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The dissipation of magnetized turbulence is an important paradigm for describing heating and en-
ergy transfer in astrophysical environments such as the solar corona and wind; however, the specific
collisionless processes behind dissipation and heating remain relatively unconstrained by measure-
ments. Remote sensing observations have suggested the presence of strong temperature anisotropy
in the solar corona consistent with cyclotron resonant heating. In the solar wind, in situ magnetic
field measurements reveal the presence of cyclotron waves, while measured ion velocity distribu-
tion functions have hinted at the active presence of cyclotron resonance. Here, we present Parker
Solar Probe observations that connect the presence of ion-cyclotron waves directly to signatures
of resonant damping in observed proton-velocity distributions using the framework of quasilinear
theory. We show that the quasilinear evolution of the observed distribution functions should absorb
the observed cyclotron wave population with a heating rate of 10−14 W/m3, indicating significant
heating of the solar wind.

PACS numbers:

Introduction Observations of the solar corona reveal
plasma that is millions of degrees hotter than the black-
body temperature of the solar surface. While the energy
required to heat the corona, and accelerate the solar wind
originates from solar convection and the magnetic fields
produced by the solar dynamo, the specific pathways to
heating and particle acceleration remain elusive [1]. The
dissipation of Alfvénic turbulence at kinetic scales has
become a common paradigm in explaining the dynamics
of coronal heating and solar wind acceleration [2–5]; pos-
sible dissipative mechanisms include Landau or cyclotron
resonant damping [6–10], stochastic heating [11], or mag-
netic reconnection [12, 13]. Additionally, the portion of
energy deposited by these processes at ion scales, versus
that which is subject to a kinetic cascade and dissipated
by electrons, remains an open question [10, 14–17].

It is well known that the observed ion temperature
profiles in the solar wind require significant perpendic-
ular heating [18, 19], which is likely initiated at ion ki-
netic scales where particles interact efficiently with elec-
tromagnetic waves [9, 16, 20–24]. Cyclotron resonant
coupling of electromagnetic fluctuations with ion gyro-
motion [25], has received particular attention as a po-
tential perpendicular heating mechanism [26–30]. Ultra-
violet spectroscopic measurements of coronal ion tem-
perature anisotropy suggest large T⊥/T‖, consistent with
cyclotron resonant heating [28, 31–33]. The presence of
ion-cyclotron waves has been well documented in in-situ

observations throughout the heliosphere both as solitary
waves and as part of the background spectrum of fluctu-
ations [34–40]. Observations of magnetic-helicity at ion
scales have been interpreted as evidence for active cy-
clotron damping of quasi-parallel Alfvénic fluctuations,
which contribute to turbulent heating [8, 9, 41, 42].

Theoretical signatures of resonant interactions in par-
ticle distribution functions are often studied in the frame-
work of quasilinear (QL) diffusion [15, 43–45]; observa-
tions of the solar wind have suggested evidence for QL
cyclotron resonant diffusion in signatures of the proton
velocity distribution function fp(v) [46–48]. While the
generation of cyclotron waves through instabilities has
been widely discussed [37, 38, 40, 49, 50] and signatures
of cyclotron resonant dissipation have been suggested
[8, 9, 46, 48, 51–53], definitive cyclotron resonant heating
sufficient to power the solar wind has not been observed.

In this Letter, we apply the QL theory of resonant cy-
clotron interactions [43, 44] to empirically measured cy-
clotron wave spectra and ion-distribution functions. Our
results provide evidence of substantial heating at levels
comparable with bulk solar wind heating rates, providing
a compelling picture of ion-heating in the solar wind.

Data Parker Solar Probe (PSP, [54]) observations
from the electromagnetic FIELDS [55] and Solar Wind
Electron Alpha and Proton (SWEAP, [56]) instruments
aim to constrain fundamental processes of around coro-
nal heating and solar wind acceleration. PSP has re-
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FIG. 1: (a) Magnetic field measurements from PSP/FIELDS.
(b) Velocity measurements from PSP/SPANi. (c) Spectra
of magnetic field data. Spectral indices at -3/2,-4 and -2.7
are shown. Wavelet coefficients for total power are shown as
black �. Wavelet coefficients filtered by left/right handed σb

is shown in red/blue �.

vealed prevalent ion-scale electromagnetic waves [39, 40],
ion-distributions out of thermal equilibrium [57, 58],
and evidence for resonant wave-particle interactions pre-
dicted by QL theory [59]. To constrain cyclotron reso-
nant heating, we study a stream from PSP perihelion 4
from 2020-01-30/00:00-08:00 with resolved proton distri-
butions. During the interval PSP was ∼ 30R� from the
solar surface. We use merged search coil and fluxgate
magnetometer data from PSP/FIELDS [55, 60] enabling
measurement of the inertial, transition, and kinetic scales
of turbulence; the merged data set only has two axes
available [61], thus we use vector-fluxgate magnetometer
data to study wave-polarization. Fig 1(a) shows B in
Radial-Tangential-Normal (RTN) coordinates. Proton
velocity distribution functions fp(v) are obtained from
the PSP/SWEAP Solar Probe ANalyzer (SPANi). The
proton population is often parameterized with a pair of
drifting bi-Maxwellian fits to model fp(v) using separate
thermal (core) and non-thermal (beam) populations [1].
Fits to a proton core and field-aligned beam provide es-
timates of bulk velocity u, anisotropic temperatures per-
pendicular and parallel the background magnetic field
T‖,⊥, and the beam-to-core proton density ratio nb/nc
[56, 58]. Fig 1(b) shows measurements of u in RTN co-
ordinates. The stream is relatively slow with an average
speed of ∼220 km/s, and moderately Alfvénic with a

cross helicity of ∼0.85.
The phase-space density of fp(v) is calibrated to quasi-

thermal noise from FIELDS to recover the absolute den-
sity [55, 62]. The mean proton density is np = 1100/cm3,
SPANi gives an average beam to core density ratio of
0.48. The core/beam have T⊥ of 15 eV/22 eV and T‖ of
12 eV/30 eV. The average drift of the beam relative to
the core is 83 km/s. The individual core and beam have
βc = 0.65 and βb = 1.1. The mean magnetic field was
directed sunward, with an Alfvén speed of 60 km/s. Fig
1(c) shows the magnetic field spectra of the interval with
a steep transition range at ion-kinetic scales [63–65].

We apply a Morlet wavelet transform to the vector
magnetic field data rotated into field aligned coordinates
[66]. Signatures of circular polarization are found using

σB(f, t) = −2Im(B⊥1B
∗
⊥2)/(B2

⊥1 +B2
⊥2), (1)

with left/right handed waves corresponding to posi-
tive/negative σB [35, 36, 67, 68]. Circular polarization is
measured in the spacecraft frame, such that the measured
sign may not correspond to the innate plasma frame po-
larization [67]. A sign change in σB occurs if the wave
is Doppler shifted to negative frequencies in the space-
craft frame. However, it has been demonstrated that
the majority of waves propagate outward, and thus, that
Doppler shift does not change their handedness when ob-
served in the spacecraft frame [69].

Previous work has shown that circularly polarized ion-
scale waves are parallel propagating and evident when
θvB ∼ 0 [40]. However, observations of parallel propagat-
ing, circular polarized, waves are strongly inhibited when
the angle between the solar wind and the mean mag-
netic field is oblique. This effect occurs because a) the
wave polarization plane is not well resolved by the space-
craft and b) the turbulence is anisotropic with increasing
power with larger θvB [67, 70–72]. The lack of circular
polarization signatures when θvB is moderately oblique
is consistent with sampling effects of quasi-parallel waves
at oblique angles in anisotropic turbulence [40], suggest-
ing that ion-scale waves can persist at oblique θvB . In
order to estimate the parallel propagating left-hand po-
larized spectrum, wavelet power with σB > 0.9 is iden-
tified when θvB < 15◦. We assume homogeneity, and
stationarity, such that the circularly polarized spectrum
measured at θvB < 15◦ represents the wave spectrum
at all times (i.e. when θvB > 15◦). Fig 1(c) shows the
power spectrum of circularly polarized fluctuations with
σB > 0.9 and σB < −0.9, corresponding to strong left
and right-handed power. The right handed modes have
been shown to be statistically consistent with a fast mag-
netosonic mode [69].
Distribution Functions Fig 2 shows the SPANi pro-

ton distribution function fp(v⊥, v‖) from the stream at
2020-01-30/04:10:21. Figure 2(a) shows a interpolation
of the 3D measurements in the v⊥−v‖ plane constructed
by identifying values of v⊥ and v‖ for each 3D energy
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FIG. 2: (a) Interpolation of fp(v) from SPANi in the v⊥ −
v‖ plane, with the mean magnetic field pointing vertically.
Points show SPANi measurement locations. Solid lines show
v‖th, and set of cyclotron-resonant diffusion contours are plot-
ted. (b) Drifting bi-Maxwellian fit to fp(v). (c) Hermite rep-
resentation of fp(v). Integration of fp(v) in a-c over v⊥ − v‖
is normalized to the QTN density. (d) Contours of fp(v) de-
termined by interpolating the gyrotropic distribution along
QL diffusion contours for parallel cyclotron resonance. (e-
f) Drifting bi-Maxwellian and the Hermite representations of
fp(v) evaluated along cyclotron resonance contours.

bin, assuming gyrotropy. A drifting two-component bi-
Maxwellian fit, assuming gyrotropy, is shown in Fig 2(b).
The drifting bi-Maxwellian fit provides an approximation
to fp(v) using two individual proton populations, though
this parametrization may not resolve all non-thermal
features that affect resonant interaction with cyclotron
waves. Indeed, the presence of strong and persistent
cyclotron-resonant interactions should affect the shape
of fp(v), leading to an equilibrium distribution that de-
viates from a bi-Maxwellian [44]. To explore a nonpara-

metric fp(v⊥, v‖), which may better represent the data
[73–75], we fit a set of orthonormal Hermite functions
using linear least square methods:

fp(v⊥, v‖) =
∑
m,n

gmnφm(v⊥/v⊥th)φn(v‖/v‖th) (2)

Hn(v) = (−1)nev
2 dn

dxn
e−v

2

(3)

φm =
Hm(v)√

2mπ1/2m!
e−v

2

(4)

[76, 77]. Fig 2(c) shows the best-fit estimate to fp(v)
for Hermite functions of order mmax = 6, nmax = 6.
The distributions are shown in field aligned coordinates
with B̂0 along the vertical axis. In carrying out this fit,
we effectively extend f(v⊥, v‖) to negative values of v⊥
by treating f(v⊥, v‖) as an even function of v⊥, thereby
omitting the terms in the sum corresponding to odd val-
ues of m. Our use of Hermite functions is meant solely
as a nonparametric interpolative scheme, and is not in-
tended to represent a natural-basis for fp(v) [76]. Over
the studied interval, the average χ2 residual of the Her-
mite representation is 90% of the bi-Maxwellian fit. No
intervals were significantly better fit by the drifting bi-
Maxwellian, though some distributions are equally well
represented by either approximation.

The ion cyclotron resonance condition is ω(k‖) =
Ω +k‖v‖ such that outward-propagating cyclotron waves
resonate with the inward propagating portion of the dis-
tribution function. The evolution of fp(v) in the presence
of resonant interactions can be described by QL diffusion
theory [43, 44]. In a reference frame moving with a wave,
the particles conserve kinetic energy as they scatter off
that wave, tracing contours in v⊥ and v‖ that can be
computed using the wave dispersion relation and reso-
nance condition [29, 43, 44, 46]. The QL diffusion con-
tours [44, 78] are overlaid on fp(v) in Fig 2(a-c). If fp(v)
decreases as v⊥ increases along the contours, cyclotron
resonance diffuses energy across in the region where res-
onant waves are present, heating the plasma. Conversely,
if fp(v) increases as v⊥ increases, then fp(v) is unstable,
generating waves and cooling the plasma. Cyclotron res-
onant equilibrium corresponds to a flattening of fp(v)
along the contours. Fig 2(d-f) shows fp(v) evaluated
along QL diffusion contours, parameterized on v⊥; for
each representation, fp(v) is characteristically flat along
contours, suggesting that fp(v) has been processed by
cyclotron-resonance [46, 48].

The QL proton heating rate due to resonance with
parallel-propagating cyclotron waves is given by

H =

∫
mpv

2

2

∂fp(v)

∂t
d3v =

πe2

2m2
p

∫ ∞
0

dk‖
1

v⊥
Ĝkv⊥δ(ωk − k‖v‖ − Ωp)

ω2
k

k2‖c
2
I(k‖)Ĝkfp(v)d3v

(5)
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with

Ĝk = (1−
k‖v‖

ω
)
∂

∂v⊥
+
k‖v⊥

ω

∂

∂v‖
(6)

[43]. Using the observed left-handed spectrum in Fig 1,
the cold-plasma dispersion relation, along with the bulk
velocity to correct for Doppler shift [69], an average par-
allel left-handed cyclotron spectrum I(k‖) is established.

For each observed fp(v), a value of H is obtained nu-
merically through Eq 5 using bi-Maxwellian and Hermite
representations of f(v⊥, v‖). For the distribution shown
in Fig 2, a heating rate of 10−14 W/m3 is found using
the Hermite representation and 4 × 10−15 W/m3 using
the drifting bi-Maxwellian spectrum. The measured H is
similar to estimates of bulk ion heating due to turbulent
dissipation at the spacecraft’s location (30R�) [79–81].

Fig 3(a-d) shows the differential volumetric heating
rate H as a function of resonant parallel velocity mea-
sured in each distribution function. The top panels, Fig
3(a-b), show positive H, the “heating” rate, as a func-
tion of v‖ and time for the bi-Maxwellian (a) and Her-
mite (b) representations. The bottom panels Fig 3(c-d)
shows negative H, the “cooling” rate over the interval
as a function or resonant v‖ due to emission of waves
through instability. Fig 3(e) shows the net integrated H
for each measured distribution function. The integrated
H is uniformly positive, indicating that cyclotron waves
present in the plasma are likely absorbed. There is very
little cyclotron resonant emission from this plasma. How-
ever, the Hermite representation shows that cylotron-
instability, when present, is focused at the parallel ther-
mal speed,v‖th. The median heating rate is 3 × 10−15

W/m3 for the bi-Maxwellian fits, and 1×10−14 W/m3 for
the Hermite representation. Using third order moments
of the inertial range turbulence, [82], a cascade rate of
4.7 ×10−14 W/m3 is measured, which is consistent with
previous measurements of the energy cascade rate at a
similar radius [83, 84]. The measured cyclotron heating
H ranges from approximately 10-20% percent of the mea-
sured cascade rate. While uncertainties on the cascade
rate exist due to the assumption of stationarity, isotropy,
and homogeneity [82], previous work has suggested that
the cascade rate estimates through third-order moments
are accurate to a factor of approximately two or three
[83, 85, 86].

Observations from SPANi are partial measurements of
fp(v) and are subject to both uncertainties and ongoing
calibration work. However, during this interval, fp(v) is
well resolved, and while uncertainties in fp(v) will dom-
inate uncertainties in our measured heating rates, we ar-
gue that the measurements reliably suggest net energy
transfer from waves to the particles. Specifically, the
biMaxwellian fit removes fine-structure in fp(v) that is
present in the measurements and replicated by the Her-
mite function; importantly, we find that removing fine
structure (i.e. the bi-Maxwellian fit) produces heating
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FIG. 3: (a) Differential volumetric heating rates (positive H)
as a function of resonant parallel velocity computed from ob-
served cyclotron spectra and drifting biMaxwellian fit to ion-
distribution functions. The total heating rate is the sum over
v‖. Solid lines show the average v‖th for the interval (49
km/s). (b) Measured heating rates for a Hermite function
approximation. (c-d) Corresponding cooling rates (negative
H). (e) Distribution of total H for biMaxwellian and Hermite
representations; respective lines show median value of H The
turbulent cascade rate estimated from third-order moments
is shown in green.

rates of the same sign and order of magnitude as when
fine structure in fp(v) is included. In essence, while fine
structure in fp(v) is observed by SPAN, it neither drasti-
cally affects the order of magnitude, nor, importantly, the
sign of the cyclotron heating rate, H. However, these re-
sults highlight the importance of modeling fine structure
and local gradients in fp(v), e.g. with Hermite func-
tions, which may yield heating rates more than double
those found by smoother approximations to fp(v), e.g. a
bi-Maxwellian fit.

Discussion Cyclotron resonance may play a signifi-
cant role in shaping observed magnetic field spectra and
distribution functions [8, 9, 23, 42, 46, 48, 52] observed
in the solar wind. While flattening along QL diffusion
contours has been previously reported [46, 48, 59] our
observations directly couple an observed spectrum of cy-
clotron waves to heating rates in measured distribution
functions. Our measured heating rates are on the order
of the measured energy cascade rates (∼ 10−14 W/m3),
obtained through third order moments of the observed
turbulence [82]; while this estimate may have significant
uncertainty, we find good agreement with previous esti-
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mates of the cascade rate [83, 84]. We furthermore show
that incorporating fine, nonthermal, structures in the dis-
tribution function using a Hermite functional decompo-
sition introduces relatively little effect on the extent or
sign of measured cyclotron heating. We thus argue that
the measured levels of cyclotron heating provide signifi-
cant evidence for the mediation of turbulent dissipation
through cyclotron resonance that is potentially sufficient
to power the solar wind [79–81]. Studying the radial scal-
ing of the turbulent energy cascade alongside quasilinear
cyclotron heating rates promises to further constrain cy-
clotron resonance as a dissipation process.

There are several sources of uncertainty in this analy-
sis, rising predominantly in the estimate of the cascade
rate and in the gradients of fp(v) due to limited resolu-
tion. Furthermore, if the occurrence rates of cyclotron
waves decreases with θvB , then the heating rate may be
limited at oblique θvB . Additionally, there is the po-
tential that heating by oblique kinetic Alfvén waves or
oblique cyclotron waves may generate parallel cyclotron
waves as a secondary process [87, 88]. The spectrum of
oblique cyclotron waves is difficult to distinguish due to
the strong anisotropy of the background turbulence [40],
though future work will explore signatures of oblique cy-
clotron resonance. In any case, observed ion distributions
are often flat along the quasi-parallel cyclotron diffusion
contours and are rarely unstable to the growth of the
waves. This flattening suggests that even if other phys-
ical processes contribute to bulk heating, the parallel-
cyclotron resonance [43, 44] plays a significant role in
shaping the distribution functions.

The measured heating rate indicates a near total lack
of cyclotron emission through instabilities; thus, the ori-
gin of cyclotron waves remains an important unresolved
point. Our observations show that 95% of the time left
handed signatures are present, the net heating rate is
positive, suggesting absorption of waves [53]. We note
the studied interval does not have strong cyclotron wave
storms [40, 57], though application of our method to
a similar interval with more significant cyclotron wave
events similarly suggests net heating. There are two main
possible physical origins for these Alfvén/ion cyclotron
waves. First, it is possible they are excited by beam in-
stabilities [89], though recent work has suggested that
dominant instability associated with the strong beam is
associated with right-handed modes [57, 58]. Second,
they may be generated by turbulence, though canonical
theories of Alfvénic nonlinearity preferentially transport
energy to large k⊥ but not large k‖ [90, 91], which is a
hurdle to the turbulent generation of cyclotron resonant
waves. However, recent work suggests that imbalance,
i.e. the dominance of the outward Alfvén mode, may pre-
vent energy from cascading to kinetic scales [92]. Fully
kinetic simulations in the presence of such a barrier [88]
show the generation of quasi-parallel cyclotron modes,
similar to those observed in the solar wind, providing a

novel method for generating cyclotron waves that is con-
sistent with a variety of observations [39, 40, 65, 93–98].
Further work is required to specifically investigate the
origin of the observed cyclotron waves and their connec-
tion to turbulence, though our observation of localized
instability at the proton-core thermal speed (Fig 3) may
be a clue regarding the origin of the waves and their con-
nection to the net heating measured in this study.

This work explicitly shows that the measured distri-
bution functions in the solar wind contain evidence of
cyclotron resonant heating at a level that may power the
expanding solar wind. These results are significant step
towards understanding the underlying physics of colli-
sionless heating and a kinetic description of astrophysical
plasmas.
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bulence in the Extended Solar Corona: Kinetic Effects
and Proton Heating. The Astrophysical Journal, 594(1):
573–591, Sep 2003. doi: 10.1086/376777.

[5] Benjamin D. G. Chandran, Bo Li, Barrett N. Rogers,
Eliot Quataert, and Kai Germaschewski. Perpendicular
Ion Heating by Low-frequency Alfvén-wave Turbulence
in the Solar Wind. The Astrophysical Journal, 720(1):
503–515, Sep 2010. doi: 10.1088/0004-637X/720/1/503.

[6] A. Barnes. Collisionless Damping of Hydromagnetic
Waves. Physics of Fluids, 9:1483–1495, August 1966. doi:
10.1063/1.1761882.

[7] A. Barnes. Hydromagnetic waves and turbulence in the
solar wind, volume 1, pages 249–319. 1979.

[8] M. L. Goldstein, D. A. Roberts, and C. A. Fitch. Prop-
erties of the fluctuating magnetic helicity in the inertial
and dissipation ranges of solar wind turbulence. Journal
of Geophysical Research, 99(A6):11519–11538, Jun 1994.
doi: 10.1029/94JA00789.

[9] Robert J. Leamon, William H. Matthaeus, Charles W.



6

Smith, and Hung K. Wong. Contribution of Cyclotron-
resonant Damping to Kinetic Dissipation of Interplane-
tary Turbulence. The Astrophysical Journal Letters, 507
(2):L181–L184, Nov 1998. doi: 10.1086/311698.

[10] G. G. Howes, J. M. Tenbarge, W. Dorland, E. Quataert,
A. A. Schekochihin, R. Numata, and T. Tatsuno. Gyroki-
netic Simulations of Solar Wind Turbulence from Ion to
Electron Scales. Physical Review Letters, 107(3):035004,
Jul 2011. doi: 10.1103/PhysRevLett.107.035004.

[11] B. D. G. Chandran, D. Verscharen, E. Quataert, J. C.
Kasper, P. A. Isenberg, and S. Bourouaine. Stochas-
tic Heating, Differential Flow, and the Alpha-to-proton
Temperature Ratio in the Solar Wind. ApJ, 776(1):45,
October 2013. doi: 10.1088/0004-637X/776/1/45.

[12] Alfred Mallet, Alexander A. Schekochihin, and Benjamin
D. G. Chand ran. Disruption of Alfvénic turbulence by
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L. B., P. S. Moya, A. Viñas, L. K. Jian, D. A. Roberts,
S. O’Modhrain, J. A. Gilbert, and T. H. Zurbuchen.
A Proton-cyclotron Wave Storm Generated by Unstable
Proton Distribution Functions in the Solar Wind. ApJ,
819(1):6, March 2016. doi: 10.3847/0004-637X/819/1/6.

[38] Lloyd D. Woodham, Robert T. Wicks, Daniel Ver-
scharen, Christopher J. Owen, Bennett A. Maruca, and
Benjamin L. Alterman. Parallel-propagating Fluctua-
tions at Proton-kinetic Scales in the Solar Wind Are
Dominated By Kinetic Instabilities. ApJL, 884(2):L53,
October 2019. doi: 10.3847/2041-8213/ab4adc.

[39] SD Bale, ST Badman, JW Bonnell, TA Bowen,
D Burgess, AW Case, CA Cattell, BDG Chandran,
CC Chaston, CHK Chen, et al. Highly structured slow
solar wind emerging from an equatorial coronal hole. Na-
ture, pages 1–6, 2019.

[40] Trevor A. Bowen, Alfred Mallet, Jia Huang, Kristo-
pher G. Klein, David M. Malaspina, Michael Stevens,
Stuart D. Bale, J. W. Bonnell, Anthony W. Case, Ben-
jamin D. G. Chandran, C. C. Chaston, Christopher H. K.
Chen, Thierry Dudok de Wit, Keith Goetz, Peter R.
Harvey, Gregory G. Howes, J. C. Kasper, Kelly E. Kor-
reck, Davin Larson, Roberto Livi, Robert J. MacDowall,
Michael D. McManus, Marc Pulupa, J. L. Verniero, and
Phyllis Whittlesey. Ion-scale Electromagnetic Waves in
the Inner Heliosphere. ApJS, 246(2):66, February 2020.
doi: 10.3847/1538-4365/ab6c65.

[41] Philip A. Isenberg. Investigations of a turbulence-driven
solar wind model. JGR, 95(A5):6437–6442, May 1990.
doi: 10.1029/JA095iA05p06437.

[42] Lloyd D. Woodham, Robert T. Wicks, Daniel Ver-
scharen, and Christopher J. Owen. The Role of Proton
Cyclotron Resonance as a Dissipation Mechanism in So-
lar Wind Turbulence: A Statistical Study at Ion-kinetic
Scales. The Astrophysical Journal, 856(1):49, Mar 2018.
doi: 10.3847/1538-4357/aab03d.

[43] C. F. Kennel and F. Engelmann. Velocity Space Diffu-
sion from Weak Plasma Turbulence in a Magnetic Field.
Physics of Fluids, 9(12):2377–2388, December 1966. doi:
10.1063/1.1761629.

[44] Philip A. Isenberg and Martin A. Lee. A dispersive anal-
ysis of bispherical pickup ion distributions. JGR, 101
(A5):11055–11066, May 1996. doi: 10.1029/96JA00293.

[45] Philip A. Isenberg. The kinetic shell model of coro-
nal heating and acceleration by ion cyclotron waves:
2. Inward and outward propagating waves. JGR, 106
(A12):29249–29260, December 2001. doi: 10.1029/
2001JA000176.

[46] E. Marsch and C. Y. Tu. Evidence for pitch angle
diffusion of solar wind protons in resonance with cy-
clotron waves. JGR, 106(A5):8357–8362, May 2001. doi:
10.1029/2000JA000414.

[47] E. Marsch and S. Bourouaine. Velocity-space diffusion of
solar wind protons in oblique waves and weak turbulence.
Annales Geophysicae, 29(11):2089–2099, November 2011.
doi: 10.5194/angeo-29-2089-2011.

[48] Jiansen He, Linghua Wang, Chuanyi Tu, Eckart Marsch,
and Qiugang Zong. Evidence of Landau and Cyclotron
Resonance between Protons and Kinetic Waves in Solar
Wind Turbulence. ApJ, 800(2):L31, February 2015. doi:
10.1088/2041-8205/800/2/L31.

[49] S. Peter Gary, Ruth M. Skoug, John T. Stein-
berg, and Charles W. Smith. Proton temperature
anisotropy constraint in the solar wind: ACE obser-
vations. GRL, 28(14):2759–2762, January 2001. doi:
10.1029/2001GL013165.

[50] S. Peter Gary, Lan K. Jian, Thomas W. Broiles,
Michael L. Stevens, John J. Podesta, and Justin C.
Kasper. Ion-driven instabilities in the solar wind: Wind
observations of 19 March 2005. Journal of Geophysical
Research (Space Physics), 121(1):30–41, January 2016.
doi: 10.1002/2015JA021935.

[51] J. C. Kasper, A. J. Lazarus, and S. P. Gary. Hot Solar-
Wind Helium: Direct Evidence for Local Heating by
Alfvén-Cyclotron Dissipation. PRL, 101(26):261103, De-
cember 2008. doi: 10.1103/PhysRevLett.101.261103.

[52] Daniele Telloni, Francesco Carbone, Roberto Bruno,
Gary P. Zank, Luca Sorriso-Valvo, and Salvatore Man-
cuso. Ion Cyclotron Waves in Field-aligned Solar Wind
Turbulence. ApJL, 885(1):L5, November 2019. doi:
10.3847/2041-8213/ab4c44.

[53] D. Vech, M. M. Martinović, K. G. Klein, D. M.
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