

exponential growth rate of the Weibel instability. For
the Bullet Cluster system, the instability modes reach
a maximum of 0.00995ωpl,B and display a rapid drop-off
for k < kcrity,W ∼ 1ωpl,B/c. This corresponds to a maximal

wavelength of λW = 2π c/ωpl,B , which is also well above
our resolution in the y direction of ∆y = 0.18 c/ωpl,B .

2. Saturation energies

From, Eq. 5, we calculate the approximate saturation
energy of the two-stream instability, which yields

εE
εK

=
E2

sat/2
1
2 (4n0)mχ(v0/2)2

≈ 1

96
, (A1)

where εK is the initial kinetic energy density of the
plasma. Similarly, we use Eq. 6 to determine the sat-
uration energy for the Weibel instability, which yields

εB
εK

=
B2

sat/2
1
2 (4n0)mχ(v0/2)2

≈
(
vW
v0

)2

, (A2)

where vW is the relative bulk velocity of the plasma dur-
ing saturation. This value is often less than the initial
relative bulk velocity, v0, due to the decrease in bulk
kinetic energy during the formation of the electrostatic
shock by the two-stream instability. At regular intervals
we sample the velocity distribution of all particles and
compute the mean velocity (as shown in the right panel
of Fig. 4). We find vW = 0.0014 c. We explicitly mea-
sure the saturation levels of the longitudinal electric field
and the transverse magnetic field in our simulation in
order to compare to these analytic predictions, finding
εE/εK = 0.024 and εB/εK = 0.19, respectively. We find

http://arxiv.org/abs/1303.1521
http://arxiv.org/abs/2304.09878
http://arxiv.org/abs/2408.15317
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FIG. 5: Combined particle and field energy from
simulation (blue) and energy lost due to numerical

heating (orange).

these values to be within reasonable agreement with Eqs.
A1 and Eq. A2.

3. Characteristics of Simulation

Here, we show some additional diagnostic plots from
our simulation to highlight some of the key features of
the evolution of the two-stream and Weibel instabilities.

In Fig. 8 (9), we show a plot of the (Fourier transform
of the) electric field along the direction of beam propaga-
tion as a function of position for three different times. In
the left-most panels, corresponding to t = 0.3ω−1

pl,B , the
simulation has properly initialized, and all electromag-
netic fields are relatively small and are generated purely
by thermal noise effects. At t = 5ω−1

pl,B (center panels),
the two-stream instability has reached saturation, as is
indicated by the presence of small vertical strips alter-
nating polarity corresponding to the fastest growing lon-
gitudinal mode in Fig. 8 and the sharp peak around the
critical kx mode in Fig. 9. At t = 200ω−1

pl,B (right-most

panels), the two-stream instability has dissipated.
In Fig. 10 (11), we show a plot of the (Fourier trans-

form of the) magnetic field in the transverse direction as
a function of position at the same three times as above.
However, while the two-stream instability has saturated
by t = 750ω−1

pl,B , Fig. 10 shows that the Weibel filaments
are beginning to form and are nearing saturation at this
time. Fig. 11 shows that the transverse magnetic fila-
ments peak around the critical ky mode with increasing

FIG. 6: Exponential growth rate of longitudinal
two-stream instability in the case of cold symmetric
beams (blue) and for the parameters of the Bullet

Cluster system (orange). The red lines show the fastest
growing mode and corresponding instability rate.

FIG. 7: Exponential growth rate of transverse Weibel
instability in the case of cold symmetric beams (blue)
and for the parameters of the Bullet Cluster system

(orange).
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intensity as the fields reach saturation.
Though our simulation is 2-dimensional, it is still able

to conservatively estimate the macrophysical properties
of the 3-dimensional Bullet Cluster system. First, we
note that the Weibel instability has previously been
studied in 1 and 2-dimensional systems [61, 62], and
it has been shown that the growth rates and magnetic
field saturation levels agree with analytical models. Af-
ter Weibel saturation, we expect our simulation to no
longer capture the relevant dynamics, as at this time, the
Weibel filaments should enter a late-stage merging pro-
cess that requires the current filaments to move around
in 3-dimensional space. Though we cannot capture this
effect, it has been previously studied in the literature
[18, 63], and the magnetic field energy is expected to
grow approximately linearly with time. These filaments
will eventually become unstable to the z-pinch instability,
which generally works to slow down the flow of particles
and isotropize the magnetic field [37]. Though these late-
time phenomena likely only further slow the beams, we
chose to set our limit at Weibel saturation, long before
these merging events are expected to begin, in an effort
to be as conservative as possible.
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FIG. 8: Longitudinal component of the electric field at t = 0.3ω−1
pl,B (left), t = 5ω−1

pl,B (middle), and t = 750ω−1
pl,B

(right).

FIG. 9: Power spectrum of the longitudinal electric field at t = 0.3ω−1
pl,B (left), t = 5ω−1

pl,B (middle), and

t = 750ω−1
pl,B (right).

FIG. 10: Transverse component of the magnetic field at t = 0.3ω−1
pl,B (left), t = 200ω−1

pl,B (middle), and t = 750ω−1
pl,B

(right).
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FIG. 11: Power spectrum of the transverse magnetic field at t = 0.3ω−1
pl,B (left), t = 200ω−1

pl,B (middle), and

t = 750ω−1
pl,B (right).


	Introduction
	Dark U(1) Plasma
	Plasma: Linear and non-linear regimes
	Linear regime
	Two-stream instability
	Weibel instability

	Nonlinear regime

	The Bullet Cluster
	Simulations
	Results
	Conclusions
	References
	Supplemental Material
	Stability of Simulation
	Saturation energies
	Characteristics of Simulation


