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Wave-particle interactions in EDI burst data:
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Field-line connectivity: Conclusions
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¢ EDI burst-mode counts modulated by chorus and Pc5 wave activity.
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PIC parameters:
¢ 2.5D, asymmetric,

collisionless, undriven,
open boundaries

¢ antiparallel (B, = 0)
*m./m,= 100

¢ domain: 75d; % 25d,




