
Whistler mode waves upstream of Saturn
A. H. Sulaiman1 , D. A. Gurnett1 , J. S. Halekas1 , J. N. Yates2 , W. S. Kurth1 , and
M. K. Dougherty2

1Department of Physics and Astronomy, University of Iowa, Iowa City, Iowa, USA, 2Space and Atmospheric Physics, Blackett
Laboratory, Imperial College London, London, UK

Abstract Whistler mode waves are generated within and can propagate upstream of collisionless shocks.
They are known to play a role in electron thermodynamics/acceleration and, under certain conditions, are
markedly observed as wave trains preceding the shock ramp. In this paper, we take advantage of Cassini’s
presence at ~10 AU to explore the importance of whistler mode waves in a parameter regime typically
characterized by higher Mach number (median of ~14) shocks, as well as a significantly different
interplanetary magnetic field structure, compared to near Earth. We identify electromagnetic precursors
preceding a small subset of bow shock crossings with properties which are consistent with whistler mode
waves. We find these monochromatic, low-frequency, and circularly polarized waves to have a typical
frequency range of 0.2–0.4 Hz in the spacecraft frame. This is due to the lower ion and electron cyclotron
frequencies near Saturn, between which whistler waves can develop. The waves are also observed as
predominantly right handed in the spacecraft frame, the opposite sense to what is typically observed near
Earth. This is attributed to the weaker Doppler shift, owing to the large angle between the solar wind velocity
and magnetic field vectors at 10 AU. Our results on the low occurrence of whistler waves upstream of Saturn
also underpin the predominantly supercritical bow shock of Saturn.

1. Introduction

Whistler mode waves are low-frequency, right-handed, and circularly polarized electromagnetic waves. They
obey a dispersion relation in a two-fluid model which is restricted to the frequency range between the ion
and electron cyclotron frequencies, i.e., fci ≲ f≪ fce [Gurnett, 1995]. For decades, whistlers have been found
in planetary systems deep in the magnetosphere [e.g., Wu et al., 1983] and upstream of the bow shock alike
[e.g., Fairfield, 1974]. In the latter, they are observed as precursors which grow from the nonlinear steepening
of right-handed waves as the length scale shortens (k increases). The direction of disturbances that lead to a
whistler mode transition between the upstream and downstream orientations was found to be consistent
with the magnetic field noncoplanarity component within the shock layer [Thomsen et al., 1987].

Whistler precursors, in principle, are associatedwith low-Mach number shockwaves dominated by dispersion.
In contributing to limiting the steepening of a (fast)magnetosonicwave, whistlers carry energy from the shock
into the upstream region since they can propagate faster than the magnetohydrodynamic waves. The signa-
ture for such shocks is manifested as a wave train in the magnetic field preceding the ramp, with a length
scale several times greater than the shock thickness. There is, in concert with the dispersion, an associated
dissipation understood to be Landau damping from the interaction of electrons and the parallel electric field
of the whistler precursor [Mellott and Greenstadt, 1984]. Sundkvist et al. [2012] experimentally found the whis-
tlers’ Poynting flux to be directed upstream, starting at the ramp, thereby revealing the inherent connection
of these waves to the dispersive shock structure.

There are two critical Mach numbers associated with quasi-perpendicular collisionless shocks. The first
represents the upper limit in solar wind flow speed at which the shock has the capacity to sufficiently dis-
sipate the incident flow by anomalous resistivity and/or wave dispersion [Marshall, 1955; Kennel et al., 1985].
Above this, the shock adopts an alternative mechanism, namely, ion reflection, to convert the excess ram
energy into thermal energy [Paschmann et al., 1981; Treumann, 2009]. The second critical Mach number,
Mw, corresponds to the maximum propagation speed at which dispersive whistlers can stand upstream.
This is given by

Mw ¼ K
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r
cosθBn (1)
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where mp and me are the proton and electron masses respectively and θBn is the acute angle the upstream
magnetic field makes with the local shock normal (pointing upstream) [Krasnoselskikh et al., 2002]. The
constant K depends on the propagation speed in question: ½ for the phase speed, vp, and √27/8 for the group
speed, vg. There also exists a nonlinear variant of Mw above which a quasi-stationary whistler wave train is
unstable and marks the transition to nonstationary behavior of the shock front [Krasnoselskikh et al., 2002,
2013; Lobzin et al., 2007]. For the purpose of this work, we cannot experimentally make a distinction between
the three Mw and shall use the group speed Mw.

The first observations of whistler mode waves upstream of a bow shock took place at Earth [Fairfield and
Feldman, 1975] and further observations at other planets followed at Mercury [Fairfield and Behannon, 1976],
Venus [Orlowski and Russell, 1991], and Saturn [Orlowski et al., 1992]. Russell [2007] conducted a comparative
review on whistlers upstream of planetary bow shocks that revealed the dependence of their frequency on
heliocentric distance. The author found amonotonic decrease of the (peak) frequency of whistlermodewaves
with the decreasing magnetic field strengths upstream of Mercury, Venus, Earth, and Saturn. Moreover, the
wave amplitude was shown to decay with distance from the shock (toward upstream) with Landau damping
expected to be responsible. Whistlers have also been observed upstream of asteroids [Gurnett, 1995], interpla-
netary shocks [Wilson et al., 2012], and near lunar crustal magnetic sources [Halekas et al., 2006] underlining
their ubiquity in collisionless space plasmas.

In this paper, we have studied crossings of Saturn’s bow shock between 2007 and 2014 by the Cassini space-
craft to assess the occurrence of whistler waves upstream of quasi-perpendicular shocks. We seek to identify,
compare, and explain the differences between their properties in the unique conditions of the solar wind at
10 AU and the more familiar near-Earth space.

2. Data and Observations

We have identified 401 out of the 425 shock crossings as quasi-perpendicular (i.e., θBn ≥ 45°) and estimated
the Alfvén Mach number, MA, for each. The shock normal directions were determined geometrically using
a semiempirical model byWent et al. [2011]. The reliability of this approach was confirmed using multispace-
craft timing by Horbury et al. [2001] at the terrestrial bow shock. The detailed methods used to determine the
shock normal and MA at Saturn can be found in Sulaiman et al. [2016]. The high probability of Saturn’s bow
shock to have a quasi-perpendicular configuration is by virtue of the Parker spiral. The angle the interplane-
tary magnetic field (IMF) makes with the Sun-planet line increases with heliocentric distance, such that at
10 AU the angle between the upstream IMF and Saturn’s (dayside) bow shock is usually large. The data pre-
sented in this paper are from Cassini’s fluxgate magnetometer [Dougherty et al., 2004] with a sampling rate of
up to 8Hz. The coordinate system is the Cartesian Kronocentric Solar Magnetic defined as Saturn centered
with a positive x toward the Sun, z in the plane containing x and Saturn’s magnetic axis in the northward
sense, and y completing the right-handed system. Evidence for whistler mode waves was also checked using
the search coil of the Radio and Plasma Wave Science (RPWS) instrument [Gurnett et al., 2004].

Figure 1 plots the root-mean-square (RMS) of the components of the magnetic field intervals (~5min)
upstream, i.e., preceding the ramp and foot and up to the steady IMF, of each quasi-perpendicular shock
crossing against MA/Mw. The critical Mach number (MA/Mw= 1) is indicated, separating the subcritical
(MA<Mw) from the supercritical (MA>Mw) classes. The fluctuations in the intervals, from which the RMS
values were calculated, were band pass filtered between the frequency range fci< f< fN, where fci and fN
are the ion cyclotron and Nyquist frequencies [Oka et al., 2006]. This frequency range corresponds to that
at which whistler waves are expected to be identified in Saturn’s foreshock based on the dispersion relation
and limited by the sampling rate. Consistent with the theory of the whistler critical Mach number, the RMS
exhibits a general trend that falls dramatically near the MA/Mw= 1 boundary. Continuous shock motion in
response to the unsteady nature of the solar wind is likely to be the main reason that the sharp drop is not
exactly coincident with the critical Mach number. The main errors stem from the sensitivity to θBn which
increase rapidly as θBn→ 90°, as can be seen from equation (1). A single spacecraft means that additional
errors are induced by shock motion which cannot be minimized; nonetheless, a large sample size as such
should reveal an underlying general trend among the intrinsic variability. Observationally, this technique is
successful in separating shocks into classes of subcritical to supercritical regimes with respect to the second
(whistler) critical Mach number [e.g., Oka et al. [2006]]. It is clear that the predominant state of Saturn’s bow
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shock is supercritical with respect to both the first and second (whistler) critical Mach numbers [Sulaiman
et al., 2015]. This is by virtue of both a higher Mach number in the upstream solar wind and more strongly
perpendicular shocks.

Since Cassini is a single spacecraft, we are restricted to determining the properties of whistlers in the space-
craft frame instead of the more convenient plasma rest frame. This leads to a Doppler shift being imposed on
the frequencies and polarizations measured. The extent of the Doppler shift’s effect on the handedness
depends on both vp and the angle, θkV, between the wave vector, k, and the upstream solar wind vector,
VSW. Assuming that they are generated at the shock, whistler waves can only be detected in the spacecraft
frame when vg> VSW; i.e., the speed of the information can overcome the downstream-traveling solar wind.
The polarization is observed as the intrinsic right hand when vp> VSW. Conversely, the polarization is left
handed when vp< VSW since while the information is still able to propagate upstream, the phases are swept
past the spacecraft and reversed by the more dominant VSW. Note that in the dispersion relation,
vg> vp always.

We have identified 24 crossings with a monochromatic wave train upstream, all in or near the subcritical
regime. Figure 2 (top) is an example of a 10min magnetic field time series with a 5 s moving average overlaid.
The shock is subcritical with an estimated MA/Mw= 0.8. The upstream wave train (underlined by the dashed
line) is background subtracted in Figure 2 (middle), and minimum variance analysis is used to transform the
coordinate system into the principal axes [Sonnerup and Cahill, 1967]. The diagonal variance matrix yields
three eigenvalues, λ1,2,3, whose eigenvectors correspond to the directions of maximum, intermediate, and
minimum variances, respectively. The ratios of the eigenvalues are such that λ1/λ2~ 1 indicates a nearly
circularly polarized wave and λ2/λ3> 10 indicates a well-defined propagation direction (note that the
minimum variance eigenvector corresponds to that direction). Figure 2 (bottom row) present hodograms
along the directions of the minimum and maximum variance eigenvectors, respectively. Taking into account
the mean magnetic field, the propagation direction with respect to the magnetic field, θkB, is inferred as

Figure 1. RMS of the components of the upstream magnetic field versus MA/MW where MW is the critical Mach number
above which whistler waves cannot propagate upstream. Dashed line marks the critical MA/MW = 1 separating the sub-
critical (MA<Mw) from the supercritical (MA>Mw) classes.
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33� 2° and with respect to the solar wind vector, θkV, as 64� 2° (the propagation direction is ambiguous in
sign, so all angles are referenced to the range of 0–90°). The wave is right-handed polarized with respect to
the mean magnetic field with a peak frequency 0.26Hz in the spacecraft frame. We have identified ~5% of
the total shock crossings to exhibit whistler signatures. The peak frequencies (of maximum power) were
distinct in the power spectrum of the magnetic field; however, this frequency range was too low to be picked
up by the search coil.

3. Results and Discussion

Figure 3a presents the distribution of the peak frequencies recorded in the spacecraft frame and plotted
against the angle, θkV, between the inferred propagation direction and solar wind velocity. The solar wind
velocity vector is defined as antiparallel to the Sun-Saturn line. This is a good enough approximation since
the angle of aberration at Saturn is only ~1°. The negative frequencies indicate left-handed polarization in
the spacecraft frame. We observe 70% of the frequencies in the right-handed sense, having a median θkV
of 71° (solid line) with 25th and 75th percentiles of 64° and 75° (dashed lines), respectively. The minority of
frequencies in the left-handed sense have a median θkV of 58° with 25th and 75th percentiles of 38° and
65°, respectively. This separation between handedness and size of θkV can be explained by the extent of
the Doppler shift imposed on the whistler waves. The Doppler shift is maximum when the waves propagate
exactly antiparallel to the solar wind. With increasing θkV, the action of the solar wind in reversing the
handedness becomes less effective since the component of the solar wind vector antiparallel to the whistler

Figure 2. (top) Magnetic field (black) and averaged (red) time series of a subcritical quasi-perpendicular Saturnian shock.
(middle) Upstream interval, underlined by dashed line, transformed into directions of maximum (B1), intermediate (B2),
and minimum (B3) variances. (bottom row) Hodograms of the interval and power spectrum.
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propagation direction decreases. The handedness is thus more likely to be observed in its intrinsic right-
hand polarization. This is in contrast with what is seen in the near-Earth space where the majority of obser-
vations are left handed [e.g., Halekas et al., 2006; Russell, 2007]. This was attributed to the typical θkV of ~45°
at 1 AU.

In Figure 3b, we plot the distributions of two more angles, θBV and θkB, the former defined as the angle
between the magnetic field and solar wind velocity vector. The Parker spiral is corroborated by the near-
perpendicular θBV with a median of 83°. The distribution of θkB indicates that whistler waves propagate close
to the magnetic field direction with a median of 33°. This is supported by both theory and simulations which
demonstrate that whistlers are able to propagate closer to the magnetic field [Gurnett, 1995].

Russell [2007] presented a set of power spectra revealing the peak frequencies of whistler waves upstream of
each planet to decrease with heliocentric distance. This can be explained by the dispersion relation for
whistler waves. For a cold proton-electron plasma, the phase and group speeds of whistlers derived from
the dispersion relation are given by [Stix, 1962].

vp ≡
ω
k
¼ c

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
ωωce

p
ωpe

(2a)

vg ≡
∂ω
∂k

¼ 2vp (2b)

Figure 4 presents this relationship graphically. The dispersion relations of the right-handed whistler branch
are shown for typical conditions upstream of the Earth and Saturn. The number density and magnetic field
used are 5 cm�3 and 5 nT for the Earth and 0.5 cm�3 and 1 nT for Saturn. The dispersion relations are in
the form of phase and group speeds with respect to frequency, restricted to the ion and electron cyclotron
frequencies for each planet. The lowest speeds are marked by the Alfvén speed with a lower speed at Saturn
than at the Earth. This translates to a higher Alfvén Mach number at Saturn, assuming a constant solar wind

Figure 3. (a) Distribution of frequencies, separated by handedness, against θkV. (there is a sign ambiguity, so all angles are
referenced to the range 0–90°). (b) Distribution of θkB and θBV..
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speed. Overlaid on the phase and group speeds is the Doppler shift imposed by the solar wind for two cases
θkV=0° and 65°. The former is an end case where the Doppler shift effect is at a maximum. This is more likely
at the Earth, though not necessarily the most typical (observationally a median of ~30° [Russell, 2007]). The
latter is what was inferred at Saturn. The combination of the upstream state of the solar wind and the
geometry of the Parker spiral determines the peak frequency. The upstream density and magnetic field set
the limits of the frequency range in which whistlers can propagate. This leads to a leftward and downward
shift of the phase and group speeds from the Earth to Saturn.

As described above, whistlers propagating upstream must compete against the downstream-traveling solar
wind. The group velocity at which whistlers can propagate upstream is marked by the interception between
the solar wind speed and group speed in Figure 4. For each planet, whistlers are able to propagate upstream

for any frequency rightward of this point (i.e., vg> VSW·
_

k ), as labeled by the solid arrows. Furthermore, the
polarization depends on the interception between the solar wind speed and phase speed. The polarization
is reversed leftward of this point, but always to the right of vg, such that the information reaches the space-
craft but the phases are swept away downstream. Conversely, the polarization is unchanged rightward of this
point where the phases are able to overcome the solar wind’s Doppler shift. The median peak frequency for
the subset of right-handed observations was higher at 0.35Hz compared to 0.28 Hz for the left handed. This is
consistent with Figure 4 where the range of frequencies above vp is higher than the range of frequencies
between vg and vp. Figure 4 also seeks to explain the lower peak frequency at Saturn which has a typical value
between 0.3 and 0.4 Hz in the spacecraft frame, in contrast with 1Hz at Earth. With increasing heliocentric
distance, whistler waves are able to radiate upstream forming a precursor wave train at a lower group speed
since vg∝ √ω. This frequency represents the shortest wavelength capable of standing in the flow. We note
that while the dispersion relation is for a cold plasma, i.e., more applicable at 10 AU where the species
temperatures are significantly lower, it is strictly in the plasma frame. Thus, we use the dispersion relation
to qualitatively explain the difference in frequencies.

Figure 4. Dispersion relation for whistlers in a proton-electron cold plasma with typical conditions at Earth (red) and Saturn
(black). Group, vg, and phase, vp, velocities are plotted as a function of frequency for each planet between their respective
ion and electron cyclotron frequencies. The blue plot is the Doppler shift imposed by the solar wind for different θkV.
The solid blue arrow represents the range of frequencies over which whistlers can propagate upstream for the given θkV.
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In the context of dissipation, Landau damping is understood to be responsible. Whistlers are capable of inter-
acting with electrons via trapping, which consequently leads to electron heating [Burgess and Scholer, 2015].
Simulations reveal βe (ratio of electron thermal to magnetic pressures) to be a control parameter with higher
valuesmaking Landau dampingmore important [Liewer et al., 1991]. Unlike theMach number, β increases only
marginally between 1 and 10AU; hence, we donot expect Landau damping to play a significantly larger role at
Saturn’s bow shock. The propagation angle to the magnetic field is also a factor with stronger damping at
greater θkB according to Landau resonance theory. The observations suggest that the small θkB measured is
likely to allow the whistler waves to travel an appreciable distance upstream before being Landau damped.
Despite these consistencies, we note that they are not exclusive to the interpretation of Landau damping.
Other contributors to dissipation have been proposed such as amplification of the waves by large pitch angle
backstreaming electrons and the influence of scattering by ion acoustic turbulence [Burgess and Scholer, 2015].

The shock conservation relations dictate that the higher the Mach number, the more dissipation must take
place within (and near) a collisionless shock in order to balance the energies upstream and downstream. The
means by which the shock achieves this, as well as the partitioning of dissipative energy among different
species, is beyond this classical framework. It has beenwell established that particle dynamics play a crucial role
in achieving this dissipation [Paschmann et al., 1981]. A fraction of incoming ions is decelerated and reflected
back upstream by the shock’s potential barrier. These reflected ions return to the shock after a partial gyration
and are eventually transmitted with a strong perpendicular component of their velocity thus increasing the
kinetic temperature of their distribution. Ion reflection almost always takes place at Saturn’s bow shock, and
recent observations have indicated that shock reformation occurs as a result [Sulaiman et al., 2015].
Observations have also shown that although the total heating increases with Mach number, the proportion
of the total energy used in heating the electrons falls [Schwartz et al., 1988;Masters et al., 2011]. The complete
pictureofenergypartitioningbetween thespecies remainsanopenquestion.Whistlerwavesareknowntoplay
a role in the electron dynamics, though their contribution to the relative heating of elections especially in this
parameter space is beyond the scope of thiswork.Wenote that the lowoccurrence ofwhistlerwaves observed
upstreammay be a lower limit since their detection upstream is limited by several factors discussed earlier.

Observations first made at Earth and more recently extended to Saturn have shown a relationship between
Mw and electron acceleration [Oka et al., 2006; Masters et al., 2016]. The spectral index of the electron energy
spectrum was found to be controlled by MA/Mw—i.e., electron acceleration was prominent at supercritical
shocks. This was interpreted as the electrons being accelerated at the shock instead of escaping upstream
with the propagation of whistlers as they would be permitted in the subcritical case.

4. Conclusion

We have conducted a study characterizing upstream whistler mode waves for a unique parameter space at
10 AU, in comparison with the near-Earth space. The results near Saturn show that these waves are observed
at much lower frequencies, between 0.2 and 0.4 Hz in the spacecraft frame, compared to the typical 1 Hz
frequency near Earth. This is due to the lower ion and electron cyclotron frequencies near Saturn, between
which whistler waves can develop. The polarization is also mostly observed in its intrinsic right-hand state,
owing to the Parker spiral. The large angle between the solar wind speed and wave vector means that the
Doppler shift is significantly less and typically not sufficient to reverse the polarization in the spacecraft frame.
This is the opposite case to the Earth wheremost are observed as left handed in the spacecraft frame. Whistler
waves contribute to the electron dynamics in shocks; however, the total picture of heating and acceleration
remains unclear particularly in the context of the lower proportion of the total dissipation in electron heating
[Schwartz et al., 1988]. For completeness, theremay be scope, particularly in theMagnetospheric Multiscalemis-
sion to address some of the openquestions concerning the generation and role ofwhistlers in dispersive shocks.

References
Burgess, D., and M. Scholer (2015), Collisionless shocks in space plasmas, in Cambridge Atmospheric and Space Science Series, edited by A. J.

Dessler, J. T. Houghton, and M. J. Rycroft, Cambridge Univ. Press, Cambridge.
Dougherty, M. K., et al. (2004), The Cassini magnetic field investigation, Space Sci. Rev., 114(1–4), 331–383, doi:10.1007/s11214-004-1432-2.
Fairfield, D. H. (1974), Whistler waves observed upstream from collisionless shocks, J. Geophys. Res., 79, 1368–1378, doi:10.1029/

JA079i010p01368.
Fairfield, D. H., and K. W. Behannon (1976), Bow shock and magnetosheath waves at Mercury, J. Geophys. Res., 81, 3897–3906, doi:10.1029/

JA081i022p03897.

Journal of Geophysical Research: Space Physics 10.1002/2016JA023501

SULAIMAN ET AL. WHISTLER MODE WAVES UPSTREAM OF SATURN 233

Acknowledgments
We acknowledge the support of MAG
data processing/distribution staff.
Cassini magnetometer and RPWS data
are publicly available via NASA’s
Planetary Data System. The research at
the University of Iowa was supported by
NASA through contract 1415150 with
the Jet Propulsion Laboratory.

http://doi.org/10.1007/s11214-004-1432-2
http://doi.org/10.1029/JA079i010p01368
http://doi.org/10.1029/JA079i010p01368
http://doi.org/10.1029/JA081i022p03897
http://doi.org/10.1029/JA081i022p03897


Fairfield, D. H., and W. C. Feldman (1975), Standing waves at low Mach number laminar bow shocks, J. Geophys. Res., 80, 515–522,
doi:10.1029/JA080i004p00515.

Gurnett, D. A. (1995), The whistler-mode bow wave of an asteroid, J. Geophys. Res., 100, 21,623–21,629, doi:10.1029/95JA02225.
Gurnett, D. A., et al. (2004), TheCassini radio andplasmawave investigation, Space Sci. Rev.,114(1–4), 395–463, doi:10.1007/s11214-004-1434-0.
Halekas, J. S., et al. (2006), Whistler waves observed near lunar crustal magnetic sources, Geophys. Res. Lett., 33, L22104, doi:10.1029/

2006GL027684.
Horbury, T. S., P. J. Cargill, E. A. Lucek,A. Balogh,M.W.Dunlop, T.M.Oddy, C. Carr, P. Brown,A. Szabo, andK.-H. Fornaçon (2001), Clustermagnetic

field observations of the bowshock: Orientation, motion and structure, Ann. Geophys., 19, 1399, doi:10.5194/angeo-19-1399-2001.
Kennel, C. F., et al. (1985), A quarter century of collisionless shock research, in Collisionless Shocks in the Heliosphere: A Tutorial Review,

Geophys. Monogr. Ser., vol. 34, edited by R. G. Stone and B. T. Tsurutani, pp. 1–36, AGU, Washington, D. C.
Krasnoselskikh, V. V., B. Lembège, P. Savoini, and V. V. Lobzin (2002), Nonstationarity of strong collisionless quasiperpendicular shocks:

Theory and full particle numerical simulations, Phys. Plasmas, 9, 1192–1209, doi:10.1063/1.1457465.
Krasnoselskikh, V. V., et al. (2013), The dynamic quasiperpendicular shock: Cluster discoveries, Space Sci. Rev., 178, 535–598, doi:10.1007/

s11214-013-9972-y.
Liewer, P. C., V. K. Decyk, J. M. Dawson, and B. Lembège (1991), Numerical studies of electron dynamics in oblique quasi-perpendicular

collisionless shock waves, J. Geophys. Res., 96, 9455–9465, doi:10.1029/91JA00655.
Lobzin, V. V., V. V. Krasnoselskikh, J.-M. Bosqued, J.-L. Pinçon, S. J. Schwartz, and M. Dunlop (2007), Nonstationarity and reformation of

high-Mach-number quasiperpendicular shocks: Cluster observations, Geophys. Res. Lett., 34, L05107, doi:10.1029/2006GL029095.
Marshall, W. (1955), The structure of magneto-hydrodynamic shock waves, Proc. R. Soc. Lond. A, 233, 367–376, doi:10.1098/rspa.1955.0272.
Masters, A., A. H. Sulaiman, N. Sergis, L. Stawarz, M. Fujimoto, A. J. Coates, andM. K. Dougherty (2016), Suprathermal electrons at Saturn’s bow

shock, Astrophys. J., 826, 1, doi:10.3847/0004-637X/826/1/48.
Masters, A., S. J. Schwartz, E. M. Henley, M. F. Thomsen, B. Zieger, A. J. Coates, N. Achilleos, J. Mitchell, K. C. Hansen, and M. K. Dougherty

(2011), Electron heating at Saturn’s bow shock, J. Geophys. Res., 116, A10107, doi:10.1029/2011JA016941.
Mellott, M. M., and E. W. Greenstadt (1984), The structure of oblique subcritical bow shocks—ISEE 1 and 2 observations, J. Geophys. Res., 89,

2151–2161, doi:10.1029/JA089iA04p02151.
Oka, M., et al. (2006), Whistler critical Mach number and electron acceleration at the bow shock: Geotail observation, Geophys. Res. Lett., 33,

L24104, doi:10.1029/2006GL028156.
Orlowski, D. S., and C. T. Russell (1991), ULF waves upstream of the Venus bow shock—Properties of one-hertz waves, J. Geophys. Res., 96,

11,271–11,282, doi:10.1029/91JA01103.
Orlowski, D. S., C. T. Russell, and R. P. Lepping (1992), Wave phenomena in the upstream region of Saturn, J. Geophys. Res., 97, 19,187–19,199,

doi:10.1029/92JA01461.
Paschmann, G., N. Sckopke, I. Papamastorakis, J. R. Asbridge, S. J. Bame, and J. T. Gosling (1981), Characteristics of reflected and diffuse ions

upstream from the Earth’s bow shock, J. Geophys. Res., 86, 4355–4364, doi:10.1029/JA086iA06p04355.
Russell, C. T. (2007), Upstream whistler-mode waves at planetary bow shocks: A brief review, J. Atmos. Terr. Phys., 69, 1739–1746, doi:10.1016/

j.jastp.2006.11.004.
Schwartz, S. J., M. F. Thomsen, S. J. Bame, and J. Stansberry (1988), Electron heating and the potential jump across fast mode shocks,

J. Geophys. Res., 93, 12,923–12,931, doi:10.1029/JA093iA11p12923.
Sonnerup, B. U. O., and L. J. Cahill Jr. (1967), Magnetopause structure and attitude from Explorer 12 observations, J. Geophys. Res., 72, 171–183,

doi:10.1029/JZ072i001p00171.
Stix, T. H. (1962), The Theory of Plasma Waves, McGraw-Hill, New York.
Sulaiman, A. H., A. Masters, and M. K. Dougherty (2016), Characterization of Saturn’s bow shock: Magnetic field observations of quasi-

perpendicular shocks, J. Geophys. Res. Space Physics, 121, 4425–4434, doi:10.1002/2016JA022449.
Sulaiman, A. H., A. Masters, M. K. Dougherty, D. Burgess, M. Fujimoto, and G. B. Hospodarsky (2015), Quasiperpendicular high Mach number

shocks, Phys. Rev. Lett., 115, 12, doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.125001.
Sundkvist, D., V. Krasnoselskikh, S. D. Bale, S. J. Schwartz, J. Soucek, and F. Mozer (2012), Dispersive nature of high Mach number collisionless

plasma shocks: Poynting flux of oblique whistler waves, Phys. Rev. Lett., 108, 2, doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.108.025002.
Thomsen, M. F., J. T. Gosling, S. J. Bame, K. B. Quest, and D. Winske (1987), On the noncoplanarity of the magnetic field within a fast colli-

sionless shock, J. Geophys. Res., 92, 2305–2314, doi:10.1029/JA092iA03p02305.
Treumann, R. A. (2009), Fundamentals of collisionless shocks for astrophysical application: 1. Non-relativistic shocks, Astron. Astrophys. Rev.,

17, 409–535, doi:10.1007/s00159-009-0024-2.
Went, D. R., G. B. Hospodarsky, A. Masters, K. C. Hansen, and M. K. Dougherty (2011), A new semi-empirical model of Saturn’s bow shock

based on propagated solar wind parameters, J. Geophys. Res., 116, A07202, doi:10.1029/2010JA016349.
Wilson, L. B., III, et al. (2012), Observations of electromagnetic whistler precursors at supercritical interplanetary shocks, Geophys. Res. Lett., 39,

L08109, doi:10.1029/2012GL051581.
Wu, C. S., D. Dillenburg, L. F. Ziebell, and H. P. Freund (1983), Excitation of whistler waves by reflected auroral electrons, Space Sci. Rev., 31,

499–507, doi:10.1016/0032-0633(83)90041-7.

Journal of Geophysical Research: Space Physics 10.1002/2016JA023501

SULAIMAN ET AL. WHISTLER MODE WAVES UPSTREAM OF SATURN 234

http://doi.org/10.1029/JA080i004p00515
http://doi.org/10.1029/95JA02225
http://doi.org/10.1007/s11214-004-1434-0
http://doi.org/10.1029/2006GL027684
http://doi.org/10.1029/2006GL027684
http://doi.org/10.5194/angeo-19-1399-2001
http://doi.org/10.1063/1.1457465
http://doi.org/10.1007/s11214-013-9972-y
http://doi.org/10.1007/s11214-013-9972-y
http://doi.org/10.1029/91JA00655
http://doi.org/10.1029/2006GL029095
http://doi.org/10.1098/rspa.1955.0272
http://doi.org/10.3847/0004-637X/826/1/48
http://doi.org/10.1029/2011JA016941
http://doi.org/10.1029/JA089iA04p02151
http://doi.org/10.1029/2006GL028156
http://doi.org/10.1029/91JA01103
http://doi.org/10.1029/92JA01461
http://doi.org/10.1029/JA086iA06p04355
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jastp.2006.11.004
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jastp.2006.11.004
http://doi.org/10.1029/JA093iA11p12923
http://doi.org/10.1029/JZ072i001p00171
http://doi.org/10.1002/2016JA022449
http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.125001
http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.108.025002
http://doi.org/10.1029/JA092iA03p02305
http://doi.org/10.1007/s00159-009-0024-2
http://doi.org/10.1029/2010JA016349
http://doi.org/10.1029/2012GL051581
http://doi.org/10.1016/0032-0633(83)90041-7


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

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


