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Abstract We present Mars Atmosphere and Volatile EvolutioN (MAVEN) observations of periodic
(∼25 s) large-scale (hundreds of km) magnetosonic waves propagating into the Martian dayside upper
ionosphere. These waves adiabatically modulate the superthermal electron distribution function, and the
induced electron temperature anisotropies drive the generation of observed electromagnetic whistler
waves. The localized (in altitude) minimum in the ratio 𝑓 pe/𝑓 ce provides conditions favorable for the local
enhancement of efficient wave-particle interactions, so that the induced whistlers act back on the
superthermal electron population to isotropize the plasma through pitch angle scattering. These
wave-particle interactions break the adiabaticity of the large-scale magnetosonic wave compressions,
leading to local heating of the superthermal electrons during compressive wave “troughs.” Further
evidence of this heating is observed as the subsequent phase shift between the observed
perpendicular-to-parallel superthermal electron temperatures and compressive wave fronts. This heating
mechanism may be important at other unmagnetized bodies.

1. Introduction
Wave-particle interactions can be important sources of heating for space plasmas. Cyclotron resonance
and Landau damping, for example, can efficiently heat plasmas in a variety of environments, including
tokamak experiments (Adam, 1987; Porkolab et al., 1984; Seo et al., 2000), the terrestrial ionosphere and
magnetosphere (André & Yau, 1997; Agapitov et al., 2015, 2016), and other planetary magnetospheres and
ionospheres such as at Venus (Taylor et al., 1979) and Mars (Ergun et al., 2006; Lundin et al., 2006). Magnetic
pumping can also heat plasmas via adiabatically heated anisotropic electron distributions, which relax to
Maxwellians through Coulomb collisions and/or efficient pitch angle diffusion (Borovsky & Hansen, 1990;
Laroussi & Roth, 1989; Lichko et al., 2017).

For the specific case of magnetic pumping, the Coulomb collision rate in planetary magnetospheres, the
solar wind, and upper planetary ionospheres can be small compared to the time period of the forcing mag-
netic compressions. Other pitch angle diffusion mechanisms, such as wave-particle interactions, are then
necessary to achieve the break in adiabaticity of the plasma so that heating can occur. A sufficient level of
pitch angle diffusion in such systems can be provided by fast plasma diffusion containing localized heating
(Lichko et al., 2017); by radial diffusion on magnetohydrodynamic (MHD) waves, as in the Earth's mag-
netosphere (Brautigam & Albert, 2000; Barker et al., 2005; Miyoshi et al., 2003, 2006); or by pitch angle
diffusion from wave-particle interactions (Artemyev et al., 2016; Agapitov et al., 2019; Borovsky et al., 2017).
This study focuses on wave-particle interactions provided by whistler waves, which are known to be capa-
ble of producing effective pitch angle diffusion over a wide energy range (Agapitov et al., 2019; Artemyev
et al., 2016; Horne et al., 2005; Li et al., 2014; Lyons et al., 1972; Summers et al., 1998). Additionally, whistler
waves themselves can be generated as a result of anisotropic plasma compression from magnetic pumping
(Agapitov et al., 2018; Drake et al., 2015).
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Figure 1. Overview of MAVEN plasma data. (a) Magnetic field information: black = field magnitude; blue = field
component parallel to background field; green and red = field components perpendicular to background field; purple
= crustal magnetic field model from Morschhauser et al. (2014). (b) Thermal electron density (black) and superthermal
electron density (blue). (c) Thermal electron temperature. (d) Combined active and passive electric field wave spectra:
spectrogram “slices” alternate in time between the two modes. (e) Omnidirectional ion energy spectrum for all ion
species. The spacecraft potential (green line) and spacecraft velocity are not corrected for. E flux has units of eV
(eV·cm2·s·sr)−1.

We present here Mars Atmosphere and Volatile EvolutioN (MAVEN) observations demonstrating that an
externally driven fast MHD wave modulates plasma conditions in the Martian upper ionosphere. The result-
ing anisotropic superthermal electrons generate (observed) whistler waves, which we show produce efficient
pitch angle diffusion of the superthermal electron population via wave-particle interactions. This pitch
angle diffusion breaks the adiabaticity of the large-scale magnetic compressions, leading to heating of the
superthermal electron population.

The data products analyzed in this study are described in section 2. An overview of the MAVEN periapsis
pass studied is given in section 3, while a detailed analysis of the wave environment and subsequent localized
electron heating is presented in section 4. We discuss our results in the broader context of the Martian
ionospheric energy budget in section 5, before concluding in section 6.

2. Description of Data Analyzed
Data analyzed in this study are from the MAVEN mission, which began science operations at Mars in Octo-
ber 2014. MAVEN is a dedicated aeronomy mission in a ∼4.5 hr elliptical orbit that precesses over time to
provide full local time, latitude, and longitude coverage of the planet (Jakosky et al., 2015). Its orbit has a peri-
apsis altitude of∼150 km and apoapsis altitude close to 6,400 km, meaning that MAVEN at times samples the
upstream solar wind, magnetosheath, and dayside ionosphere on a single periapsis pass. The magnetome-
ter (MAG) measures the 3-D vector magnetic field at 32 Hz with a measurement uncertainty of ∼0.01 nT
(Connerney et al., 2015). Superthermal electrons are measured by the Solar Wind Electron Analyzer
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(SWEA) instrument, which is a top hat electrostatic analyzer utilizing electrostatic deflectors to provide a
field of view of 360◦ × 120◦ (Mitchell et al., 2016). SWEA measures electrons between energies of 3 eV and
5 keV with (ΔE∕E) equal to 17%. On ground processing using software provided by the SWEA instrument
team enables pitch angle distribution, density, and temperature products to be derived. The Langmuir Probe
and Waves (LPW) instrument measures the cold thermal electron population in the ionosphere via two
separate Langmuir Probes, mounted on ∼7 m booms separated by an angular distance of 110◦ (Andersson
et al., 2015). Thermal electron densities and temperatures derived using the fitting process outlined in Ergun
et al. (2015) are analyzed in this study. Active and passive wave spectra obtained in waves mode are also
analyzed (Fowler et al., 2017). The SupraThermal And Thermal Ion Composition (STATIC) instrument mea-
sures ions between energies below 1 eV up to 30 keV (McFadden et al., 2015). STATIC is an electrostatic
top hat analyzer combined with time of flight capabilities that allow it to distinguish ion mass; electrostatic
deflectors provide a field of view of 360◦ × 90◦.

3. Overview of Heating Event
Overview time series plasma data of the event analyzed in this study are shown in Figure 1. Data are from
an inbound segment of MAVENs orbit, where the spacecraft is close to the subsolar point on the dayside of
the planet. Data from this inbound orbit segment were analyzed by Fowler et al. (2018), who demonstrated
that compressive, large-amplitude magnetosonic waves, likely generated by the Mars-solar wind interaction,
propagate planetward and heat the dayside ionospheric ions. Bursts of whistler waves were observed coin-
cident with the large-amplitude magnetosonic compressive wave fronts in the upper ionosphere (Figure 1,
∼05:55–05:58 in particular), but these whistler bursts were not studied in detail and are the focus of this
present study.

MAVEN is in the magnetosheath region at around 05:50 UTC, where shocked ions and superthermal elec-
trons are observed. The spacecraft transitions into the ionosphere at around 05:52, when the thermal electron
density is first observed by LPW. This density gradually increases until MAVEN samples the cold, dense
ionosphere at around 05:58, as demonstrated by the beam of cold (<10 eV) ions observed by STATIC. The
compressive, magnetosonic waves discussed by Fowler et al. (2018) are observed between about 05:52 and
05:59 in the magnetic field data. The focus of this study are the bursts of wave power observed in panel (d)
between the two black vertical lines, and their effects on the surrounding localized plasma.

4. Detailed Analysis of the Local Plasma Conditions
4.1. Evidence of Magnetic Pumping and Plasma Heating
Time series plasma data measured between the two vertical black lines in Figure 1 are shown in Figure 2.
The magnitude of the magnetic field is shown in panel (a). Superthermal electron information is shown in
panels (b) to (e): the omnidirectional energy spectrum (b); derived temperatures perpendicular (red) and
parallel (black) to the local magnetic field (c); the ratio of these temperatures (d); and the pitch angle dis-
tributions (PADs) for energies between 50 and 70 eV (e). LPW wave spectra are shown in panel (f) and an
estimate of the whistler wave electric field amplitude based on this is shown in panel (g). The wave ampli-
tude is calculated over the frequency range 0.25 𝑓 ce to 𝑓 ce, where 𝑓 ce is the electron cyclotron frequency,
equal to about 1,500 Hz (Figure 2f). The whistler bursts are observed above frequencies of ∼100 Hz (∼0.1
𝑓 ce), which lie outside the sampling range of the MAG instrument. Consequently, estimates of the whistler
magnetic field wave amplitudes (panel g) and whistler wave energy density (panel h) are based on results
from Artemyev et al. (2015), when the noise level is small. We provide an overview of this technique in
the supporting information. It is unclear which wave modes exist below ∼50 Hz in Figure 2f, as these lie
below the lower hybrid frequency and by definition are not whistlers. We have not investigated these waves
further here.

The observed externally driven fast MHD wave (Figure 2a) has an amplitude of about 10 nT (∼20% of the
background magnetic field magnitude, B0 = 50 nT), and a frequency of∼0.04 Hz. Such a wave is analogous to
compressional magnetic pumping of the plasma. Significant quasiperiodic modulation of the superthermal
electron pitch angle distribution function (panel e) occurs as a result of these magnetic compressions and
the conservation of the first magnetic adiabatic invariant. Corresponding modulation of the superthermal
electron temperatures perpendicular and parallel to the magnetic field are shown in panels (c) and (d).
The “cleanest” pitch angle modulation was observed in the 50–70 eV energy range (due to large counting
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Figure 2. MAVEN time series plasma data from between the two vertical black lines in Figure 1. See section 4 for
detailed panel descriptions. The frequencies 𝑓 ce, 0.5 𝑓 ce and 0.1 𝑓 ce are overplotted as the white lines in panel (f),
while the blue line is the lower hybrid frequency. The insert shows the observed phase difference between the
magnetosonic wave and superthermal electron temperature anisotropies.

statistics at these energies), but similar behavior was observed for all superthermal electron energies below
∼300 eV (not shown here).

The temperature anisotropy observed in Figure 2d triggers the generation of electromagnetic whistler waves,
observed in the frequency range 0.1–0.5 𝑓 ce (Figure 2f). Perturbations are also observed in the magnetic field
power spectrum, but are not shown here as the MAG power spectrum only samples up to 16 Hz. Following
Kennel and Petschek (1966), in a cold plasma the dispersion relation of whistler waves can be written in the
following form:

c2k2

𝜔2 = 1 −
𝜔2

pi

𝜔(𝜔 + Ωci)
−

𝜔2
pe

𝜔(𝜔 + Ωce)
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Figure 3. Altitude profiles for various quantities during the studied event. (a) Superthermal electron temperatures for
this pass (red) and two neighboring passes in time when magnetosonic waves were not observed (black). (b) Magnitude
of magnetic field. (c) Ratio of 𝑓pe/𝑓 ce, using superthermal electron density (black) and superthermal plus thermal
electron density (blue). The dashed horizontal lines mark the approximate region where whistler waves are observed in
Figure 2.

where𝜔 is the wave frequency; k is the wave vector; andΩce,i is the local cyclotron frequency of electrons and
ions (Ωce,i = ∓ eB

me,i
). When Ωci ≪ 𝜔 < |Ωce|, the ion term in the dispersion relation is a factor me∕mi smaller

than the electron contribution and may be neglected. Additionally, if |Ωce| ≪ 𝜔pe, (the phase velocity is
much less than the velocity of light), then the approximation c2k2∕𝜔2 = 𝜔2

pe∕(𝜔(𝜔+Ωce)) can be used. For the
case of a velocity distribution that can be represented as a product of Gaussians with different temperatures
for perpendicular and parallel velocities, and a transverse anisotropy exits (Tperp > Tpara), the system can be
unstable to whistler generation through the cyclotron instability if Tperp∕Tpara − 1 > 𝜔∕(Ωce − 𝜔) (Kennel
& Petschek, 1966). These conditions are observed during compression periods in this study (Figure 2d) and
lead to the observed local generation of whistlers (the expression for the growth rate is presented in the
supporting information).

When efficient wave-particle interactions are present, whistler waves act to isotropize electrons (reducing
Tperp toward Tpara) via pitch angle diffusion (Kennel & Petschek, 1966). If this isotropization occurs during
the magnetic compression fronts observed in Figure 2a, the adiabaticity of the large-scale magnetic pumping
is broken, and the superthermal electrons will gain energy during magnetic decompression (i.e., a wave
“trough”) (Borovsky et al., 2017; Lichko et al., 2017). This heating causes a phase shift between the ratio
of perpendicular-to-parallel electron temperatures, and the compressional wave fronts, and such a phase
shift of approximately 𝜋

5
is observed in the inset in Figure 2. This phase shift suggests that the magnetic

pumping and heating mechanism is present (Lichko et al., 2017), and we provide additional evidence for
this interpretation in the following sections and the supporting information.

4.2. Evidence of Efficient Pitch Angle Diffusion via Whistler Waves
Altitude profiles of several additional quantities are shown in Figure 3. Omnidirectional superthermal
electron temperatures from several MAVEN periapsis passes are shown in panel (a). There is a clear
enhancement in the superthermal electron temperature for this event (red) when the magnetic compres-
sions (shown in panel b) are present, particularly at altitudes between ∼350 and 400 km. The ratio of the
electron plasma frequency (𝑓 pe) divided by the electron cyclotron frequency (𝑓 ce) is shown in Figure 3c.
The quantity 𝑓 pe/𝑓 ce is important as it determines the efficiency of wave-particle interactions (Summers
et al., 1998), whistler wave growth rate (Gary & Wang, 1996), and pitch angle and energy diffusion rates
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Figure 4. Electron distribution function transverse (red lines) and parallel (blue lines) to the background local
magnetic field direction, at times corresponding to maxima (solid lines) and minima (dashed lines) in the magnetic
field magnitude. Panels (c) and (f) present the ratio of maximum to minimum (solid divided by dashed) distribution
function values for the transverse (red) and parallel (blue) cases, minus 1. The left column presents the data when
𝑓pe/𝑓 ce∼50; the right column when 𝑓pe/𝑓 ce∼120.

(Agapitov et al., 2019; Horne et al., 2003; Summers et al., 1998). Quantities are defined as 𝑓 pe = 1
2𝜋

√
nee2

me𝜀0

and 𝑓 ce = eB
2𝜋me

, where ne is the electron density, me is the electron mass, e is the fundamental charge, B is
the magnetic field amplitude and 𝜀0 is the permittivity of free space.

The wave normal angle of the observed whistlers is unknown, and subsequently pitch angle diffusion rates
were estimated over a reasonable range of frequencies (up to 0.6 𝑓 ce) and wave normal angles, making use of
the estimation technique presented in Artemyev et al. (2013). The pitch angle diffusion rate for 𝑓 pe/𝑓 ce∼50
is about an order of magnitude larger than that for ratio values of ∼120, and the wave normal angle cannot
exceed 65–70◦ for the observed local plasma conditions (because the wave group velocity goes to zero above
these values). Such results suggest that these whistler waves can be generated with high wave normal angles
relative to the background magnetic field direction and can provide efficient pitch angle diffusion for the
event studied here (Agapitov et al., 2015; Artemyev et al., 2016; Mourenas et al., 2015).

The estimated whistler wave energy density (Figure 2h) can be as large as an eV cm-3 during whistler wave
amplitude peaks, and the corresponding estimated pitch angle diffusion rates for pitch angles between
∼70–90◦ (i.e., electrons that have been abiabatically scattered by the compressive wave) are D𝛼𝛼 = (1–5) ×
10-3 s-1 and decrease by at least an order of magnitude as the ratio 𝑓 pe/𝑓 ce increases to 200 (see details pro-
vided in the supporting information). Lichko et al. (2017) reported that the ratio D𝛼𝛼

𝑓MHD
(where 𝑓MHD is the

MHD fast mode wave frequency,∼0.04 Hz for this study) peaks just below 0.2 for maximum electron heating
efficiency. For this event, D𝛼𝛼

𝑓MHD
is between 0.025 and 0.125, which supports efficient heating of electrons by

the magnetic pumping mechanism. The Lichko et al. (2017) study modeled the effects of magnetic pump-
ing assuming a generic pitch angle diffusion mechanism and a range of pitch angle diffusion rates; here, we
have calculated the diffusion rate (D𝛼𝛼) explicitly based on the whistler observations. The probable oblique-
ness of these whistler waves means that a significant parallel electric field component likely also exists and
may provide additional heating of electrons via Landau damping during magnetic compressions.

4.3. Effects of Magnetic Pumping on the Electron Distribution Function
Sections 4.1 and 4.2 demonstrated that efficient wave-particle interactions can occur during the mag-
netic compressions observed and that the observed whistlers can thus be expected to isotropize (to
some degree) the electron distribution function. The observed phase shift of 𝜋

5
between the ratio of the

perpendicular-to-parallel electron temperatures, and the compressive wave fronts (Figure 2, insert), sug-
gests that pitch angle diffusion, and subsequent heating, does indeed occur, and we demonstrate the effect
of this diffusion on the superthermal electron distribution function (DF) in Figure 4.
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The left-hand column shows DF for 𝑓 pe/𝑓 ce∼50 (efficient diffusion) and the right column shows DF for
𝑓 pe/𝑓 ce∼120 (about an order of magnitude smaller diffusion rate). The top panels show DF transverse to the
local magnetic field (red), while the middle row shows DF parallel to the local magnetic field (blue). Solid
(dashed) lines indicate DF at times of magnetic field maxima (minima). The effects of magnetic pumping
are similar at both values of 𝑓 pe/𝑓 ce for electrons transverse to the local magnetic field (panels a and d).
The effects for the parallel distribution function, however, indicate an importance of pitch angle diffusion
efficiency: for lower 𝑓 pe/𝑓 ce, significant parallel heating is observed (panel b), while at higher 𝑓 pe/𝑓 ce the
parallel distribution function does not change (panel e).

Panels (c) and (f) show the ratio of DF minus one, in each column, at the maximum-to-minimum in mag-
netic field strengths (i.e., solid lines divided by the dashed lines, minus one, for each color). The resultant
heating observed for the lower value of 𝑓 pe/𝑓 ce for electrons parallel to the magnetic field (blue line, panel
c) occurs for all electron velocities, and is not observed in panel (f). This is consistent with the results of
Lichko et al. (2017), who showed that heating through the magnetic pumping mechanism does not involve
a specific resonant velocity (unlike Landau damping).

5. Discussion
The analysis presented in this case study demonstrates that magnetosonic waves are, under the right plasma
conditions, able to heat ionospheric superthermal electrons at Mars through a combination of whistler wave
generation and efficient pitch angle diffusion. The large-scale magnetosonic waves (or compressional mag-
netic pumping) modulate the superthermal electron pitch angle distribution via the conservation of the
first magnetic adiabatic moment, driving temperature anisotropies which lead to the generation of whistler
waves during the compressive wave fronts (Figure 2). Subsequent wave-particle interactions mean that these
whistler waves act back on the superthermal electron distribution function to isotropize the plasma, in an
attempt to drive Tperp back equal to Tpara. The local plasma conditions suggest that efficient wave-particle
interactions and pitch angle diffusion occur, and analysis of the superthermal electron distribution function
confirms this (Figure 4). This efficient pitch angle diffusion breaks the adiabaticity of the large-scale magne-
tosonic waves, leading to heating of the superthermal electrons during magnetic decompression. Evidence
of this heating is observed as the phase shift between the ratio of the perpendicular-to-parallel electron tem-
peratures, and the magnetosonic wave fronts (Figure 2). The observations presented here agree with model
results by Lichko et al. (2017).

For the case study analyzed here, superthermal electron temperatures were raised from a background value
of ∼5 eV up to 7–8 eV (Figure 3a). The superthermal electrons gain some of the compression energy due
to isotropization of the distribution via pitch angle scattering. An estimate of the maximum heating rate
with the assumption that the superthermal electron distribution is fully isotropized by whistlers during
compression, gives 10−3 eV/s per electron. Such a heating rate would require that superthermal electrons
be exposed to the magnetosonic waves for ∼1,000 s (equivalent to ∼40 compression cycles) in order to gain
1 eV in energy. It is not clear how realistic such a timescale is, but Lichko et al. (2017) note that multiple
compression cycles are necessary to significantly heat plasma through this mechanism, and our heating rate
appears to be consistent with their results. We emphasize that this is a ball park estimate of the superthermal
electron heating rate, and a self consistent study that includes all relevant physics is required to conclusively
determine this.

The superthermal electron population is an important energy source for ionospheric thermal electrons in
planetary ionospheres. The ionospheric thermal electron temperature is an important parameter because it
can significantly influence the rates of chemical reactions and subsequent ionospheric structure (Schunk &
Nagy, 2009). The thermal electron temperature is influenced by a number of energy sources and sinks in the
Martian ionosphere: superthermal electrons produced from photoionization of atmospheric neutrals, and
from the solar wind and magnetosheath, can heat the thermal electron population via collisions (e.g., Fox
& Dalgarno, 1979; Fox, 1988; Matta et al., 2014; Sakai et al., 2015, 2016; Torr et al., 1980). Collisional cooling
between thermal electrons and ions and atmospheric neutrals, along with conductive heat transport, act to
reduce the thermal electron temperature. Studies of the Martian ionospheric energy budget have shown that
the thermal electron temperature is significantly warmer than model predictions above altitudes of∼250 km,
and topside heat fluxes, driven by the Mars-solar wind interaction, have been suggested as possible sources
for this additional energy (Chen et al., 1978; Choi et al., 1998; Cui et al., 2015; Hanson & Mantas, 1988).
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The unmagnetized nature of Mars's magnetosphere means that the solar wind stand off distance from the
Martian subsolar point can be comparable to typical plasma length scales there (e.g., the proton gyroradius),
and it has long been expected that solar wind energy may be directly deposited to the upper ionosphere
via wave-particle interactions induced by the solar wind interaction with the planetary obstacle (Cloutier
et al., 1969; Cloutier & Daniell, 1979; Ergun et al., 2006; Moses et al., 1988). The heating of ionospheric
superthermal electrons via magnetic pumping, as reported in this study, demonstrates one plausible energy
deposition mechanism. Additional studies are needed to fully quantify the importance of this heating.

Whistler waves have also been observed at the boundary between the shocked solar wind plasma and the
dayside upper ionosphere at Venus (Scarf et al., 1979; Strangeway & Russell, 1996). Observed wave power
substantially decreased as the spacecraft traversed from the shocked solar wind into the upper ionosphere,
and it has been suggested that these whistler waves are damped as they heat ionospheric electrons via Lan-
dau damping (Scarf et al., 1980; Taylor et al., 1979). More recent analysis has however questioned how
efficient such damping would be at heating the ionosphere. Szegö et al. (1991) noted that the magnetic field
is typically in a draped configuration at the top of the Venusian ionosphere, meaning that the magnetic field
is to first-order horizontal relative to the upper ionospheric boundary, and whistler waves (which tend to
carry energy parallel to the magnetic field) would be unable to penetrate far into the ionosphere. Such lim-
itations also apply at Mars, however, the study presented here demonstrates that the large-scale magnetic
compressions are able to generate whistler waves at ever greater depths in the ionosphere because the com-
pressive wave fronts travel perpendicular to the draped magnetic field. Such a mechanism could explain
the Venus observations and to our knowledge, has not been proposed before. Although few studies exist,
magnetosonic waves have been observed at the Venusian bow shock (Shan et al., 2014), and more work is
needed to investigate the feasibility of this mechanism.

6. Conclusions
The unmagnetized nature of the Martian magnetosphere leads to a complex interaction between the plan-
etary ionosphere and the solar wind. We have presented observations of large-scale magnetosonic waves
(likely produced by the Mars-solar wind interaction) propagating into the Martian upper ionosphere. An ear-
lier study of the event presented here demonstrated that such large-scale waves were able to directly heat the
heavy, cold ionospheric ions (Fowler et al., 2018). This study demonstrates that these magnetosonic waves
are also able to heat ionospheric superthermal electrons via the magnetic pumping mechanism described
by, for example, Lichko et al. (2017) and Borovsky et al. (2017). The large-scale compressive wave fronts
modulate the superthermal electron pitch angle distribution via conservation of the first magnetic adia-
batic invariant, leading to the generation of whistler waves. When plasma conditions allow for efficient
wave-particle interactions (as is the case in this study), the induced whistlers act back on the superthermal
electron population, and pitch angle diffusion acts to reduce the temperature anisotropy between Tperp and
Tpara. This pitch angle diffusion breaks the adiabaticity of the large- scale magnetosonic wave and leads to
heating of the superthermal electrons during magnetic decompression. The observed phase shift between
the ratio of perpendicular-to-parallel superthermal electron temperatures, and the compressive wave fronts,
also supports this heating mechanism. In the presented case study the superthermal electron temperature
was enhanced from ∼5 eV up to 7–8 eV when plasma conditions were supportive of efficient pitch angle
diffusion.

The observed coupling between the solar wind and Mars's upper ionosphere provides a topside ionospheric
energy influx, which has long been predicted to be an important factor in explaining observed enhanced
electron temperatures in the Martian (and Venusian) upper ionospheres. Future work is needed to fully
quantify the importance of this magnetic pumping and heating mechanism at both bodies.

References
Adam, J. (1987). Review of tokamak plasma heating by wave damping in the ion cyclotron range of frequency. Plasma Physics and Controlled

Fusion, 29(4), 443.
Agapitov, O., Artemyev, A. V., Mourenas, D., Mozer, F., & Krasnoselskikh, V. (2015). Nonlinear local parallel acceleration of electrons

through Landau trapping by oblique whistler mode waves in the outer radiation belt. Geophysical Research Letters, 42, 10,140–10,149.
https://doi.org/10.1002/2015GL066887

Agapitov, O., Drake, J. F., Vasko, I., Mozer, F. S., Artemyev, A., Krasnoselskikh, V., et al. (2018). Nonlinear electrostatic steepening of
whistler waves: The guiding factors and dynamics in inhomogeneous systems. Geophysical Research Letters, 45, 2168–2176. https://doi.
org/10.1002/2017GL076957

Acknowledgments
Work at SSL and LASP was supported
by NASA funding for the MAVEN
project through the Mars Exploration
Program under Grant NNH10CC04C.
The work of O. V. Agapitov was
supported by NASA Grant
80NSSC19K0848 and NSF Grant
1914670. Data used in this study are
available on the NASA Planetary Data
System (https://pds.nasa.gov/).

FOWLER ET AL. MAGNETIC PUMPING AT MARS 8 of 10

https://doi.org/10.1002/2015GL066887
https://doi.org/10.1002/2017GL076957
https://doi.org/10.1002/2017GL076957
https://pds.nasa.gov/


Geophysical Research Letters 10.1029/2019GL086408

Agapitov, O., Mourenas, D., Artemyev, A., Hospodarsky, G., & Bonnell, J. (2019). Time scales for electron quasi-linear diffusion by
lower-band chorus waves: The effects of 𝜔pe/Ωce dependence on geomagnetic activity. Geophysical Research Letters, 46, 6178–6187.
https://doi.org/10.1029/2019GL083446

Agapitov, O. V., Mourenas, D., Artemyev, A. V., & Mozer, F. S. (2016). Exclusion principle for very oblique and parallel lower band chorus
waves. Geophysical Research Letters, 43, 11,112–11,120. https://doi.org/10.1002/2016GL071250

Andersson, L., Ergun, R., Delory, G., Eriksson, A., Westfall, J., Reed, H., et al. (2015). The Langmuir probe and waves (LPW) instrument
for MAVEN. Space Science Reviews, 195(1-4), 173–198.

André, M., & Yau, A. (1997). Theories and observations of ion energization and outflow in the high latitude magnetosphere. Space Science
Reviews, 80(1-2), 27–48.

Artemyev, A., Agapitov, O., Mourenas, D., Krasnoselskikh, V., & Mozer, F. (2015). Wave energy budget analysis in the Earth's radiation
belts uncovers a missing energy. Nature Communications, 6, 7143.

Artemyev, A., Agapitov, O., Mourenas, D., Krasnoselskikh, V., Shastun, V., & Mozer, F. (2016). Oblique whistler-mode waves in the Earth's
inner magnetosphere: Energy distribution, origins, and role in radiation belt dynamics. Space Science Reviews, 200(1-4), 261–355.

Artemyev, A. V., Mourenas, D., Agapitov, O. V., & Krasnoselskikh, V. V. (2013). Parametric validations of analytical lifetime estimates for
radiation belt electron diffusion by whistler waves. Annales Geophysicae, 31(4), 599–624. https://doi.org/10.5194/angeo-31-599-2013

Barker, A., Li, X., & Selesnick, R. (2005). Modeling the radiation belt electrons with radial diffusion driven by the solar wind. Space Weather,
3, S10003. https://doi.org/10.1029/2004SW000118

Borovsky, J. E., & Hansen, P. J. (1990). The magnetic pumping of plasmas with sawtooth waveforms. Physics of Fluids B: Plasma Physics,
2(6), 1114–1127.

Borovsky, J. E., Horne, R. B., & Meredith, N. P. (2017). The contribution of compressional magnetic pumping to the energization of
the Earth's outer electron radiation belt during high-speed stream-driven storms. Journal of Geophysical Research: Space Physics, 122,
12,072–12,089. https://doi.org/10.1002/2017JA024607

Brautigam, D., & Albert, J. (2000). Radial diffusion analysis of outer radiation belt electrons during the October 9, 1990, magnetic storm.
Journal of Geophysical Research, 105(A1), 291–309.

Chen, R., Cravens, T., & Nagy, A. (1978). The Martian ionosphere in light of the Viking observations. Journal of Geophysical Research,
83(A8), 3871–3876.

Choi, Y., Kim, J., Min, K., Nagy, A., & Oyama, K. (1998). Effect of the magnetic field on the energetics of Mars ionosphere. Geophysical
Research Letters, 25(14), 2753–2756.

Cloutier, P., & Daniell, R. Jr. (1979). An electrodynamic model of the solar wind interaction with the ionospheres of Mars and Venus.
Planetary and Space Science, 27(8), 1111–1121.

Cloutier, P., McElroy, M., & Michel, F. (1969). Modification of the Martian ionosphere by the solar wind. Journal of Geophysical Research,
74(26), 6215–6228.

Connerney, J. E. P., Espley, J., Lawton, P., Murphy, S., Odom, J., Oliversen, R., & Sheppard, D. (2015). The MAVEN magnetic field
investigation. Space Science Reviews, 195, 257–291. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11214-015-0169-4

Cui, J., Galand, M., Zhang, S., Vigren, E., & Zou, H. (2015). The electron thermal structure in the dayside Martian ionosphere implied by
the MGS radio occultation data. Journal of Geophysical Research: Planets, 120, 278–286. https://doi.org/10.1002/2014JE004726

Drake, J. F., Agapitov, O. V., & Mozer, F. S. (2015). The development of a bursty precipitation front with intense localized parallel electric
fields driven by whistler waves. Geophysical Research Letters, 42, 2563–2570. https://doi.org/10.1002/2015GL063528

Ergun, R., Andersson, L., Peterson, W., Brain, D., Delory, G., Mitchell, D., et al. (2006). Role of plasma waves in Mars' atmospheric loss.
Geophysical Research Letters, 33, L14103. https://doi.org/10.1029/2006GL025785

Ergun, R. E., Morooka, M. W., Andersson, L. A., Fowler, C. M., Delory, G. T., Andrews, D. J., et al. (2015). Dayside electron temperature
and density profiles at Mars: First results from the MAVEN Langmuir probe and waves instrument. Geophysical Research Letters, 42,
8846–8853. https://doi.org/10.1002/2015GL065280

Fowler, C., Andersson, L., Ergun, R., Harada, Y., Hara, T., Collinson, G., et al. (2018). MAVEN observations of solar wind-driven magne-
tosonic waves heating the Martian dayside ionosphere. Journal of Geophysical Research: Space Physics, 123, 4129–4149. https://doi.org/
10.1029/2018JA025208

Fowler, C. M., Andersson, L., Halekas, J., Espley, J. R., Mazelle, C., Coughlin, E. R., et al. (2017). Electric and magnetic variations in the
near-Mars environment. Journal of Geophysical Research: Space Physics, 122, 8536–8559. https://doi.org/10.1002/2016JA023411

Fox, J. L. (1988). Heating efficiencies in the thermosphere of Venus reconsidered. Planetary and space science, 36(1), 37–46.
Fox, J. L., & Dalgarno, A. (1979). Ionization, luminosity, and heating of the upper atmosphere of Mars. Journal of Geophysical Research,

84(A12), 7315–7333.
Gary, S. P., & Wang, J. (1996). Whistler instability: Electron anisotropy upper bound. Journal of Geophysical Research, 101(A5),

10,749–10,754.
Hanson, W., & Mantas, G. (1988). Viking electron temperature measurements: Evidence for a magnetic field in the Martian ionosphere.

Journal of Geophysical Research, 93(A7), 7538–7544.
Horne, R., Glauert, S., & Thorne, R. (2003). Resonant diffusion of radiation belt electrons by whistler-mode chorus. Geophysical Research

Letters, 30(9), 1493. https://doi.org/10.1029/2003GL016963
Horne, R. B., Thorne, R. M., Glauert, S. A., Albert, J. M., Meredith, N. P., & Anderson, R. R. (2005). Timescale for radiation belt electron

acceleration by whistler mode chorus waves. Journal of Geophysical Research, 110, A03225. https://doi.org/10.1029/2004JA010811
Jakosky, B. M., Lin, R., Grebowsky, J., Luhmann, J., Mitchell, D., Beutelschies, G., et al. (2015). The Mars atmosphere and volatile evolution

(MAVEN) mission. Space Science Reviews, 195(1-4), 3–48.
Kennel, C. F., & Petschek, H. (1966). Limit on stably trapped particle fluxes. Journal of Geophysical Research, 71(1), 1–28.
Laroussi, M., & Roth, J. R. (1989). Theory of first-order plasma heating by collisional magnetic pumping. Physics of Fluids B: Plasma Physics,

1(5), 1034–1041.
Li, W., Mourenas, D., Artemyev, A., Agapitov, O., Bortnik, J., Albert, J., et al. (2014). Evidence of stronger pitch angle scattering loss caused

by oblique whistler-mode waves as compared with quasi-parallel waves. Geophysical Research Letters, 41, 6063–6070. https://doi.org/10.
1002/2014GL061260

Lichko, E., Egedal, J., Daughton, W., & Kasper, J. (2017). Magnetic pumping as a source of particle heating and power-law distributions in
the solar wind. Astrophysical Journal Letters, 850(2), L28.

Lundin, R., Winningham, D., Barabash, S., Frahm, R., Andersson, H., Holmström, M., et al. (2006). Ionospheric plasma acceleration at
Mars: ASPERA-3 results. Icarus, 182(2), 308–319.

Lyons, L. R., Thorne, R. M., & Kennel, C. F. (1972). Pitch-angle diffusion of radiation belt electrons within the plasmasphere. Journal of
Geophysical Research, 77(19), 3455–3474.

FOWLER ET AL. MAGNETIC PUMPING AT MARS 9 of 10

https://doi.org/10.1029/2019GL083446
https://doi.org/10.1002/2016GL071250
https://doi.org/10.5194/angeo-31-599-2013
https://doi.org/10.1029/2004SW000118
https://doi.org/10.1002/2017JA024607
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11214-015-0169-4
https://doi.org/10.1002/2014JE004726
https://doi.org/10.1002/2015GL063528
https://doi.org/10.1029/2006GL025785
https://doi.org/10.1002/2015GL065280
https://doi.org/10.1029/2018JA025208
https://doi.org/10.1029/2018JA025208
https://doi.org/10.1002/2016JA023411
https://doi.org/10.1029/2003GL016963
https://doi.org/10.1029/2004JA010811
https://doi.org/10.1002/2014GL061260
https://doi.org/10.1002/2014GL061260


Geophysical Research Letters 10.1029/2019GL086408

Matta, M., Galand, M., Moore, L., Mendillo, M., & Withers, P. (2014). Numerical simulations of ion and electron temperatures in the
ionosphere of Mars: Multiple ions and diurnal variations. Icarus, 227, 78–88.

McFadden, J., Kortmann, O., Curtis, D., Dalton, G., Johnson, G., Abiad, R., et al. (2015). MAVEN Suprathermal and thermal ion compostion
(STATIC) instrument. Space Science Reviews, 195(1-4), 199–256.

Mitchell, D., Mazelle, C., Sauvaud, J.-A., Thocaven, J.-J., Rouzaud, J., Fedorov, A., et al. (2016). The MAVEN solar wind electron analyzer.
Space Science Reviews, 200(1-4), 495–528.

Miyoshi, Y., Jordanova, V., Morioka, A., Thomsen, M., Reeves, G., Evans, D., & Green, J. (2006). Observations and modeling of energetic
electron dynamics during the October 2001 storm. Journal of Geophysical Research, 111, A11S02. https://doi.org/10.1029/2005JA011351

Miyoshi, Y., Morioka, A., Misawa, H., Obara, T., Nagai, T., & Kasahara, Y. (2003). Rebuilding process of the outer radiation belt during the
3 November 1993 magnetic storm: NOAA and Exos-D observations. Journal of Geophysical Research, 108(A1), 1004. https://doi.org/10.
1029/2001JA007542

Morschhauser, A., Lesur, V., & Grott, M. (2014). A spherical harmonic model of the lithospheric magnetic field of Mars. Journal of
Geophysical Research: Planets, 119, 1162–1188. https://doi.org/10.1002/2013JE004555

Moses, S., Coroniti, F., & Scarf, F. (1988). Expectations for the microphysics of the Mars-solar wind interaction. Geophysical Research Letters,
15(5), 429–432.

Mourenas, D., Artemyev, A., Agapitov, O., Krasnoselskikh, V., & Mozer, F. (2015). Very oblique whistler generation by low-energy electron
streams. Journal of Geophysical Research: Space Physics, 120, 3665–3683. https://doi.org/10.1002/2015JA021135

Porkolab, M., Lloyd, B., Takase, Y., Bonoli, P., Fiore, C., Gandy, R., et al. (1984). High-power electron Landau-heating experiments in the
lower hybrid frequency range in a tokamak plasma. Physical Review Letters, 53(13), 1229.

Sakai, S., Andersson, L., Cravens, T. E., Mitchell, D. L., Mazelle, C., Rahmati, A., et al. (2016). Electron energetics in the Martian dayside
ionosphere: Model comparisons with MAVEN data. Journal of Geophysical Research: Space Physics, 121, 7049–7066. https://doi.org/10.
1002/2016JA022782

Sakai, S., Rahmati, A., Mitchell, D. L., Cravens, T. E., Bougher, S. W., Mazelle, C., et al. (2015). Model insights into energetic photoelectrons
measured at Mars by MAVEN. Geophysical Research Letters, 42, 8894–8900. https://doi.org/10.1002/2015GL065169

Scarf, F., Taylor, W., & Green, I. (1979). Plasma waves near Venus: Initial observations. Science, 203(4382), 748–750.
Scarf, F., Taylor, W., Russell, C., & Elphic, R. (1980). Pioneer Venus plasma wave observations: The solar wind-Venus interaction. Journal

of Geophysical Research, 85(A13), 7599–7612.
Schunk, R., & Nagy, A. (2009). Ionospheres: Physics, plasma physics, and chemistry. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.
Seo, S.-H., Chung, C., & Chang, H.-Y. (2000). Review of heating mechanism in inductively coupled plasma. Surface and Coatings Technology,

131(1-3), 1–11.
Shan, L., Lu, Q., Wu, M., Gao, X., Huang, C., Zhang, T., & Wang, S. (2014). Transmission of large-amplitude ULF waves through a

quasi-parallel shock at Venus. Journal of Geophysical Research: Space Physics, 119, 237–245. https://doi.org/10.1002/2013JA019396
Strangeway, R. J., & Russell, C. T. (1996). Plasma waves and field-aligned currents in the Venus plasma mantle. Journal of Geophysical

Research, 101(A8), 17,313–17,324.
Summers, D., Thorne, R. M., & Xiao, F. (1998). Relativistic theory of wave-particle resonant diffusion with application to electron

acceleration in the magnetosphere. Journal of Geophysical Research, 103(A9), 20,487–20,500.
Szegö, K., Shapiro, V., Shevchenko, V., Sagdeev, R., Kasprzak, W., & Nagy, A. (1991). Physical processes in the plasma mantle of Venus.

Geophysical Research Letters, 18(12), 2305–2308.
Taylor, W., Scarf, F., Russell, C., & Brace, L. (1979). Absorption of whistler mode waves in the ionosphere of Venus. Science, 205(4401),

112–114.
Torr, M. R., Richards, P., & Torr, D. (1980). A new determination of the ultraviolet heating efficiency of the thermosphere. Journal of

Geophysical Research, 85(A12), 6819–6826.

FOWLER ET AL. MAGNETIC PUMPING AT MARS 10 of 10

https://doi.org/10.1029/2005JA011351
https://doi.org/10.1029/2001JA007542
https://doi.org/10.1029/2001JA007542
https://doi.org/10.1002/2013JE004555
https://doi.org/10.1002/2015JA021135
https://doi.org/10.1002/2016JA022782
https://doi.org/10.1002/2016JA022782
https://doi.org/10.1002/2015GL065169
https://doi.org/10.1002/2013JA019396

	Abstract


<<
  /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 /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends false
  /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 true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Remove
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages false
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth 8
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /FlateEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages false
  /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 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages false
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth 8
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /FlateEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages false
  /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 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages false
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /PDFX1a:2001
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck true
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError false
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (Euroscale Coated v2)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier (FOGRA1)
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName (http://www.color.org)
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<
    /CHS <>
    /CHT <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA (Utilizzare queste impostazioni per creare documenti Adobe PDF che devono essere conformi o verificati in base a PDF/X-1a:2001, uno standard ISO per lo scambio di contenuto grafico. Per ulteriori informazioni sulla creazione di documenti PDF compatibili con PDF/X-1a, consultare la Guida dell'utente di Acrobat. I documenti PDF creati possono essere aperti con Acrobat e Adobe Reader 4.0 e versioni successive.)
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die moeten worden gecontroleerd of moeten voldoen aan PDF/X-1a:2001, een ISO-standaard voor het uitwisselen van grafische gegevens. Raadpleeg de gebruikershandleiding van Acrobat voor meer informatie over het maken van PDF-documenten die compatibel zijn met PDF/X-1a. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 4.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENG (Modified PDFX1a settings for Blackwell publications)
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents that are to be checked or must conform to PDF/X-1a:2001, an ISO standard for graphic content exchange.  For more information on creating PDF/X-1a compliant PDF documents, please refer to the Acrobat User Guide.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 4.0 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 /HighResolution
      >>
      /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


