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ABSTRACT

Many explosive astrophysical events, like magnetars’ bursts and flares, are magneti-
cally driven. We consider dynamics of such magnetic explosions - relativistic expansion
of highly magnetized and highly magnetically over-pressurized clouds. The correspond-
ing dynamics is qualitatively different from fluid explosions due to the topological con-
straint of the conservation of the magnetic flux. Using analytical, relativistic MHD as
well as force-free calculations, we find that the creation of a relativistically expanding,
causally disconnected flow obeys a threshold condition: it requires sufficiently high ini-
tial over-pressure and sufficiently quick decrease of the pressure in the external medium
(the pre-explosion wind). In the subcritical case the magnetic cloud just “puffs-up” and
quietly expands with the pre-flare wind. We also find a compact analytical solution to
the Prendergast’s problem - expansion of force-free plasma into vacuum.

1. Introduction

Magnetically powered outflows form the basis of our understanding of pulsars
Julian| 1969; Michel |1973; Masada et al.2010) and Active Galactic Nuclei (AGNe,
|Znajek| 1977; [Komissarov et al|2007). In these cases the flows are typically approximated as
(quasi)-stationary. Conservation of the magnetic flux then requires that the toroidal magnetic field

scales as By oc 1/r while the poloidal By, o 1/

Dynamics of magnetically-driven explosions is qualitatively different from fluid explosions,
quasi-stationary MHD flows, and from the 1D magnetized models. The two key ingredients are: (i)
non-stationarity; (ii) the requirement of conservation of the magnetic flux. They change completely
the overall dynamics of magnetic explosions, if compared with magnetized steady flows, fluid ex-
plosions and/or 1D models. Describing dynamics of multi-dimensional magnetic explosions is the
main goal of the present paper.

First, the acceleration properties are different between steady-state and explosive events. For
example, in steady-state pulsar winds the acceleration stops when the wind four-velocity equals ap-
proximately the fast magneto-sonic four-velocity (Michel 1969; Goldreich & Julian|[1970; Heyvaerts|
& Norman| 2003} Lyubarsky|2009). At this point the flow remains magnetically dominated, hence
most of the initial magnetic power is not spent on acceleration. If the initial magnetization was
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oo = B?/(4mpc?) > 1, the flow reaches terminal Lorentz factor ', ~ oé/ ? while the final magne-

2/3

tization of the flow has o, ~ 0y’" - magnetization decreases during acceleration, but remains high

in the coasting stage.

Non-steady flows behave differently. |Lyutikov| (2010) found a fully analytic one-dimensional
solution, a simple wave, for expansion of a highly magnetized plasma into vacuum and/or low
density medium. The result is somewhat surprising: initially the plasma accelerates as I' o ¢1/3
and can reach (locally, near the head part of the flow) terminal Lorentz factor I'y = 1 + 20¢. (see
also Levinson|2010)). Thus, it was shown, that time-dependent explosions can achieve much larger
Lorentz factors that the steady state flows: 1 + 20g for non-steady versus 0(1)/ ® for steady-state.
(The cold MHD solution were generalized to include pressure effects using a mathematically tricky
hodograph transformation by [Lyutikov & Hadden|[2012).

The second important point, missed by 1D magnetized models, is the requirement of conser-
vation of the magnetic flux. Consider a magnetized ball ejected during a burst, Fig. [1l Fields are
tangled, and there is no clear separation between poloidal and toroidal components: they are linked
and must evolve similarly. The flux conservations then requires that field scales as B oc 1/R(t)?,
where R(t) is the overall size of an expanding cloud.

The scaling B o 1/R(t)? works for more structured solutions as well, see below, when there
is a clear separation between toroidal and poloidal fields. There is a number of analytical solution
that confirm the B oc 1/R(t)? scaling: the Prendergast solution (Prendergast 2005, see also §4)),
and the expanding spheromak solution (Lyutikov & Gourgouliatos|/2011)).

Thus, multi-dimensional magnetic explosions are qualitatively different from both hydrody-
namics explosions and 1D MHD flows: the requirement of conservation of the magnetic flux dom-
inates the overall dynamics of magnetic explosions. This is missed in conventional hydrodynamic
models of the ejections as expanding shell with parametrically added magnetic field, as well as one-
dimensional models of magnetic disturbances. Qualitatively, this is the same issue as the “sigma
problem” in Pulsar Wind Nebulae: as |Kennel & Coroniti (1984) argued, the presence of the global
magnetic field changes the dynamics completely if compared with the fluid case. Blandford| (2002)
reformulated the problem in terms of the magnetic flux: the o-problem is the problem of the (prop-
erly defined) toroidal magnetic flux conservation. Below we apply those ideas to the launching
region of magnetic explosions.

To illustrate the effect of requirement of magnetic flux conservation consider a Solar flare-type
event near the surface of the neutron star that produces a magnetically disconnected magnetized
cloud with complicated (linked) internal magnetic structure and total internal pressure (magnetic
field and pairs), slightly exceeding the local dipole field (Lyutikov|2022)). Let the initial energy
associated with the blob be Ey ~ BJQVSRS (where Ry < Rpg is the initial size of the blob; we
assume that that the blob originates near the surface). As the magnetic blob expands its pressure
quickly becomes larger than of the surrounding dipolar one. Expansion quickly becomes relativistic
(within the magnetosphere). Still, the energy within the blob decreases with increasing radius.
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Fig. 1.— Cartoon of magnetic explosion generated by a magnetar (Lyutikov||2022). A magnetic
bubble with tangled magnetic field is created near the neutron star; it expands within the magneto-

sphere and enters the pre-explosion wind when its size reaches the size of the light cylinder. At this
point the blob is over-pressurized with respect to the preceding wind. We neglect the asymmetry
due to the linear motion of the blob, and the polar-angle dependence of the preceding wind.

By the time the blob expands to the size of the light cylinder it’s energy is ~ Eo(Ro/Rrc).
This energy should be compared with the energy of the dipolar field, as measured at the light
cylinder, Ey > Erc, where Epg ~ B%CR?ic- For

R R
0 NS (1)
Rns Rrc
by the time the blob expanded to the size of the light cylinder it’s energy is still larger than the

dipolar magnetic energy at the light cylinder.

What is the ensuing fate of the explosion? As we discuss in the present paper two outcomes are
possible. First, as the blob expands into the wind, magnetic field in the blob scales as By, o< 1/R?,
decreasing much faster than the magnetic field in the wind, Bying o< 1/R. As a result, the expanding
bubble comes into force-balance with the preceding wind near the light cylinder, at

Req ( RO >3/2 RLC
= ~ few 2
Ric Rys Rns ®

(since Ry < Ryg). Thus, the expelled blob quickly reaches pressure equipartition with the wind
flow, at ~ few light cylinder radii. It is then advected (puffs-up) “quietly” with the wind.
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Alternatively, as we demonstrate in this paper, if the explosion is powerful enough the expelled
blob detonates, and is totally disrupted. The condition for the explosion is

R
E(] 70 > ELC (3)
Rrc

The plan of the paper as follows. In §2| we perform a number of 3D relativistic MHD sim-
ulations of highly-over-pressurized spheromak configurations into expanding pre-explosion wind.
In §3] we describe corresponding 2D force-free simulations, with external magnetic field decreasing
with radius, (either as 1/r or 1/r? - this mimics the dependance of the decreasing magnetic field
in the accelerating pulsar wind). These two types of simulations probe somewhat different aspects
of the problem: MHD is better suited to take account of dissipative plasma effects, while force-free
limit studies the extreme magnetic dynamics. In §4 we discuss a compact analytical solution to the
Prendergast problem: relativistic self-similar expansion of force-free plasma.

2. Relativistic MHD simulations of magnetic explosions
2.1. Model set-up and code

We model the magnetized cloud as a spheromak. Spheromaks (Chandrasekhar & Kendall|[1957;
Rosenbluth & Bussac|1979; [Bellan|2000) are axisymmetric force-free configurations. Two types of
magnetic structures are considered: basic spheromak, and higher order (3D) spheromak,
The higher order spheromak mimics a fully entangled quasi-spherical magnetic cloud.

The main part of the simulations’ set up is the properties of the external medium. We consis-
tently explore several possibilities. First, for magnetically confined spheromak the static external
field is reduced with respect to the internal magnetic field - this mimics over-pressurized magnetic
cloud ready to explode, §2.3] Second, in addition to magnetic pressure drop at the edge of a sphero-
mak we introduce a Hubble-like flow outside, §2.4| (this mimics the pre-explosion wind, see Fig.
. We investigate various combinations of these set-ups, the dependence of the dynamics on the
magnetization and the properties of the field jump at the boundary.

The simulations are performed with PLUTO code (Mignone et al.[2007) in 3D relativistic MHD
(RMHD) approximation, which used the WENO3 based method (Yamaleev & Carpenter|2009),
3"-order TVD Runge Kutta time stepping procedure, and an HLLD Riemann Solver (Mignone
et al.[2009). PLUTO is a public modular Godunov-type code entirely written in C intended mainly
for astrophysical applications, and high Mach number flows in multiple spatial dimensions.

Energy, and not entropy, is the independent variable, and an Eulerian scheme is adopted when
solving the equations of RMHD. Special relativity is sufficient to describe the problem at hand. The
duration of the time steps is determined by the adopted CFL number of 0.2, to keep the stability
of the simulations. A static uniform smooth grid allows an adequate control of the resolution in
the whole computational grid during a whole run. The simulated flow was approximated by ideal
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gas with polytropic index I'y = 4/3. In this section we used non-dimensional relativistic units
2
Pg,0 = pocC”.

2.2. Basic spheromak

The internal magnetic field of a basic spheromak in spherical coordinates r — 8 — ¢ can be
expressed in terms of the flux function ¥;,.

in (&r 2 qin2 )
v, — (cos <%> _asin (« )> a® sin (H)Bém)

ar o?

where o = 4.49341, a is the radius of a spheromak, Fig. [2l Explicit expressions for magnetic field
are given in Appendix[A] The spheromak is set as a sphere with radius a = 1. Inside the spheromak
we set initial density and pressure p = p, = 1.

We start with a model of magnetically confined spheromak with external magnetic field

3\ asin?(f) (out)
\Ijout - - <1 - 613> 7274 BO

B = V¥, x V¢ (5)

the sketch of the configuration is shown on Fig. 2 For magnetically confined spheromak B(™ (1 =
a) = B (r = @). At large cylindrical radius the field corresponds to uniform constant B, =
B(()OUt).

2.3. Magnetically over-pressured basic spheromak in static medium

To initialize an explosion we decrease the normalization of external magnetic field
B = ABy, (6)

This introduces a jump at the surface so that the spheromak is magnetically over-pressurized.
Outside of the spheromak we set the magnetic field with A = 1073. The initial velocities were set
equal to 0.

We performed small scale simulations of spheromak evolution in rarefied surrounding media
p=Dpg =3 X 1073. We choose magnetic field which corresponds to high magnetization o =
B? /A (e + py) = 60, medium magnetization ¢ = 2 and low magnetization o = 1/10%. The initial
total pressure was kept the same in all simulations €,, + py, + €4 + py = const. and for o = 60 we
choose p; = 1. So, reducing the magnetic pressure we increase the plasma pressure respectively
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Fig. 2.— Magnetically confined basic spheromak (z — z cut). Solid lines show magnetic flux
surfaces, color indicates the toroidal (out of the board) component of the magnetic field.

keeping total energy density the same. Here we performed so-called small scale simulations with
the grid size was taken to be z,y and z € [—2,2], in initial spheromak radius units “a”. The total
number of cells in each direction: N, = N, = N, = 256.

The examples of velocities profile in X-direction (equatorial plane of spheromak) are shown
in Fig. The strongly magnetized solution significantly differ from low magnetized one. Low
magnetized solution shows graduate acceleration of flow on its boundary and due to absence of
hoop stress the relatively slow acceleration in the central zone. The highly magnetized case shows
no expansion inside the spheromak so far rarefaction wave did not reach the given radius. The
shock formed on the spheromak’s surface accelerated quickly at first, but at some point outflow
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Fig. 3.— Comparison of the hydrodynamic flow four-velocity U, = I'v, for early stages of expansion
of a relativistic over-pressurized bomb (profiles of four-momenta as functions of time) for different
magnetizations: upper panel - high magnetization oy = 60, lower panel - low magnetization oy =
10~3; MHD simulations, same total over-pressure. The dynamics is drastically different: the fluid
case expands much faster, and keeps accelerating; the magnetized case expands slower and is already
decelerating (due to the requirement of conservation of magnetic flux.)
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Fig. 4.— The maximal the hydrodynamic flow four-velocity as function of time (left panel) and
position of maximal velocity (right panel) for different initial magnetization for the case of low
external pressure.

start to decelerate.

The maximal velocity is achieved at the outer layers of the spheromak Fig. So the time
evolution of maximal velocity and radial evolution of maximal velocity position depends propor-
tionally Fig. [d In the low magnetized case the maximal velocity of the flow grows with the time.
The middle magnetized case shows very slow growth with time. The strongly magnetized case
shows fast initial rise and slow down later on. In late phases the speed of outflow is inversely
proportional to the magnetization of spheromak.

2.4. Over-pressured spheromak in external Hubble-like flow (the wind)

Next we model interaction of the ejected magnetic blob with the preexisting wind. We assume
that a magnetic cloud reached a size of the light cylinder, and starts to interact with the preexisting
wind. The wind is accelerating linearly, with v o r. Instead of varying the properties of the wind
(e.g., mass loss rate) it is more convenient to vary the velocity of the wind. We use different scalings
v = nyer/a, with 7, in the range 0.01 < n, < 0.1. Small values of 7, correspond to nearly static

d

external configurations (this allows comparison with results in §2.2|) , while large 17, — 1 mimic
realistic pulsar winds.

In this section we used large scale simulations the grid size was taken to be z,y and z €
[—4.5,4.5], in units of initial spheromak radius. To probe different velocity expansion, we performed
simulations with total number of cells in each direction: N, = N, = N, = 384.

In the wind zone spheromak can be described in the comoving rest frame. In the wind zone the
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toroidal component of magnetic field dominates with radius, so in this section we can choose 7 axis
direction along large scale toroidal magnetic field (Komissarov et al. 2007, |2009). The magnetic
strength of the spheromak was chosen to set ¢ = 3 at the spheromak center and uniform density

and pressure p = p; = 1. The current density and pressure distribution are plotted in Fig.

In the absence of the expansion (see §2.4]) the highly magnetized over-pressurized spheromak
expands up to new equilibrium radius which can be estimated as r¢q ~ a(piot,in/ Ptot,out)l/ 4 1

tikov & Gourgouliatos|2011) and for chosen parameters ¢, ~ 2a. The radial evolution of spheromak

in stationary environment with a drop of the external pressure in 16 times are shown on Fig.[6] The
initial expansion in equatorial plane (X-direction) after passing the equilibrium radius slows down,
and later switched to shrinking and saturation near 2.5a. In polar direction (Z-axis) expansion was
not so strong and saturates near 2a.
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Fig. 5.— Current density (top row) and pressure distribution (by contours; magnetic field lines
are also shown - bottom row) for basic spheromak in external for Hubble expanding environment
with 7, = 0.1 (left, exploding) at ¢ = 7[a/c|, and 1, = 0.01 (right, puffing-up) at ¢t = 70[a/c].
In the exploding case most of the current is concentrated near the surface - see §4| for analytical
explanation.

The evolution of B, magnetic field component distribution and velocity field are shown in
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Fig. 6.— Evolution of over-pressured basic spheromak in static medium. Solid line: extension in

z-direction and dashed line in z-direction for initial magnetization ¢ = 3, initial external density
and pressure p = p; = 1/16. The spheromak just puff-up, no explosion is generated.
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Fig. 7— Radius of spheromak (along z direction left panel, and 2 direction right panel) for different
Hubble expanding environment, 1, = 0.1 — the solid line, 1, = 0.032 — dot-dashed line, 1, = 0.01
— dashed line and the “high order” spheromak with 7, = 0.1 — the doted line. Here we clearly see
two different kind of solutions: 1) explosion 7, = 0.1 like and 2) hydro-static puffing up 1, < 0.032.

Appendix [B] An interesting fact is the small dependence of explosion process on the order of the
spheromak. The spheromak transforms to shell like structure with bounced back central part. After
bouncing off the external layers, the spheromak shrinks and oscillates continuing its expansion. This
process clearly can be see on the evolution of X and Z-direction spheromak radii on Fig. [/} The
evolution of magnetic flux ( ¥ = —27 fOR B, (r)rdr) is presented on Fig. Here we clearly see
difference in magnetic flux distribution for the explosion like solution (7, = 0.1) between initial and
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Fig. 8.— Evolution of the distribution of the magnetic flux ¥ = —27x fOR B, (r)rdr in the spheromak
for different Hubble expanding environment, 7, = 0.1 (left panel - exploding case, flux is concen-
trated near the surface), n, = 0.01 — (right panel - non-exploding case, flux distribution remains

mostly unchanged).
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Fig. 9.— Mach number for fast magnetosonic speed by color and velocity field for spheromaks
expanding into different Hubble-like environment, 7, = 0.01 (left), n, = 0 (center) , 5, = 0.1
(right). (Qualitatively, red colors indicate formation of causally disconnected expanding regions.)

evolved ones. In the case of slow expansion (7, = 0.01) magnetic flux of the spheromak preserve its

shape for many tens of dynamical times. The explosion like solutions leads to strong redistribution
of magnetic field in spheromak. Fig. [0 illustrates the key difference in the expansion process:
the Mach number maps for fast magnetosonic speed on the (We calculate the Alfven velocity as
ve/c = /o /(o + 1) and the fast magnetosonic speed can be estimated as vs/c = /(0 + ¢2) /(o + 1)

Lyubarsky|2003). In the explosion-like expansion we clearly see supersonically expanding parts of

the flow.
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2.4.1.  Equilibrium spheromak in external Hubble-like flow (the wind)
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Fig. 10.— Expansion of spheromak initially in equilibrium with Hubble-expanding environment
with 7, = 0.3 for time moment ¢t = 6[a/c|. The color shows Mach number and arrows show velocity
field. If the spheromak initially was in equilibrium even for fast expansion speed (7, = 0.3) the flow
remains subsonic, no explosion is generated, in contrast to over-pressured spheromaks (see Fig. E[)

Finally, we investigated evolution of the spheromak in the Hubble expanding wind which
initially was in pressure equilibrium. We increase the expansion speed up to 1, = 0.3 to increase
the effect of expansion. The expansion takes place in the subsonic regime during all the simulation
evolution. The Mach number distribution and velocity field near the end of the simulation are
presented in Fig. The flow outside of the spheromak is supersonic, but spheromak itself is
subsonic. We did not see the change of the magnetic field topology and its significant redistribution
in radial direction.

2.5. Higher order spheromak

Next, we used the same setup as in the previous Section but we change topology of the
magnetic field to the 3rd order spheromak with the flux function

U3 o (1+5cos*(d) — 6cos?(0))
y (15(1 sm(m‘) B 15a2 cos (%) B 6a sin (%) +cos <%)> o

adrs a?r? ar

where o = 6.98793, Fig. This magnetic field has three changes of magnetic polarity in the 6
direction. This configuration mimics expected highly tangled magnetic field of the ejection.
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Fig. 11.— The 3d order spheromak (x — z cut). Solid lines show magnetic flux surfaces, color
indicates the toroidal (out of the board) component of the magnetic field.

The current density of the high order spheromak is presented in Fig. [12|and the 3D rendering
of magnetic field lines in Fig. [13| and slices of the magnetic field in Fig. We observe a behavior
similar to the basic spheromak: for supersonically expanding case the magnetic field is concentrated
near the surface, while subsonically expanding case approximately keeps the initial field structure.
The expansion is more isotropic in this case.
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Fig. 12.— Current density for higher order spheromak in external for Hubble expanding environ-
ment with 7, = 0.1 (exploding) at ¢t = 1.5a/c (left) and t = 4.5 (right).
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Fig. 13.— The magnetic field structure evolution for the “high order” spheromak expansion with
Hubble expanding environment with 7, = 0.1 for different time moments ¢ = 0fa/c| (top right)
t = 1la/c] (top left), t = 2.5[a/c] (bottom right) ¢ = 4.5[a/c| (bottom left). The magnetic field
strength is shown by color: notice that field is concentrated near the surface, as predicted by the

analytics, see §

3. Force-free simulations of a magnetic explosion

In order to further verify the results of MHD simulations, we performed 2D force-free simulation
of a spheromak using PHAEDRA code (Parfrey et al.|2012). PHAEDRA is a pseudo-spectral code
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Fig. 14.— The “high order” spheromak expansion with Hubble expanding environment with 7, =
0.1 for different time moments t = 2.5[a/c] (upper left panel) t = 4.5[a/c] (upper right panel). The
color shows B, component of magnetic field and arrows show velocity field. Bottom left panel: the
Mach number for “high order” spheromak with 7, = 0.1. Bottom right panel: pressure distribution
by contours and magnetic field lines for spheromak expansion with Hubble expanding environment
with n, = 0.1.

developed specifically to study highly magnetized plasma regime, force-free electrodynamics, the
vanishing-inertia limit of magnetohydrodynamics. The grid is defined in axisymmetric spherical
coordinates (r, ), with N, points in r and Ny points in 6 direction. For this work, we chose
N, =280 and Ny = 160.

First, we repeat the experiment with magnetically confined over-pressured spheromak, §2.3|
Similar to the external field is reduced with respect to the internal magnetic field. We set the
external field to be a fraction A of the equatorial spheromak’s field on the surface.
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As a new ingredient, we investigated different profiles of the external magnetic field, scaling
with radius as < r™7,
(out) _ aNv _
B[) =A ? Bm(r == CL) (8)
(This is the scaling of the flux function ®,,;, to conserve the div-B condition.) Qualitatively, this
mimics the decreasing magnetic field in the wind.

The outer boundary of the setup was fixed at » = 20, absorbing layer beginning at r = 15
whereas the radius of the spheromak was chosen to be a = 2 (somewhat larger initial size is chosen
to avoid a quickly developing tilting instability Mehta et al.|[2020). The distances are in code
unit. We tried various grid sizes and found no substantial difference in the results for very high
resolutions. We ran our simulations for number of combinations of A = 1, 1/3 and v = 0, 1. Results

are plotted in Figs.

Results of force-free simulations are qualitatively similar to the MHD case: the evolution
of spheromak depends on the profile of the external field. We first initialize the over-pressured
spheromak by bringing it out of force balance by setting A = 1/3. The magnetic blob first puffs
up, launches Alfvén waves in the external medium, but later finds a new equilibrium (resembling
original configuration), Fig. In the case of decreasing external magnetic field < 1/7, Fig. the
spheromak detonates, creating an expanding flux tube. (We also did simulations for Be, oc 1/
results are similar.)

4. Analytical solution to the Prendergast problem

Next we supplement our numerical results with analytical solutions for expanding force-free
spheromaks. The mathematical equation describing this problem has been derived by [Prender-
gast| (2005) who considered a system of inertial frames of reference without any electric field, but
only force-free magnetic field. Then, by transforming back to the origin frame of reference and
postulating an appropriate expansion rate, he obtained the partial differential equation describing
this system. Solutions that resemble expanding jets and analogues of the magnetic towers in the
relativistic regime have been explored in this context (Gourgouliatos & Lynden-Bell 2008; |Gour-
gouliatos & Vlahakis [2010), nevertheless, the spheromak family of these solutions has not been
studied thoroughly. Here, we present a more intuitive derivation for the governing equation, where
both the magnetic and electric field are accounted for an observer who is at rest with respect to
the origin by considering both the magnetic and the electric field (Gourgouliatos [2009).

Consider an axisymmetric time-dependent magnetic field in spherical coordinates (7,0, ¢):
B=VVU(r,t,0) xVo+T(r,t,0)Vo. (9)

By construction the above magnetic field satisfies Gauss’ law, and is expressed in terms of two
scalar functions ¥ and 7T for the poloidal and toroidal field. Let the whole system expand with the
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Fig. 15.— Force-free simulations of magnetic explosion. Initially the spheromak is over-pressurized,
A = 1/3; the external magnetic field asymptotes to a constant. Plotted are the time slices of
rsin @By (top panel) and p, = I'v,,where v, is the radial component of E x B drift velocity (bottom
panel). Initial radius is a = 2. The magnetic cloud “puff-up” and comes to a new equilibrium

following velocity profile, scaled to the speed of light c:
r
= —T 10
v=_f (10)
We note that this velocity is not the drift velocity defined as ExB/B?, as the former has components
parallel to the magnetic field, whereas the latter is always normal to the magnetic field.

Let us introduce the dimensionless parameter

V= (11)
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Fig. 16.— Same as Fig. but the external field has an extra radial dependence of 1/r, see Eq.
. This mimics magnetic field in the wind. An expanding flux tube is generated: the spheromak
first expands, and then detonates generating causally disconnected outflow. The spheromak is
completely destroyed. (Motion in the wind ahead of the spheromak-generated Alfvén pulse, bottom
left panel, appears due to the fact that the initial configuration is not in force balance.

We demand that the poloidal flux depends on the following combination of variables:
U= (v,0), (12)

and
T =T(r,v,0). (13)

The induced electric field is:
E=-vxB/e. (14)
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We substitute into the induction equation:

10B

The ¢ and components are satisfied identically, but the g% component sets the extra constraint:

v or
T4+r— ] =0 16
Tzsin9< +T8r> ’ (16)
which is straightforward to integrate. Thus, the expression for T becomes:
1
T=-W(v,0). (17)
r
Next, we take the force equation:
jixB
F = pE + . (18)
c

For the evaluation of the electric charge and current we use Gauss’s law for the electric field and
Ampere’s law with Maxwell’s correction:

1
p=1-V (19)
c 1 OE
j=— B-—. 2
J 47rVX 4 Ot (20)

We set all three components of the force to zero. From the ¢ component we take the equation:

L v
v(l—vQ)———v(l—UQ)%—e%—z/+( +02)%W:0. (21)

On division by v? and we obtain the following equation:

ov 9 [1—1? ov 9 [1—v?
Mm(@ W)‘aem( . W>_O. (22)

The above expression is the Jacobian of ¥ and %W(v, 0), therefore we can write:

v

Wzl—

(W) (23)

with 8 an arbitrary function of ¥. We substitute into the r and 8 components of the force equation,
we substitute 4 = cosf and we obtain the “Prendergast Equation”:

2V oW 2V [4am\? o2
21— 42— -1 - = — 'B. 24
V(T =)oy 20— ( u)aug ) 1—2°8 (24)

We found fully analytic, separable, self-similar solution for a relativistically expanding force-
free flow for a dipolar structure
U = f(v)sin® 6, (25)
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and linear dependence between ¥ and f in the form:
B=av. (26)
Under this condition, the equation for f becomes:
(=24 022+ a?)f + 02 (1 — 120, (1 = v2)f) = 0. (27)

The equation admits the analytical solution:

f=cos€— smfj ¢ = aarctanh(v)
av
v
B=VUxVé+—— v
1—02 r
E =ve, x B. (28)

Combining equation , and we obtain the expression for 7"

v aV¥ v aV¥
T — ar == 29
1—22 r 1—22 r (29)
It is then straightforward to evaluate the fields and the current:
2cosf
BT’ = r2 f
_ sinf (((a2 + 1) v? — 1) siné + avcos{)
o= ar?v (1 —v?)
o sin 0
By=——-
¢ 2 (1—02) /
E.=0
Eg = vBy
E¢ = —UBQ
Qv
Jp= —————5<
"ol =)
Jo= B,
r
Qv
Jy=—B8B
¢ r ¢
2000% cos 0
divE= —— 30
v r3 (1 _ ,02) f ( )

Even though these equations may seem over-complicated: they closely match the well know
spheromak solution (e.g., function f), yet the independent variable is given in terms of the variable
arctanhv. These are fully analytic self-similar solutions for time-dependent axially-symmetric force-
free expanding magnetic bomb.
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Fig. 17— The function f of the Prendergast solution for three choices of « = 1, 2, 5 shown
in red, green and blue lines respectively. The solution for & = 1 has its first root at vy = 0.9992,
corresponding to maximum Lorentz factor I'y = 25.4, the one for o = 2 has vg = 0.9715 and
I'p = 4.2 and the one for a = 5 has vy = 0.71 and I'j = 1.4. We also plot the solutions for two
stationary spheromaks appropriately scaled so that their first roots lie at 0.71 (Sphl) and 1 (Sph2),

for comparison.

The location of the first positive root, vy > 0, of the function f(v) depends on the value of
«. For smaller values of a it is pushed towards v — 1, whereas for a larger a the radius of the
spheromak becomes smaller. As « is a factor relating the poloidal current to the poloidal field, a
stronger current leads to a field of smaller radius as shown in Fig. where we present the solution
of equation , foraa=1, 2, 5. Indeed, we can evaluate the relation between the outer boundary
of the bubble with « for the expanding spheromak, Fig. Introducing

v = tanh 0 (31)

the surface is located at
. tan(a®)
tanhv = ———=

For small « (or sufficiently large © so that tanhv ~ 1)

arctan(a) + mn

b=
a
arctan(a) + 7m>

«

V= tanh(
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Fig. 18.— Location of the first (innermost) surface of the expanding flow in ¢ and u = v/v/1 — v?
coordinates for different «.

For example:

a=1
o = 0.999223
7o = 3.9266
Py= L 9538
V-4
up = ——2 = 95.36 (34)

In the stationary spheromak solution, the change of « is a simple scaling factor as is evident
from equation . In the relativistic case however, a change in « is not a mere rescaling, but a
drastic alteration in the structure of the spheromak. This is evident from Fig. [I9] where we show
the structure of two relativistic spheromaks for a = 2 and a = 5, a higher value of a leads to a
solution that is reminiscent of the stationary one, whereas a smaller « leads to a field where most
of the field lines are concentrated near the edge of the expanding bubble and so does the energy
and the pressure. We further comment, that the contours of the poloidal field lines given by ¥ do
not coincide to the contours of 7', which is the case for the stationary spheromak. This difference
is related to the fact that in the stationary case it is only the j x B term that contributes to the
force, thus the electric current must flow along the field lines. On the relativistically expanding
case, the contribution of the electric field and the charge in the dynamics leads to this difference.

Moreover, while, «, the constant of proportionality between ¥ and 3 is smaller this does not
imply that the toroidal field becomes weaker. This is because the maximum of f is pushed towards
higher velocities. Given the factor v/(1 — v?) that appears in the form of T, this term dominates,
leading to a strong toroidal field. The part of the solution that is beyond the first positive root,
shows an oscillatory behavior. This part corresponds to field lines that are not connected to the
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rest of the spheromak, thus we focus our attention to the inner sphere. Overall, the field is rather
strong near the boundary of the bubble, Fig. We note that in the limit of low expansion
velocities (v < 1), where only the first order term is kept, it reduces to the standard spheromak
solution as arctanhv =~ v.

Even though the field within the spheromak itself is force-free, as the bubble expands the
energy within the bubble decreases as o 1/t. Indeed the total energy is

21 (7 vot 1
Epot = — / sin d6 / r?dr(E* + B?) « - (35)
47T 0 0 t
The energy decrease can be clearly seen from the requirement of the conservation of the magnetic

flux: B o< 1/R?, so that B2R3 o 1/t. This decrease in energy is the a work done by the expanding
blob on the external medium. In the origin frame the surface magnetic field is

B _ (a? + 1) sin 6 cos (« tanh ™! (vo)) (36)
0 2 (1—2)
0
The corresponding work made by the pressure due to the expansion is
B(S)72 1
0 2
pdV = R® x 2 (37)
Thus, the energy of the explosion evolves according to
dE}o 1
X ——
dt 2
1
Etot X z (38)

We note that the magnetic pressure at the surface of the bubble is highly anisotropic as is evident
by the form of the meridional component of the field there, Equation (36]), which is much stronger
at the equator than higher latitudes. Thus, if such an expanding spheromak is embedded within
a uniform medium it will expand primarily along the equator. Such a disturbance will affect its
spherical boundary and the force-equilibrium at its interior. A possible extension could be the
inclusion of a thermal pressure pressure profile, which removed the electric current discontinuity
which is responsible for this anisotropy (Gourgouliatos et al.[[2010; |Gourgouliatos & Lyutikov|[2012).

5. Discussion

In this work we investigate the dynamics of relativistic magnetically driven explosions. Our
analytical results, MHD and force-free simulations consistently show a complicated, parameter-
dependent picture, with various important effects. Most importantly, the dynamics differs qualita-
tively from the fluid case. The most exemplary case, demonstrating the differences between highly
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Fig. 19.— The structure of the spheromak for & = 2 (a) and o = 5 (b). The poloidal field lines
are shown in black, and in color we plot logT and T respectively. As T' depends on both v and r,
equation the snapshot is taken at time ¢t = 1/c.
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Fig. 20.— Values of In(B?/2), radial component of the velocity 8, and value of the total elec-
tromagnetic velocity Sgps for relativistically expanding spheromak . The surface is located at
r = 0.9992 and moves with Lorentz factor I' = 25.4 (for a = 1).

magnetized and fluid cases, is the magnetic explosion in static external medium, For exam-
ple, Fig. [ demonstrates that low-o over-pressurized configurations create relativistically expanding
flows which accelerated with time, while high-o configurations shows tendency of de-acceleration
and saturation to the constant velocity.

Similarly, just over-pressurized highly magnetized cloud in constant density/constant confining
magnetic field would just puff-up - no explosion is generated. Slightly over-pressurized spheromak
in a Hubble flow just quickly expand trying to rich pressure balance with preceding wind. Only
in the case of highly over-pressurized initial configuration, and the external wind environment the
magnetic cloud “explodes” - generates supersonically expanding (causally disconnected) outflow.

In case of over-pressured spheromak expansion into external wind, if the surrounding expansion
speed is small (n, = 0.01, or 1, = 0.032) the spheromak evolution is similar to the steady case.
The initial growth is not so fast and we see bounce from the external matter. The fast expansion of
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surrounding matter (7, = 0.1) allows fast expansion of spheromak and generation of explosion-like,
causally-disconnected expansion. In such the case the spheromak transforms to shell like structure
with “hollow” central part.

Thus, the internal structure of the explosion depends crucially on the type of expansion.
Significant redistribution of the magnetic field take place in the case of supersonic expansion -
magnetic field is concentrated near the surface of the cloud: this is seen in MHD simulations and
is analytically predicted, see On the other hand, if expansion is subsonic, the magnetic field
keeps approximately the initial configuration.

Puffing-up solutions did not show significant explosion like events. So it is difficult to expect
significant observational manifestations. In other hand, explosion like solution can form shocks and
particle acceleration. We shown what for the Hubble like expansion and over-pressured spheromaks
if expansion speed exceed > 0.1lcr/a. We can interpret it as formation of the spheromak at light
cylinder with radius about 74, ~ 0.1r, so the variability time can be up to tgre =~ 27/0.1 ~ 100
times smaller compare to a magnetar rotation period.

Qualitatively the strong explosion condition is given by Eq. (1H3)) (see also Lyutikov|2022).
For a magnetar with period P this gives for the initial size and energy

Ry > 150 P~Y/2 meters
B s R a0

s =5x10% P32 erg (39)

Ey >

(period P in seconds.)
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A. Explicit expressions for magnetic fields

For references we give explicit forms for the fields. For basic spheromak:

9

B. — g {20050 (ar cos(ar) — sin(ar))
m 0 a37"3

[(a?r? — 1) sin(ar) + ar cos(ar)]

sin 6 a3r3 )
. arcos(ar) —sin(ar) }
sin
a2r?
(out) a® a’
B(out) — BO { <1 _ 703) cosf, — (1 + 27“3> sin 6, 0}
o = 4.49341/a
n ou 2 si
Bl = plevt) — _gsmo‘B0 — 6.90501B, (A1)
a

Basic spheromak in decreasing external field

3_,3 3 3
out) __ (out) r—a o+ 2a .
Blout) — By {a < 7l > cosf, —2a <4r4> Slﬂ@,O} (A2)

r

This preprint was prepared with the AAS IATEX macros v5.2.
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3d order spheromak:

% {4 (3cos(0) + 5cos(30)) [ar (a?r? — 15) cos(ar) + 3(2a%r? — 5) sin(ar)] ,
(sin(6) + 5sin(30)) [3ar (2a*r? — 15) cos(ar) + (21a’r? — a'r? — 45) sin(ar)]

2arsin(f) (3 4 5cos(26)) [047' (a2r2 — 15) cos(ar) + 3(2a%r? — 5) SiH(ON“)] } (A3)

Bin,ho =

where oo = 6.98793/a.

B. The magnetic field structure for Hubble expansion case.

The over-pressured spheromak evolve differently depends on Hubble expansion speed. To
illustrate this point we show vertical component of the magnetic field. If the surrounding expansion
speed is small (v, = 0.01 ¢r/a) Fig. 21 or (v, = 0.032 cr/a) Fig. [22| the spheromak evolution is
similar to the steady case. Here the initial growth is not so fast and we see bounce from the external
matter (see the velocity field evolution) and settle to quasi-static expansion. The internal structure
of the magnetic field kept the same along all simulation. The relation of maximal to minimal values
of the vertical component of the magnetic field is preserved (~ 0.3).

The fast expansion of surrounding matter (v, = 0.1 cr/a) leads to fast expansion of spheromak
Fig. (see also Fig. and we expect explosion like expansion. In the fast expansion case the
internal structure of the spheromak changes significantly. The relation of the maximal to minimal
values of the vertical component of the magnetic field grows from ~ 0.3 till ~ 1.5.
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Fig. 23.— The spheromak expansion with Hubble expanding environment with 7, = 0.1 for different
time moments ¢ = 1[a/c] (top left), t = 2[a/c] (top right), t = 3[a/c] (bottom left), t = 4[a/c]
(bottom right). The color shows B, component of magnetic field and arrows show velocity field.
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