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A bstract

W e propose to extend the well-known M USCL-Hancock schem e for Euler equa-

tionsto the induction equation m odeling the m agnetic � eld evolution in kinem atic

dynam o problem s.Theschem e isbased on an integralform ofthe underlying con-

servation law which,in ourform ulation,resultsin a \� nite-surface" schem eforthe

induction equation.Thisnaturally leadsto thewell-known \constrained transport"

m ethod,with additionalcontinuity requirem ent on the m agnetic � eld representa-

tion.Thesecond ingredientin theM USCL schem eisthepredictorstep thatensures

second orderaccuracy both in spaceand tim e.W eexplorespeci� cconstraintsthat

them athem aticalpropertiesoftheinduction equationsplaceon thispredictorstep,

showing thatthreepossiblevariantscan beconsidered.W eshow thatthem ostag-

gressiveform ulations(referred toasC-M USCL and U-M USCL)reach thesam elevel

ofaccuracy astheotherone(referred to asRunge-K utta),ata lowercom putational

cost.M oreinterestingly,thesetwo schem esarecom patiblewith theAdaptiveM esh

Re� nem ent(AM R)fram ework.Ithasbeen im plem ented in the AM R code RAM -

SES.Ito� ersa noveland e� cientim plem entation ofa second orderschem eforthe

induction equation.W ehavetested itby solvingtwo kinem aticdynam oproblem sin

the low di� usion lim it.The construction ofthisschem e forthe induction equation

constitutesa step towardssolving thefullM HD setofequationsusing an extension

ofourcurrentm ethodology.
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1 Introduction

The extension ofGodunov-type conservative schem es forEuler equations of


uid dynam ics(Toro,1999;Bouchut,2005)to the system ofidealm agneto-

hydrodynam ics(M HD)hasbeen a m atterofintensiveresearch,starting from

the early 90’s.The great variety ofdi�erent M HD im plem entations ofthe

originalGodunov m ethod,especially in a m ultidim ensionalsetting,has left

severalunexplored pathsopened in designing M HD conservative m ethods.

The m ost naturalapproach in adapting �nite-volum e schem es to the M HD

equationsisto de�nethem agnetic�eld com ponentatthecenterofeach cell,

where the traditionalhydrodynam icalvariables are also de�ned.One then

takes advantage ofdecades ofexperience in the developm ent ofstable and

accurate shock-capturing schem es.In this case,the solenoidality constraint

r � B = 0 hasto be enforced using eithera \divergence cleaning" step (see

for exam ple Brackbilland Barnes,1980 and Ryu et al.,1998),or various

reform ulations ofthe M HD equations including additionaldivergence-waves

(Powellet al.,1999) or divergence-dam ping term s (Dedner et al.,2002).A

novelcell-centered M HD schem e has been recently developed by Crockett

etal.(2005)thatcom binesm ostoftheseideasinto onesinglealgorithm .

An alternativeapproach isto usetheConstrained Transport(CT)algorithm

fortheinductionequation,assuggestedinthelate60’sbyYee(1966),andlater

revisited by Evansand Hawley (1988).In thisdescription,them agnetic�eld

isde�ned atthe cellfaces,while otherhydrodynam icalvariablesare de�ned

atthe cellcenter.Thisisoften called a \staggered m esh" discretization.As

we willsee in thispaper,CT provides a naturalexpression ofthe induction

equation in conservativeform .Com biningCT with theGodunovfram eworkto

design high-order,stableschem esisthereforea very attractivesolution.This

com bined approach was�rstexplored in thecontextoftheM HD equationsby

Balsara and Spicer(1999).Thism ethod directly usesface-centered Godunov


uxes and averages these on the celledges to estim ate the Electro-M otive

Force (EM F).T�oth (2000) proposed an interesting cell-centered alternative

to this schem e.M ore recently,Londrillo and DelZanna (2000,2004) have

revisited the problem and shown that the proper way ofde�ning the edge-

centered EM F isto solvea 2D Riem ann problem atthecelledges.They have

applied thisidea to design high-order,Runge-Kutta,ENO schem es.Finally,

Gardinerand Stone(2005)haveextended Balsaraand Spicerschem etodesign

a m orestableand m orerobustway ofcom puting theEM F.

The im plem entation ofthese variousschem eswithin the Adaptive M esh Re-

�nem entfram ework isanotherchallenging issue.Itintroducestwo m ain new

1 E-m ail addresses: Rom ain.Teyssier@ cea.fr (R.Teyssier), s.from ang@ qm ul.ac.uk

(S.From ang),dorm y@ phys.ens.fr(E.Dorm y).
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technicaldi�culties:�rst,proper 
uxes and EM F corrections between dif-

ferent levels ofre�nem ent m ust be accounted for.Second,when re�ning or

de-re�ningcells,divergence-freepreservinginterpolation and prolongation op-

eratorsm ustbedesigned.Both oftheseissueshaverecently been discussed in

the fram ework ofthe CT algorithm by severalauthors(Balsara,2001;T�oth

and Roe,2002;Liand Li,2004).

The purpose ofthisarticle isto present a novelalgorithm based on a high-

orderGodunovim plem entation oftheCT algorithm within atree-based Adap-

tive M esh Re�nem ent(AM R)code called RAM SES (Teyssier,2002).Asop-

posed to the grid-based (orpatch-based)originalAM R designed introduced

by Bergerand Oliger(1984)and Bergerand Colella (1989),tree-based AM R

triggerlocalgrid re�nem entson a cellby cellbasis.In thisway,thegrid fol-

lowsm oreclosely thegeom etricalfeaturesofthecom puted 
ow,atthecostof

agreateralgorithm ’scom plexity.Nevertheless,such tree-based AM R schem es

have been im plem ented with success by various authors in the fram ework

ofastrophysics and 
uid dynam ics (Kravtsov et al.,1997;Khokhlov,1998;

Teyssier,2002;Popinet,2003)butnotyetin theM HD context.On theother

hand,patch-based AM R algorithm shave been developed by severalauthors

in recentyears(Balsara,2001;Kleim ann etal.,2004;Powelletal.,1999;Sam -

taney etal.,2004;Ziegler,1999)and used forM HD applications.The m ain

requirem ent that tree-based AM R usually place on the underlying solver is

the com pactnessofthe com putationalstencil:any high orderschem e with a

stencilextending totwo points,orless,in each direction can easily becoupled

to an \octree" data structure(Khokhlov,1998).

In thispaper,ourgoalisto solve the induction equation using the M USCL

schem e,originally presented by van Leer(1977),and widely used in thelitera-

turefortheEulerequations.Thisvery sim plem ethod issecond orderaccurate

in tim eand spaceand hasa com pactstencil:only 2 neighboring cellsin each

direction (and for each dim ension) are necessary to update the centralcell

solution to thenexttim estep.Thiscom pactnessproperty isofparticularim -

portance forourtree based AM R approach.It isalso usefulforan e�cient

parallelization relyingon dom ain decom position.Toourknowledge,thisisthe

�rstim plem entation ofthe M USCL schem e com bined with the Constrained

Transport algorithm that solves the induction equation.The key ingredient

thatensuressecond orderaccuracy istheso-called \predictorstep",in which

thesolution is�rstadvanced by halfatim estep.W ewillconsiderafew di�er-

entcom putationalstrategiesforthispredictorstep anddiscusstheirrespective

m erits.Finally,wewillpresentouroveralltree-based AM R schem e.

Thispaperislim ited to theinduction equation.W eintend to apply thesam e

approach to the fullM HD equations in a future paper.Nevertheless,it is

interesting to determ ineifsuch a num ericalapproach can beapplied to kine-

m aticdynam o problem s,forwhich theinduction equation aloneapplies.The
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induction equation islinear,butitcan yield rem arkably rich m agnetic insta-

bilitiescorresponding to exponential�eld growth and referred to as\dynam o

instabilities".The description ofthese instabilities,and the conditionsunder

which they occur,constitutean active�eld ofresearch,with im portantconse-

quencesin astrophysicsand in geophysics,sincethey accountfortheorigin of

m agnetic�eldsin theEarth,planets,starsand even galaxies.W ewillrestrict

ourattention here to wellknown dynam o 
ows and use them to investigate

thenum ericalpropertiesofourschem e.

An im portantproblem in dynam o theory isrelated to a subclassofdynam o


ows,known as \fast dynam os" which yield exponential�eld growth with

�nite growth rates in the lim it ofvanishing resistivity.This is ofparticular

im portance for astrophysicalapplications.Fast dynam os,when investigated

with sm all,but�nite,resistivity yield eigenm odesthatare very localized in

space,and arethereforeidealcandidatesforan investigation using theAM R

schem e.

Dynam o problem s have traditionally been studied using spectral m ethods

(Galloway and Frisch,1986;Christensen et al.,2001).Som e recent m odels

havebeen produced using �nitedi�erences(Archontisetal.,2003),�nitevol-

um es(Harderand Hansen,2005)or�niteelem ents(M atsuiand Okuda,2005).

However,allofthesem ethodsrely on explicitphysicaldi�usion to ensurenu-

m ericalstability.The interest ofusing CT within the Godunov fram ework

togetherwith an AM R approach istwofold.First,fastdynam o m odeshavea

very localized spatialstructure(scaling asRm �1=2 whereRm isthem agnetic

Reynolds num ber).Adapting the com putationalgrid to the typicalgeom e-

try ofthese m odestherefore appearsasa very naturalstrategy to m inim ize

com putationalcost.Second,theGodunov m ethodology,usingtheCT schem e,

introducesthem inim alam ountofnum ericaldissipation needed toensuresta-

bility.Thisisan im portantproperty when usingan AM R approach,forwhich

cells ofvery di�erent sizes coexist.This last property ofthe schem e isthen

m andatory to allow the use ofa coarse grid in regionsbarely a�ected by the

physicaldi�usion.

W ewillpresentseveralteststhatdem onstratethee�ciency ofourtree-based

AM R GodunovCT schem eforsolvingcom plex dynam oproblem s:wewill�rst

reproduce a sim ple advection problem ofa m agnetic loop and then validate

theapproach on twowellknown dynam o
ows:thePonom arenkodynam oand

a fastABC dynam o.
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2 C onstrained Transport in T w o Space D im ensions

In this section,we brie
y review the design ofstable num ericalschem es for

hyperbolic system s ofconservation laws in two space dim ensions using the

Godunov approach.Following Londrillo and DelZanna (2000),such system s

arecalled here\Eulersystem s",asopposed to the\induction system " wewill

considerlater.

2.1 FirstOrderGodunov Schem e forEulersystem s

W e �rst exam ine the problem in one space dim ension.The following Euler

system ,

@U

@t
+ r � F(U )= 0; (1)

can be written in integralform by de�ning �nite controlvolum e elem entsin

spaceand tim e,wherewede�neacellby Vi= [x
i�

1

2

;x
i+

1

2

]and atim einterval

by �t= tn+ 1 � tn.Theconservativesystem writesforeach cellVi

hUi
n+ 1

i
� hUi

n

i
+
�t

�x

 

F
n+

1

2

i+
1

2

� F
n+

1

2

i�
1

2

!

= 0: (2)

Notethatthisintegralform isexactforthecorresponding Eulersystem .The

averaged,cell-centered stateisde�ned by

hUi
n

i
=

1

�x

x
i+
1

2Z

x
i�

1

2

U(x;tn)dx; (3)

whiletheaveraged,tim e-centered intercell
ux isde�ned by

F
n+

1

2

i+
1

2

=
1

�t

tn+ 1Z

tn

F(x
i+

1

2

;t)dt: (4)

The Godunov m ethod states that the intercell
ux is com puted using the

solution ofa Riem ann problem with leftand rightstatesgiven by theleftand

rightaveraged states

U
�

i+
1

2

(x=t)= RP
h

hUi
n

i
;hUi

n

i+ 1

i

: (5)
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Thisapproach,called \�rstorderGodunovschem e",assum esthatthesolution

inside cellVi ispiecewise constant.Taking advantage ofthe self-sim ilarity of

theRiem ann solution forinitially piecewise constantstates,onecan sim plify

furtherthetim e-averageofthe
ux and obtain

F
n+

1

2

i+
1

2

= F(U �

i+
1

2

(0)): (6)

Note that again the tim e evolution ofthe average state over one tim e step

isexact.Num ericalapproxim ationsarise when one assum esatthe nexttim e

step thatthe new solution inside cellVi isalso piecewise constantand equal

to thenew averaged state.

W enow extend thepreviousm ethod to Eulersystem sin 2 spacedim ensions.

Theconservative system can also bewritten in thefollowing unsplitform ula-

tion

hUi
n+ 1

i;j
� hUi

n

i;j
+
�t

�x

 

F
n+

1

2

i+
1

2
;j
� F

n+
1

2

i�
1

2
;j

!

+
�t

�y

 

G
n+

1

2

i;j+
1

2

� G
n+

1

2

i;j�
1

2

!

= 0;(7)

where the average state is now de�ned over a 2 dim ensionalcellVi;j,and

intercell
uxesarenow tim eaveraged 
uxesintegrated overthelineseparating

neighboring cells

F
n+

1

2

i+
1

2
;j
=

1

�t

1

�y

tn+ 1Z

tn

y
j+

1

2Z

y
j�

1

2

F(x
i+

1

2

;y;t)dtdy; (8)

G
n+

1

2

i;j+
1

2

=
1

�t

1

�x

tn+ 1Z

tn

x
i+
1

2Z

x
i�

1

2

G(x;y
j+

1

2

;t)dtdx: (9)

At this point,the integralform is stillexact.The generalization ofthe 1D

Godunov schem e to m ultidim ensionalproblem snow relieson solving two di-

m ensionalRiem ann problem sateach corner,de�ned byfourinitiallypiecewise

constantstates

U
�

i+
1

2
;j+

1

2

(x=t;y=t)= RP
h

hUi
n

i;j
;hUi

n

i+ 1;j
hUi

n

i;j+ 1
hUi

n

i+ 1;j+ 1

i

: (10)

The fundam entaldi�erence with the1D case isthatwe now need to average

thecom pletesolutionsof2 adjacentRiem ann solutionsovertheentiretrans-

verse line segm ent,where 
uxesare de�ned.These space-averaged 
uxesare
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notfunctionsofa uniqueself-sim ilarvariableanym ore,butdepend explicitly

on tim e.Building such a num ericalschem eisbarely possibleforsim plescalar

linear advection problem and far too com plex to im plem ent for non-linear

system s.

Thetraditionalapproach istoapproxim atethetruesolution usingapredictor-

corrector schem e.This is also the key ingredient ofany high-order schem e,

where the self-sim ilarity ofthe Riem ann problem breaks down,even in one

space dim ension,due to the underlying piecewise linear or parabolic repre-

sentation ofthe data.The idea isto com pute a predicted state attim e level

tn+ 1=2 and tousethisinterm ediatestateasan inputstateforthetwo �nal1D

Riem ann solvers.

W elisthere3 classicalm ethodsto im plem entthispredictorstep

� G odunov m ethod:no predictorstep isperform ed.Thisgreatly sim pli�es

them ethod,which now relieson oneRiem ann solverin each direction.The

prizeto pay isa som ewhatrestrictiveCourantstability condition:(u=�x+

v=�y)�t� 1,whereu and varethem axim um wavespeed in each direction.

� R unge-K utta m ethod:thepredictorstep isperform ed using the2D Go-

dunov m ethod with halfthe tim e step.The resulting interm ediate states

arethen used to com pute the
uxesforthe �nalconservative update.The

Courantcondition isthesam e asfortheGodunov m ethod,butonehasto

perform 2 Riem ann solverspercellin each direction (4 in total).

� C orner Transport U pw ind m ethod:predicted states for a given Rie-

m ann problem are com puted with a 1D update in the transverse direction

only,forthetim einterval�t=2.Thisschem e was�rstproposed by Colella

(1990).Itallowsup to a factoroftwo largertim estepsthan thetwo previ-

ousschem es,sincetheCourantcondition isnow m ax(u=�x;v=�y)�t� 1,

but2Riem ann solverspercellin each direction (4in total)arestillneeded.

Allthree m ethods are directionally unsplit,�rst order approxim ations (in

space)oftheunderlying Eulersystem .

2.2 FirstOrderGodunov Schem e forthe Induction Equation

The m agnetic �eld evolution in the M HD approxim ation isgoverned by the

induction equation which neglectsfree charge density and displacem ent cur-

rents.Itiswritten in conservativeform as

@B

@t
= r � E + � �B ; (11)
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wheretheEM F E isgiven by

E = v � B ; (12)

and � isthe m agnetic di�usivity.The m agnetic �eld also satis�esthe diver-

gencefreeconstraint

r � B = 0: (13)

It is usually m ore convenient to consider (11) in non-dim ensionalform by

introducing a typicallengthscaleL and a typicaltim escaleT = L=U whereU

issom e norm ofthevelocity (usually based on the m axim alvalue overspace

and tim e).Theresulting non-dim ensionalequation is

@B

@~t
= r � (~v � B )+ Rm �1 �B ; (14)

where Rm = (UL)=� while~t= t=T and ~v = v=U are respectively the non-

dim ensionnaltim e and velocities and the spatialderivative are taken with

respectto norm alized distances.

TheEM F E isheretheanalog ofthe
ux function forEulersystem s.W enow

restrictourattention to2D dim ensional
ows2,forwhich onlyonecom ponent

oftheEM F,say E z,issu�cient.

Following the Godunov approach,we write the 2D induction equation in in-

tegralform overa �nite controlvolum e in space and tim e.Forthe B x com -

ponent ofthe m agnetic �eld,we de�ne a �nite surface elem ent S i+ 1=2;j =

[yj�1=2 ;yj+ 1=2]atposition xi+ 1=2

hB xi
n+ 1

i+
1

2
;j
= hB xi

n

i+
1

2
;j
+
�t

�y

 

hE zi
n+

1

2

i+
1

2
;j+

1

2

� hE zi
n+

1

2

i+
1

2
;j�

1

2

!

: (15)

FortheB y com ponent,wede�nea�nitesurfaceelem entSi;j+ 1=2 = [xi�1=2 ;xj+ 1=2]

atposition yi+ 1=2.The induction equation in integralform hasa sim ilarrep-

resentation

hB yi
n+ 1

i;j+
1

2

= hB yi
n

i;j+
1

2

�
�t

�x

 

hE zi
n+

1

2

i+
1

2
;j+

1

2

� hE zi
n+

1

2

i�
1

2
;j+

1

2

!

: (16)

2 The one dim ensionalinduction equation,with B x = constant,is equivalent to a

Eulersystem ,forwhich the standard m ethodology applieswithoutm odi� cation.
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Note thatthisintegralform in space and tim e isexact.The average,surface

centered,m agneticstatesarede�ned astheaveragem agnetic�eld com ponents

on theircorresponding controlsurfaces

hB xi
n

i+
1

2
;j
=

1

�y

y
i+
1

2Z

y
i�

1

2

B x(x
i+

1

2

;y;t
n)dy; (17)

hB yi
n

i;j+
1

2

=
1

�x

x
i+
1

2Z

x
i�

1

2

B y(x;y
i+

1

2

;t
n)dx: (18)

2.2.1 2D Riem ann Problem

Thetim ecentered EM F resultsfrom a tim eaverageatthecornerpoints

hE zi
n+

1

2

i+
1

2
;j+

1

2

=
1

�t

tn+ 1Z

tn

E z(x
i+

1

2

;y
j+

1

2

;t)dt: (19)

Letusnow apply the Godunov m ethod to the 2D induction equation.Upon

noticing thatourinitialconditionsaregiven by fourpiecewiseconstantstates

around each cornerpoints,wecan usetheself-sim ilarsolution ofthe2D Rie-

m ann problem atthecornerpoint,

U
�

i+
1

2
;j+

1

2

(x=t;y=t)= RP
h

hUi
n

i;j
;hUi

n

i+ 1;j
hUi

n

i;j+ 1
hUi

n

i+ 1;j+ 1

i

; (20)

and tim eintegration vanishesin equation (19)

hE zi
n+

1

2

i+
1

2
;j+

1

2

= E z(U
�

i+
1

2
;j+

1

2

(0;0)): (21)

The Godunov m ethod,applied to the induction equation in 2D,shares this

interesting property with the Godunov m ethod applied to 1D Eulersystem .

The self-sim ilarity ofthe 
ux function was lost for 2D Euler system s.The

self-sim ilarity oftheEM F function isstillvalid forthe2D induction equation,

provided ourinitialconditionsaredescribed by piecewiseconstantstates.W e

willsee in thenextsection,thatthisisunfortunately nottruein thegeneral

case,even atlowestorder.

Asnoticed by Londrillo and DelZanna (2000),the 2D Riem ann problem is

the key ingredientforsolving the induction equation with a stable (upwind)
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(i;j;k)

(i;j+ 1;k) (i+ 1;j+ 1;k)

(i+ 1;j;k)

x

y

Fig.1.The 2D Riem ann problem in the x-y plane to com pute the EM F in the z

direction at edge (i+ 1

2
,j+ 1

2
).The face-centered m agnetic � elds are shown as

verticaland horizontalarrows.Thevelocity � eld isshown asthe dashed arrow.

schem e.The4initialstates(with 2m agnetic�eld com ponentsperstate)need

to satisfy the r � B = 0 property.Bx should therefore be the sam e forthe

two top states,and forthe two bottom states,while B y should be the sam e

forthetwo leftstates,and forthetwo rightstates(seeFig.1).Thiscondition

isnaturally satis�ed aslong asm agnetic�eld isde�ned asa surface-average,

see(17)and (18).

In the generalM HD case,designing 2D Riem ann solvers (even approxim ate

ones)isaveryam bitioustask.Forthekinem aticinduction case,thesolution is

howeverrem arkably sim ple,sincethesolution isnothing elsebuttheupwind

state.Theedge-centered EM F can thereforebewritten in thefollowingclosed

form

hE zi
n+

1

2

i+
1

2
;j+

1

2

= u

hB yi
i+ 1;j+

1

2

+ hB yi
i;j+

1

2

2
� v

hB xi
i+

1

2
;j+ 1

+ hB xi
i+

1

2
;j

2

� juj

hB yi
i+ 1;j+

1

2

� hB yi
i;j+

1

2

2
+ jvj

hB xi
i+

1

2
;j+ 1

� hB xi
i+

1

2
;j

2
; (22)

where u and v are respectively the x and y com ponents ofthe 
ow velocity

v = (u;v;w)com puted atthecenteroftheedge(i+ 1

2
;j+ 1

2
).Thislastequa-

tion isfam iliarin the fram ework ofupwind �nite-volum e schem es.Itcan be

decom posed into two contributions.The�rstlineistheEM F com puted using

the average m agnetic �elds at the cellcorners:this EM F is a second-order

in space.The resulting schem e (retaining this term only) would have been

unconditionally unstable,ifitwasnotforthe second term ,the contribution

ofthe upwinding.It is equivalent to a 2D num ericaldi�usivity,with direc-

tionaldi�usivity coe�cientsgiven by � x = juj�x=2 and � y = jvj�y=2.This

(relatively large)resistivity introducesthe m inim albutnecessary am ountof
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num ericaldi�usion fortheschem eto rem ain stable.

2.2.2 Constrained Transportasa Finite Surface Approxim ation

This straightforward extension ofthe Godunov m ethodology has lead us to

the wellknown \Constrained Transport" (CT)schem e,thatwasdesigned a

long tim eago fortheM HD equationsby Yee(1966).Thekey property ofthe

CT schem eisthatonecan alsowritether � B = 0constraintin integralform

as

hB xi
n

i+
1

2
;j
� hB xi

n

i�
1

2
;j

�x
+

hB yi
n

i;j+
1

2

� hB yi
n

i;j�
1

2

�y
= 0: (23)

Thisintegralform isexact.M oreover,ifitissatis�ed by ourinitialdata,the

integralform sin (15)and (16)ensurethatitwillbesatis�ed atalliterations

during the num ericalintegration.Using equation (23),and assum ing that

form ally �x ! 0,weshow thatthefollowing property holds:

R em ark 1 hB xi
n

j
(x)isa continuousfunction ofcoordinate x,

and,sym m etrically,assum ing thatform ally �y ! 0,wehave:

R em ark 2 hB yi
n

i
(y)isa continuousfunction ofcoordinate y,

Thism eansthathB xi
n

i+ 1=2;j
can be considered aspiecewise constantin the y

direction,buthasto be considered aspiecewise linearin the x direction.This

constitutesourlowestorderapproxim ation ofthe m agnetic �eld.Sym m etri-

cally,tolowestorder,hB yi
n

i;j+ 1=2
can beconsidered aspiecewiseconstantin the

x direction,buthasto be considered aspiecewise linearin the y direction.3

This last property provides a fundam entaldi�erence between the induction

equationsand Eulersystem s.Itisdue to the divergence free constraint,ex-

pressed in integralform on a staggered m agnetic �eld representation.One

consequence ofthis property is that our initialstate for the 2D Riem ann

problem cannotbepiecewise constantanym ore,butinstead piecewise linear.

W ethereforeloosetheproperty ofself-sim ilarity fortheRiem ann solution at

cornerpoints,and cannotperform an exacttim e integration to com pute the

tim e average EM F.W e now have to rely on approxim ations.Following the

strategiesdeveloped in section 2.1,we approxim ate the tim e averaged EM F

using variouspredictor-correctorschem es.

3 LetusstressthatforidealM HD,a jum p perpendicularto the� eldlineisallowed.
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2.3 The Predictorstep

2.3.1 Godunov Schem e

The�rstpossibility istodrop thepredictorstep and solvetheRiem ann prob-

lem de�ned attim etn.Using (15)and (16),togetherwith theEM F com puted

from (22),we obtain theGodunov schem e forthe induction equation.In the

sim ple case ofa constant velocity �eld with u > 0 and v > 0 (the pure

advection case),wecan writetheoverallschem e as

hB xi
n+ 1

i+
1

2
;j
= hB xi

n

i+
1

2
;j
+ u

�t

�y

�

hB yi
n

i;j+
1

2

� hB yi
n

i;j�
1

2

�

� v
�t

�y

�

hB xi
n

i+
1

2
;j
� hB xi

n

i+
1

2
;j�1

�

: (24)

Using the r � B = 0 constraint attim e tn in integralform (23),we further

sim plify theschem e to obtain

hB xi
n+ 1

i+
1

2
;j
= hB xi

n

i+
1

2
;j
� u

�t

�x

�

hB xi
n

i+
1

2
;j
� hB xi

n

i�
1

2
;j

�

� v
�t

�y

�

hB xi
n

i+
1

2
;j
� hB xi

n

i+
1

2
;j�1

�

: (25)

W ecan thereforeconclude:

Proposition 1 For the advection case,ifthe initialdata satisfy the integral

form ofthe solenoidality constraint,the Godunov m ethod for the induction

equation isidenticalto the Godunov m ethod forthe advection equation on the

staggered grid.

Thisrathersim ple pointisactually quite im portant,since itprovesthatCT

has advection properties quite sim ilar (in this case identical) to traditional

�nite-volum e m ethods.The Godunov schem e forthe induction equation has

a com pactstencil.Itishoweverofm eretheoreticalinterest,since,aswe will

seein thenextsection,itisnotthe�rstorderlim itofhigherorderGodunov

im plem entationsoftheinduction equation.

2.3.2 Runge-Kutta Schem e

Asdiscussed above,ther � B = 0 constraint,and thelossofself-sim ilarity in

theRiem ann solution,pushestowardsusing a predictorstep in designing our

�rst order schem e.The m ost naturalapproach is the Runge-Kutta schem e,

forwhich the solution isadvanced �rst to the interm ediate tim e coordinate

12



Runge-Kutta U-M USCL C-M USCL

Fig.2.Stencils ofour various schem es for the induction equation:Runge-K utta

schem e (left plot),U-M USCL schem e (m iddle plot) and C-M USCL schem e (right

plot).The
 ux being com puted isindicated by a bold faceand arrow.Forthepur-

poseofthisexam ple,thevelocity � eld ispointingin theupperrightdirection (u > 0

and v > 0).The � rst order stencilin space (second order in tim e) is represented

with black arrows.Additionalcom ponentsrequired forthesecond orderstencilsin

tim eand spaceareshown with whitearrows.Theshaded region indicatescellsthat

areavailablein atree-based AM R im plem entation.O nly thetworightschem eshave

stencilscom pactenough forsuch an im plem entation.

tn+ 1=2,usingthe(previously described)Godunov schem ewith tim estep �t=2.

These predicted statesare then used to de�ne the 4 initialstatesforthe 2D

Riem ann problem .The resulting EM F isused to advance the solution from

tim e tn to the next tim e coordinate tn+ 1 with tim e step �t.A sim ilar,2

step,Runge-Kutta m ethod forthe induction equation isused forexam ple in

Londrillo and DelZanna (2000)and Londrillo and DelZanna (2004)to solve

theM HD equations.

Using sim ilarargum entsasin theprevioussection,itiseasy toshow that,for

a uniform velocity �eld,since the predicted m agnetic �eld satis�es the inte-

gralform ofthe solenoidality constraint,the correctorstep forthe induction

equation isidenticalto the predictorstep forthe advection equation.Aswe

haveshown in thelastsection,thisproperty also holdsforthepredictorstep,

wethereforeobtain a second im portantresult:

Proposition 2 Fora uniform velocity �eld,ifthe initialdata satisfy the in-

tegralform ofthe solenoidality constraint,the Runge-Kutta m ethod for the

induction equation is identicalto the Runge-Kutta m ethod for the advection

equation on the staggered grid.

W e willshow later that it is also possible to design higher order schem es

forthisalgorithm .Thisschem e hastwo nice properties:itissecond orderin

tim e(whilestill�rstorderin space),and thepredicted m agnetic�eld satis�es

exactly r � B
n+ 1=2 = 0.There arealso issuesassociated with it,especially in

13



the AM R fram ework.It can be easily shown (see Fig.2)that the stencilis

notcom pactenough fora tree-based AM R:3 ghostcellsare needed in each

direction (resp.2)forthesecond order(resp.�rstorder)schem e.W ewillsee

in thetestsection thatitisalsoslightly m oredi�usivethan theotherschem es

we willdescribe in the following sections.The Courantstability condition is

also ratherrestrictive

 
u

�x
+

v

�y

!

�t� 1: (26)

2.3.3 Upwind-M USCL Schem e

W hen derivingtheM USCL schem eforEulersystem s,van Leer(1977)noticed

thatitwasnotnecessary forthepredictorstep to bestrictly conservative.A

conservativeupdatewashoweverm andatory forthecorrectorstep.Sim ilarly,

forthe induction equation,itisa priorinotnecessary forthe predictorstep

to satisfy thesolenoidality constraint.Itishoweverm andatory fortheinitial

and �naldata.Instead ofcom puting one EM F at each cellcorner,using a

2D Riem ann solver,wenow proposeto com pute forthe predictorstep only 4

EM Fsateach cellcorner,corresponding to each inputm agnetic�eld.

These EM Fsare de�ned ashE zi
L

i+ 1=2;j+ 1=2
,hE zi

R

i+ 1=2;j+ 1=2
,hE zi

B

i+ 1=2;j+ 1=2
and

hE zi
T

i+ 1=2;j+ 1=2
,where each upper index corresponds to the \left",\right",

\bottom " and \top" face,respectively.Each EM F is specialized to its cor-

responding face-centered m agnetic �eld com ponent.One EM F perfaceisal-

lowed,in order to satisfy the continuity constraint:we need to solve a 1D

Riem ann problem in the perpendicular direction.The Riem ann solution is

herethe\upwind"state.The\bottom "and \top"EM F forthepredictorstep

aretherefore

hE zi
B

i+
1

2
;j+

1

2

= u

�

hB yi
i+ 1;j+

1

2

+ hB yi
i;j+

1

2

�

=2� vhB xi
i+

1

2
;j

� juj

�

hB yi
i+ 1;j+

1

2

� hB yi
i;j+

1

2

�

=2;

hE zi
T

i+
1

2
;j+

1

2

= u

�

hB yi
i+ 1;j+

1

2

+ hB yi
i;j+

1

2

�

=2� vhB xi
i+

1

2
;j+ 1

� juj

�

hB yi
i+ 1;j+

1

2

� hB yi
i;j+

1

2

�

=2: (27)

Sim ilarly,the\left" and \right" EM F are

hE zi
L

i+
1

2
;j+

1

2

= uhB yi
i;j+

1

2

� v

�

hB xi
i+

1

2
;j+ 1

+ hB xi
i+

1

2
;j

�

=2
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+ jvj

�

hB xi
i+

1

2
;j+ 1

� hB xi
i+

1

2
;j

�

=2;

hE zi
R

i+
1

2
;j+

1

2

= uhB yi
i+ 1;j+

1

2

� v

�

hB xi
i+

1

2
;j+ 1

+ hB xi
i+

1

2
;j

�

=2

+ jvj

�

hB xi
i+

1

2
;j+ 1

� hB xi
i+

1

2
;j

�

=2: (28)

Thepredictorstep forthex com ponentofthem agnetic�eld becom es

hB xi
n+ 1=2

i+
1

2
;j
= hB xi

n

i+
1

2
;j
+

�t

2�y

�

hE zi
B

i+
1

2
;j+

1

2

� hE zi
T

i+
1

2
;j�

1

2

�

; (29)

and forthey com ponentwehave

hB yi
n+ 1=2

i;j+
1

2

= hB yi
n

i;j+
1

2

�
�t

2�x

�

hE zi
L

i+
1

2
;j+

1

2

� hE zi
R

i�
1

2
;j+

1

2

�

: (30)

To com pletethisschem e,thecorrectorstep isperform ed using a �nal2D Rie-

m ann solverto com putethetim e-centered EM F (22)and a �nalconservative

updateofeach m agnetic�eld com ponent(15)and (16).

Letusnow exam ine theproperty oftheUpwind{M USCL schem e in thecase

ofa uniform velocity �eld.W e can assum e,without loss ofgenerality,that

u > 0 and v > 0.In thiscase,the predicted state can be written in a m ore

com pactform

hB xi
n+ 1=2

i+
1

2
;j
= hB xi

n

i+
1

2
;j
+ u

�t

2�y

�

hB yi
n

i;j+
1

2

� hB yi
n

i;j�
1

2

�

; (31)

which isequivalent,using (23),to

hB xi
n+ 1=2

i+
1

2
;j
= hB xi

n

i+
1

2
;j
� u

�t

2�x

�

hB xi
n

i+
1

2
;j
� hB xi

n

i�
1

2
;j

�

: (32)

Sim ilar expressions can be derived for hB yi
n+ 1=2

i;j+ 1=2
.Inserting these predicted

valuesinto (22)and (15),we get,aftersom etediousm anipulations,the�nal

updated solution

hB xi
n+ 1

i+
1

2
;j
= hB xi

n

i+
1

2
;j
(1� Cx)(1� Cy)+ hB xi

n

i�
1

2
;j
Cx (1� Cy)

+ hB xi
n

i+
1

2
;j�1

Cy (1� Cx)+ hB xi
n

i�
1

2
;j�1

CxCy; (33)

where the following de�nitions have been used C x = u�t=�x and C y =

v�t=�y.One can recognize here the Corner Transport Upwind (CTU) ad-
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vection schem e presented in Colella (1990),for which the Courant stability

condition is

m ax

"
u

�x
;
v

�y

#

�t� 1: (34)

W ethereforeconclude:

Proposition 3 Fora uniform velocity �eld,ifthe initialdata satisfy the in-

tegralform ofthe solenoidality constraint,the Upwind-M USCL Schem e for

theinduction equation isidenticalto Colella’s�rstorderCTU schem eforthe

advection equation on the staggered grid.

Itisapparentin (33)thatthestencilofthisM USCL schem eism orecom pact

thatitisfortheRunge-Kutta schem e(seealso Fig.2).Sinceourgoalishere

to develop an AM R codefortheinduction equation,thisisa very attractive

solution.The predictorstep isperform ed using upwinding in the norm aldi-

rection.AsforColella’sCTU schem e,theCourantstability condition isvery

e�cient.W enow exploreonelastpossibility forourM USCL predictorstep.

2.3.4 Conservative-M USCL Schem e

Thelastschem ewasdesigned in dropping thesolenoidality constraintforthe

predictorstep.W eproposein thissection to drop theupwinding in theEM F

com putation forthepredictorstep,which now becom es

hE zi
n

i+
1

2
;j+

1

2

= u

hB yi
n

i+ 1;j+
1

2

+ hB yi
n

i;j+
1

2

2
� v

hB xi
n

i+
1

2
;j+ 1

+ hB xi
n

i+
1

2
;j

2
:(35)

Sincewenow havea singleEM F percellcorner,thepredicted m agnetic�eld

satis�es by construction r � B
n+ 1=2 = 0.The corrector step is the sam e as

forall3 m ethods.Here again,we would like to exam ine the property ofthe

schem eforthecaseofuniform advection.Becausein thiscaser � B
n+ 1=2

= 0,

thecorrectorstep isidenticalto thecorrectorstep fortheGodunov advection

schem e on the staggered grid.The predictor step,on the other hand,can

be written as the Forward Euler schem e for the advection equation on the

staggered grid.W hen com bined together,weobtainanew �rstorderadvection

schem eforwhich theCourantstability condition isthesam easfortheRunge-

Kutta schem e.Forthisnew schem e to be m onotone,however,the tim e step

hasto satisfy thefollowing m orerestrictivecondition

 
u

�x
+

v

�y

!

�t�
2

p
2+ 1

: (36)
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Proposition 4 Fora uniform velocity�eld,iftheinitialdata satisfytheinte-

gralform ofthesolenoidalityconstraint,theConservative-M USCL Schem efor

the induction equation isidenticalto a new,consistentand stable �rstorder

schem e forthe advection equation on the staggered grid.

At the expense ofa m ore restrictive constraint on the tim e step,we have

obtain a new schem ewhich isconservativeforthepredicted step,in thesense

thatthepredicted m agnetic�eld satis�esthesolenoidality constraint.

2.4 High OrderSchem es

Extensions of the three above schem es (Runge-Kutta, U-M USCL and C-

M USCL) to second order are based on a piecewise linear reconstruction of

each m agnetic �eld com ponent,using \m agnetic 
ux conserving" interpola-

tion ateach cellinterface.Following theM USCL approach,onecan com pute

corner (or edge) centered interpolated quantities,using a Taylor expansion

both in tim eand spaceasfollows,forB x

hB xi
n+ 1=2;B

i+
1

2
;j+

1

2

= hB xi
n

i+
1

2
;j
+
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2
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2
;

hB xi
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2
;j�

1

2
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n

i+
1

2
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! n

i+
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2
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�t

2
�

 
@B x

@y

! n
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1

2
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2
; (37)

and forB y
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i;j+
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2
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hB yi
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1

2
;j+

1

2

= hB yi
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i;j+
1

2
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i;j+
1

2

�x

2
: (38)

In this way,second-order,edge-centered com ponents ofthe m agnetic �eld

can be used in the 2D Riem ann solver to com pute the EM F and update

the solution to tim e tn+ 1.Ourthree di�erentschem esdi�erin the way they

im plem enttheterm s@B x=@tand @B y=@t.

Let us stress that to recover second order accuracy in space,one needs to

perform a predictorstep which isalso second orderaccuratein space.Forthe

C-M USCL schem e,thisisalreadythecaseifoneusesexactlythepredictorstep

presented in the lastsection.Forboth the Runge-Kutta and the U-M USCL

schem es,however,one needsto use a linearreconstruction ofeach m agnetic
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�eld com ponent and com pute the EM F forthe predictor step.This is done

using thefollowing equations

hB xi
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n
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: (40)

These edge-centered com ponents are then used to com pute the EM F,using

(22)fortheRunge-Kuttam ethod,or(27)and (28)fortheU-M USCL schem e.

Asusually donein higherorder�nitevolum eschem es,spatialderivativesare

approxim ated usingslopelim iters,inordertoobtainpositivitypreserving,non

oscillatory solutions.Forthatpurposeweuseastandard slopelim iter(used in

m any 
uid dynam icscodes),theM onotonized CentralLim iter,which isgiven

by

 
@B

@x

!

= m inm od

�
Bi+ 1 � Bi�1

2�x
;m inm od

�

2
Bi+ 1 � Bi

�x
;2
Bi� Bi�1

�x

��

:(41)

Far from discontinuities,this slope reduces to From m ’s �nite di�erence ap-

proxim ation ofthe spatialderivative.In this case,one can show that,for

a uniform velocity �eld,all3 schem es are again strictly equivalent to their

second orderparentschem efortheadvection equation on thestaggered grid.

In non sm ooth partsofthe 
ow,however,this is no longertrue.Slope lim -

iting destroysthestrictequivalence between theinduction schem esand their

advection counterparts.One m ust also be aware that traditionalslope lim -

iters,such as the one we use here,are designed for the advection equation

in �nite-volum e schem es.The m onotonicity ofthe solution forthe induction

equation isthereforenotguaranteed.Deriving slopelim itersfortheinduction

equation isbeyond thescopeofthispaper.W ehaveto rely on thenum erical

testsperform ed in the testsection to assessthe non oscillatory propertiesof

ourschem es.

Itisalsoapparentin (41)thatforboth Runge-Kuttaand U-M USCL schem es,

the com putationalstencilincreases by one cellin each direction,com pared

to the �rst orderschem e (see Fig.2).The second order U-M USCL and the
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C-M USCL schem es are therefore both com pactenough forourAM R im ple-

m entation,whilethesecond orderRunge-Kutta schem e isnot.

2.5 Conclusion

W ehavederived in thissection threenum ericalschem esforthesolution ofthe

induction equation usingtheCT algorithm in two-dim ensions.Allofthem are

second orderin space and tim e.W e have called these schem esRunge-Kutta,

U-M USCL and C-M USCL.Only the last two have com pact com putational

stencils,which m akesthem suitableforourtree-based AM R im plem entation.

M oreinterestingly,wehaveproven that,in caseofauniform velocity �eld,the

U-M USCL schem e isstrictly identicalto Colella’sCornerTransportUpwind

schem e forthe advection equation on the staggered grid.Forthe C-M USCL

schem e,wehaveshown thatitisstrictly identicaltoanotherwell-behaved ad-

vection schem e,with howeveram orerestrictivestabilitycondition on thetim e

step.This shows that CT,when properly derived within Godunov’s fram e-

work,hasadvection propertiessim ilarto traditional�nite-volum eschem es.

3 A C onstrained Transport A M R Schem e in three D im ensions

In thissection,wedescribeourM USCL-typeschem esfortheinduction equa-

tion in three space dim ensions.Itism ostly a straightforward generalization

oftheprevious2D schem es,wewillhoweverrepeateach step ofthealgorithm

in orderto sum m arizeourm ethod,and introducethediscussion oftheAM R

im plem entation.

3.1 De�nitions

Let us generalize the schem es discussed in 2D in section 2 to 3D problem s.

Thethreem agnetic�eld com ponentsarediscretized on astaggered grid using

a �nite-surfacerepresentation

hB xi
n
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2
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=
1
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yi� 1=2
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B y(x;yi+ 1=2;z;t
n)dxdz; (43)
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n)dxdz: (44)

These three conservative variables satisfy the divergence-free constraint in

integralform
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3.2 Conservative update

The m agnetic �eld com ponentsare updated from tim e tn to tim e tn+ 1 using

theinduction equation in integralform ,which becom es(forB x)
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see(15)forcom parison.

Sim ilarexpressions can be derived forB y and B z.Here,E x,E y and E z are

tim e-averaged EM Fsde�ned ateach celledges.

3.3 2D Riem ann Solver

Each oftheseEM Fscom ponentsareobtained asthesolution ofa2D Riem ann

problem ,de�ned by 4 initialstatessurrounding the corresponding edge.The

upwind solution ofthis2D Riem ann problem forE x isgiven by
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W herethem agnetic�eld com ponents,labeled n+ 1=2;R;n+ 1=2;L;n+ 1=2;T

and n+ 1=2;B arethetim e-centered predicted statesinterpolated atcelledges.

Sim ilarexpressionsforE y and E z can bededuced by perm utations.

3.4 PredictorStep

The predicted statesofthe m agnetic �eld areobtained through a Taylorex-

pansion in tim eand space.ForB x,thistranslatesinto
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:(48)

Sim ilarexpressionscan bewritten forB y and B z .Thespatialderivativesare

com puted in each direction using the slope lim iter function (41).Our three

schem es di�eronly in the way the tim e derivative isestim ated in the above

expansion.

3.4.1 Runge-Kutta Schem e

The Runge-Kutta predictor step is equivalent to the corrector step,except

for the tim e derivative in (48).W e use spatialderivatives to de�ne edge-

centered m agnetic�eld com ponentsand the2D Riem ann solverto de�nethe

edge-centered EM F com ponents.ThisuniqueEM F vector,de�ned attim etn,

is �nally used in the conservative form ula (46) to obtain a �nite di�erence

approxim ation ofthe tim e derivative in (48).For a uniform velocity �eld,

the �rst orderschem e is again identicalto the Runge-Kutta schem e forthe

advection equation on the staggered grid.Forthe second orderschem e,this

isonly truein sm ooth regionsofthesolution.
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3.4.2 U-M USCL Schem e

FortheU-M USCL schem e,theEM F used to com putethepredicted statesis

not uniquely de�ned at each edge anym ore,so that the predicted m agnetic

�eld does not satisfy the divergence-free constraint.In fact,we com pute at

each celledge4 EM F com ponents,specialized to each face-centered m agnetic

�eld com ponent.By solving a1D Riem ann problem ateach faces,weperform

a proper upwinding in the norm aldirection.The input states ofthese 1D

Riem ann problem are reconstructed m agnetic �eld com ponentsatcelledges

using slope lim iters.Note that for a uniform velocity �eld,this �rst order

schem e isnotequivalentanym oreto theCTU schem e in 3D.

3.4.3 C-M USCL Schem e

LiketheRunge-Kuttam ethod,theC-M USCL schem einvolvesonesingleEM F

vectorto com putethetim e-derivativein theTaylorexpansion,thereforepre-

serving thesolenoidalproperty on thepredicted step.ThisEM F iscom puted

using the average ofthe face-centered m agnetic �eld com ponents,asin (35).

It does not involve any lim ited slope com putations,but stillretains second

order accuracy in space.As explained in the previous section,the cost is a

m orerestrictive tim e-step stability condition.Fora uniform velocity �eld the

schem e is identicalto the new advection schem e on the 3D staggered grid

discussed in section 2.3.4.

3.4.4 M eritsofthe VariousSchem es

W e com pare,in thissection,the di�erentadvantagesand drawbacksofeach

oftheabovedescribed m ethods.Thecorrectorstep isthesam eforeach cases.

TheRunge-Kuttaschem eisthem ostnaturalschem etowrite.However,itwill

prove to be very expensive forM HD,since itrequires a 2D Riem ann solver

in thepredictorstep.M oreover,ithasa restrictiveCourantcondition and its

stencilistoo large to be im plem ented in the AM R im plem entation,which is

notthecaseofthetwo otherschem es.

The U-M USCL schem e has better stability properties,the tim e step is less

restrictive.Itisalso expected to bem oree�cientin M HD applications,since

one1D Riem ann problem only isrequired in thepredictorstep.Notehowever

thatitsrigorous3D extension isproblem aticandrequiresfurtherinvestigation.

UnliketheU-M USCL schem e,forwhich thenon-conservationofthesolenoidal-

ity condition in thepredictorstep m ay cause problem sin som e cases,the C-

M USCL schem eisconservative.No Riem ann solverisneeded in thepredictor

step,which should m ake it very e�cient forM HD (From ang et al.(2006)).
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Buttheseadvantagesareobtained atthecostofa sm allertim estep than the

U-M USCL schem e.

3.5 AM R Im plem entation

W e have included both ofthe com pactschem es(U-M USCL and C-M USCL)

in the RAM SES code.It is a tree-based AM R code originally designed for

astrophysical
uid dynam ics(Teyssier,2002).The data structure isa \Fully

Threaded Tree" (Khokhlov,1998).The grid isdivided into groupsof8 cells,

called \octs",thatsharethesam eparentcell.Each octhasaccesstoitsparent

celladdress in m em ory,butalso to neighboring parent cells.W hen a cellis

re�ned,it is called a \split" cell,while in the opposite case,it is called a

\leaf" cell.The com putationaldom ain is always de�ned as the unit cube,

which corresponds in our term inology to the �rst levelofre�nem ent in the

hierarchy ‘= 1.Thegrid isthen recursively re�ned up to them inim um level

ofre�nem ent ‘m in,in orderto build the coarse grid.This coarse grid isthe

base Cartesian grid,covering the whole com putationaldom ain,from which

adaptive re�nem entcan proceed.Thisbase grid iseventually re�ned further

up to som em axim um levelofre�nem ent‘m ax,according tosom euserde�ned

re�nem entcriterion.

W hen ‘m ax = ‘m in,the com putationalgrid is a traditionalCartesian grid,

for which the previous induction schem es apply without any m odi�cation.

W hen re�ned cellsarecreated,however,som eissuesspeci�ctoAM R m ustbe

addressed.

3.5.1 Divergence-free Prolongation Operator

W hen a cellisre�ned,eightnew cells(i.e.a new \oct")arecreated forwhich

new m agnetic�eldcom ponentsareneeded.M oreprecisely,each ofthesixfaces

oftheparentcellaresplitinto4new �nefaces.Threenew faces,atthecenter

ofthe parent cell,are also split into four new children faces.The resulting

m agnetic �eld com ponents,�ne orcoarse,need to satisfy the divergence-free

constraintin integralform .

Thiscriticalstep,usually called in them ultigrid term inology theProlongation

Operator,hasbeen solved by Balsara (2001)and T�oth and Roe(2002)in the

CT fram ework.W erecom m end both ofthesearticlesforadetailed description

ofthem ethod.Theidea isto used slopelim itersto interpolate them agnetic

�eld com ponentinsideeach parentface,in a 
ux-conserving way,and then to

use a 3D reconstruction,which is divergence-free in a localsense inside the

whole cellvolum e,in order to com pute the new m agnetic �eld com ponents
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foreach centralchildren faces.In ourcase,the sam e slope lim iter asin the

Godunov schem e (41)hasbeen used.

This prolongation operator is used to estim ate the m agnetic �eld in newly

re�ned cells,butalso to de�ne a tem porary \bu�erzone",two \ghostcells"

wide,thatsettheproperboundaryfor�necellsatacoarse-�nelevelboundary.

This isthe m ain reason why a com pactstencilisneeded forthe underlying

Godunov schem e.

3.5.2 M agnetic Flux Corrections

The other im portant step is to de�ne the reverse operation,when a split

cellis de-re�ned,and becom es a leaf cellagain.This operation is usually

called theRestriction Operatorin them ultigrid term inology.Thesolenoidal-

ity constraint needs again to be satis�ed,which translates into conserving

them agnetic
ux.Them agnetic�eld com ponentin thecoarsefaceisjustthe

arithm eticaverageofthe4�nefacevalues.Thisisrem iniscentofthe\
uxcor-

rection step" ofAM R im plem entationsforEulersystem s(Bergerand Oliger,

1984;Bergerand Colella,1989;Teyssier,2002).

3.5.3 EM F Corrections

The \EM F correction step" ism ore speci�c to the induction equation.Fora

coarse face which is adjacent,in any direction,to a re�ned face,the coarse

EM F in the conservative update ofthe solution needsto be replaced by the

arithm etic average ofthe two �ne EM F vectors.This guarantees that the

m agnetic�eld rem ainsdivergence-free,even atcoarse-�neboundaries.

3.6 Physicalresistivity

W ehavenow com pletelydescribed ourAM R im plem entation fortheinduction

equation.Itcan be used assuch,withoutexplicitly including physicalresis-

tivity,to investigate fast-dynam o action associated with a given 
ow.The

resulting integration isstableand producean exponentially growing�eld very

sim ilarto whatwe expect in dynam o theory.However,resistivity (and thus

reconnection),which is necessary to identify a growing eigenm ode,is solely

dueto theunderlying num ericalschem e.Thisnum ericalresistivity isusually

non-uniform in tim eand space,anisotropicand non-linear.Them athem atical

propertiesoftheresulting eigenm odesareunclear,and theresultsusually de-

pend on the m esh resolution.Instead,we have chosen to explicitly introduce

a physicalresistivity in the induction equation,see (14),in orderto allow a

properidenti�cation oftheeigenm ode.
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Theam plitudeoftheresistiveterm isherecontrolled bytheinverseofthem ag-

neticReynoldsnum berRm = UL=�.W eshallconcentrateon largem agnetic

Reynoldsnum bers(i.e.thefastdynam o lim it).Itm ay,at�rst,seem strange

to introduce thisterm when theGodunov approach hasprecisely been intro-

duced to ensure num ericalstability and reduced num ericaldi�usion.In fact,

because ofthevery natureofthefastdynam o solution,thee�ectofphysical

resistivity willbelim ited to very localized regions.Itse�ectwillthereforebe

lim ited tothevery �neAM R cellsand thestabilizingpropertyoftheGodunov

approach willbeessentialforthecoarsercells.

Physicaldi�usivity is introduced in ourschem e using the operatorsplitting

technique.Afterthe induction equation hasbeen advanced to the nexttim e

coordinatetn+ 1 with solution B �,wesolveforthedi�usivesourceterm ,using

thefollowing equation

B
n+ 1

� B
�

�t
= �r � j

n+ 1
where j

n+ 1
= r � B

n+ 1
; (49)

where j is the current.It is de�ned at celledges.For exam ple,the �nite

di�erenceapproxim ation forjx (jy and jz arenotshown)iswritten as
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Considering the currentasthe analog ofthe EM F,allthe ingredientsofthe

previoussectionscan be applied to design a conservative AM R im plem enta-

tion to solve for the di�usion source term .W e use for that purpose a fully

im plicittim e discretization,in orderforthe tim e step to be lim ited only by

the induction schem e Courant stability condition.The resulting linear sys-

tem issolved iteratively using theJacobim ethod.Notethatin theproblem s

we addressin thispaper,only a few iterationswere necessary to reach 10�3

accuracy.

4 Tests and A pplication to K inem atic D ynam os

In thissection,wetestourvariousschem esusing theadvection ofa m agnetic

�eld loop in 2D.W e conclude thatthe three Godunov schem eswe described

forthe induction equation have very good and sim ilarperform ances.The U-

M USCL schem eseem stobeslightlybetterthantheothertwo.W ealsotestthe

AM R im plem entation,showing thatthe resultsare alm ostindistinguishable

from the reference Cartesian run.W e willthen use thiscode to com pute the
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Fig.3.M agneticloop advection testforaCartesian grid with nx = 128and ny = 64:

each panelshowsagray-scaleim ageofthem agneticenergy (B 2

x+ B
2

y)attim et= 2.

Theschem eused to com puteeach im ageisprovided in thetitle ofeach panel.Sec-

ond-orderschem esgivevery sim ilarresults,whilethe� rstorderU-M USCL schem e

perform sslightly betterthan the two other� rstorderschem es.

evolution oftwo well-studied dynam o 
ows:the Ponom arenko dynam o and

theABC 
ow.Thiswillserveasa �nalintegrated testofourschem e.

4.1 M agnetic Loop Advection

Letus�rstfocusourattention on a sim ple testofpure advection which was

recently proposed by Gardinerand Stone(2005)to investigate theadvection

propertiesoftheirCT schem e.Itconsistsin theadvection ofa m agnetic�eld

loop with auniform velocity �eld.Itisofparticularrelevancein ourcase,since

wearedealingwith kinem aticinduction problem s.Thecom putationaldom ain

isde�ned by �1 < x < 1 and �0:5 < y < 0:5.The boundary conditionsare

periodic.The
ow velocity issetto u = 2,v = 1 and w = 0.

The initialm agnetic �eld issuch thatB z = 0,while B x and B y are de�ned

using the z-com ponent ofthe potentialvector A (with B = r � A ),asan
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Fig.4.M agnetic energy asa function oftim e forthe� eld loop advection test.The

uppersolid lineisthesolution forperfectadvection.Thelowerlinesareforthe� rst

orderschem es:Runge-K utta (dotted line),C-M USCL (dashed line)and U-M USCL

(solid line).Runge-K utta and C-M USCL resultsare indistinguishable in thiscase.

The3 interm ediatelinescorrespond to second orderschem esand usethesam eline

convention.The dot-dashed linesisthe AM R resultobtained with U-M USCL and

using ‘m in = 3 and ‘m ax = 9.

axisym m etric function oftheform

A z =

8
><

>:

R � r forr< R ;

0 otherwise;
(51)

with R = 0:3 and r =
p
x2 + y2.The exactam plitude ofthe m agnetic �eld

is arbitrary,since we are solving a linear equation,we used B = 1.In the

following,weuseexactly thesam eresolution asGardinerand Stone(2005).
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Fig.5.M agnetic loop advection test:AM R resultwith theU-M USCL schem e.The

two upperplotsare for‘m ax = 7,while the two lowerplotsare for‘m ax = 9.The

right panels show gray-scale im ages ofthe m agnetic energy,while the left panels

show theAM R grid (only \oct" boundariesareshown forclarity,buteach octisin

factsubdivided into 4 children cells).

W e perform the num ericalintegration ofthe induction equation up to tim e

t= 2 with a Courantfactorsee (34)isequalto 0:8,forwhich the m agnetic

loop hasevolved twice acrossthe com puting box.Our�rstsetofrunsuse a

regularCartesian grid with N x = 128and N y = 64.W etestthethreedi�erent

schem es,to �rstorder(slope lim iterswere setto zero)and to second order.

Theaim hereisto estim atethenum ericaldi�usion ofourvariousschem es.

Figure 3 shows gray-scale im ages ofthe m agnetic energy B 2

x + B 2

y for the

six runs.M axim um �eld dissipation occurs at the center and boundaries of

theloop wherethecurrentdensity isinitially singular.Second orderschem es

allgive very sim ilar results.At �rst order,the U-M USCL schem e perform s

slightly betterthan theothertwo,with a m oreisotropicpattern.To estim ate

m ore quantitatively the num ericaldi�usion,we have plotted in Figure 4 the

totalm agneticenergy in thecom putationalbox asa function oftim e.Perfect

advection would have given a constant value ofE tot = �R 2.As expected,

�rstorderschem es are m uch m ore di�usive than the second orderones.All

thelattergivealm ostidenticalresults,Runge-Kutta being them ostdi�usive,

followed by C-M USCL and then U-M USCL.At �rst order,the U-M USCL

schem e also appearslessdi�usive than thetwo otherschem es.

W enow presenttheresultsobtained with ourAM R im plem entation usingthe

U-M USCL schem e(C-M USCL giving alm ostidenticalresults).W estartwith

a baseCartesian grid with N x = 8 and N y = 4,corresponding to ‘m in = 3.It

isthen adaptively re�ned up to ‘m ax,using thefollowing re�nem entcriterion
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on them agneticenergy E = B 2

x + B 2

y

m ax(j� xE j;j� yE j)

E + 0:01
> 0:05: (52)

W ith thiscriterion,each cellforwhich the change oflocalm agnetic energy

exceeds 5% ofthe localm agnetic energy is re�ned.The �rst test is done

with ‘m ax = 7,in orderto reach the sam e spatialresolution asthe previous

sim ulationswith a128� 64Cartesian grid.Them agneticenergy m ap att= 2

is shown in Figure 5,together with a line plot showing the corresponding

AM R grid.In thislastplot,only \oct" boundariesareshown forclarity (each

octisin factsubdivided into fourchildren cells).W econcludethattheAM R

resultsareindistinguishablefrom theequivalentresolution Cartesian run,but

the com putationalcost4 is lower:at tim e t = 2,the totalnum ber ofleaf

cells in the AM R tree is 3149.This is to be com pared with the num ber of

cells in a Cartesian grid equivalent to the �ner resolution which would be

128� 64= 8129.

In orderto illustratem oreconvincingly theinterestofusing an AM R grid in

this case,we have perform ed the sam e sim ulation with now ‘m ax = 9.The

m agneticenergy m ap and thecorrespondingAM R grid areshown in Figure5.

Re�nem entsarenow m uch m orelocalized atthecenterand boundariesofthe

m agnetic loop.Num ericaldi�usion hasdram atically decreased,asshown on

Figure4,wherethetim ehistory ofthetotalm agneticenergy isplotted.The

agreem entwith theidealcasehasim proved substantially.Thetotalnum berof

cellsatt= 2 isnow 16433:Thisisonly afactorof2greaterthan theprevious

Cartesian runs,buta factorof8 lowerthan the Cartesian grid equivalentto

the�nerresolution 512� 256= 131072.

4.2 The Ponom arenko Dynam o

Oneofthesim plestknown dynam o
ows,and theonewewillstartourinvesti-

gation with,isthePonom arenkodynam o(Ponom arenko,1973).Thegeom etry

ofthe
ow isrem arkably sim ple.In cylindricalpolarcoordinates(s;�;z),itis

v =

8
><

>:

(0;s
;u z) fors� s0;

0 fors> s0:

(53)

4 The actualcom puting tim e is in our case directly proportionnalto the num ber

ofactive cells.
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This
ow featuresan abruptdiscontinuity acrossthecylinderats= s0,such

discontinuity yieldsan intricate behaviorin the lim itRm ! 1 .The growth

raterem ainsconstantin thislim it,butthe
ow doesnotqualify asa proper

fastdynam o,forthecriticaleigenm odekeepschangingwith Rm (seeChildress

and Gilbert,1995).Variantsofthis
ow,known as\sm oothed Ponom arenko


ows" introduce a typicallength scale overwhich the 
ow vanishes,and can

help circum ventthisdi�culty (Gilbert,1988).W ewillhoweverconsiderhere

theoriginalPonom arenko 
ow with an abruptdiscontinuity.Sincethe
ow is

discontinuous,an explicitphysicalresistivity (associated with a �nitevalueof

theReynoldsnum berRm )isessentialin setting thetypicallengthscaleofthe

m agnetic�eld (‘� Rm �1=2 ).

Aswith m ostdynam o problem s,num ericalresolution isclassically achieved

using spectralexpansions(e.g.Childressand Gilbert,1995).W eusehereour

num ericalapproach to validateourschem easwellasto testthepropertiesof

the AM R im plem entation and itsability to dealwith a discontinuous input


ow.Because ofthe cylindricalnature ofthe 
ow,it is naturalto think of

adapting theschem eto thissystem ofcoordinates.W ehavethereforewritten

a cylindricalversion ofouralgorithm (notehoweverthatAM R hasnotbeen

im plem ented in thisversion ofthe code).The discontinuity ats = s0 corre-

spond exactly to a cellboundary.Itisim portantto appreciate thatthere is

no 
ow along thes direction with thisapproach.Thisim pliesthatnum erical

di�usion vanishesin thisdirection.Itisonly nonzeroin the� and zdirections.

This em phasizes the im portance ofphysicalresistivity to obtain m eaningful

results.

In m ostpracticalwork,sharp structuresin the 
ow can occurwhich are not

necessarily aligned with the grid (see forexam ple the nextapplication).W e

willtherefore solve this sam e dynam o problem using also a Cartesian grid.

A very large resolution is needed in order to reach a �ne discretisation of

the cylinderats = s0 (around which the �eld islocalized overa lengthscale

‘� Rm �1=2 ).Thiswillbeachieved using ourAM R approach.

ThePonom arenko
ow can beinvestigated analytically (Ponom arenko,1973).

Such an analysis reveals thatan exponentially growing solution in tim e can

be obtained forRm = Us0=� � Rmc ’ 17:7 (where U =
q


2s20 + u2z).This

isobtained using a spectralexpansion ofthevariablesin z and � oftheform

exp(im � + ikz).The m ost unstable m ode (at Rm = Rm c) corresponds to

uz = 1:3
s0,m = 1 and kcs0 = 0:39.Forlargerm agnetic Reynoldsnum ber,

otherm odesbecom eunstable.

Using the cylindricalversion ofourcode,wehave num erically calculated the

m agnetic energy growth ratesforthe Ponom arenko 
ow fora large range of

m agneticReynoldsnum bers,going from Rm = 16:7 to Rm = 2000.
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Fig.6.G rowth rate for the Ponom arenko dynam o as a function ofthe m agnetic

Reynoldsnum ber.Thesolid curve correspondsto the � rstunstable m ode,and the

dotted line to its harm onic k = 2 � kc .For both m odes,the growth rate � rst

increasesand then decreaseswith Rm (asexpected from analyticallineartheory).

AstheReynoldsnum berincreases,a transition occursfrom kc to 2� kc .Thestar

sym bolRm = 400 correspondsto theAM R sim ulation.

W e use s0 asunitoflength,thussenting s0 � 1.The grid extends from 0:2

to 3:5 in radius and the azim uthalcoordinate cover the full2� range.The

resolution ofthe grid is(N r;N �;N z)= (64;50;64).Fortheverticalextentof

the com putationaldom ain Lbox,we consider two di�erent cases:case I,for

which Lbox = 2�=kg,with kg being0:39andcase IIforwhich kg = 0:78.Letus

recallthattheclassicalnum ericalapproach forthisproblem relieson aFourier

expansion in z.In thiscase,a singlem odek isretained in z to enlighten the

num ericalprocedure,theoptim alvalueofkcbeingobtainedafteroptim ization.

Ournum ericalapproach doesnotallow thissortofm ode selection.Instead,

we can only �x the z-periodicity ofthe com putationalbox.In case I,Lbox

was chosen to m atch the wavelength ofthe m ost unstable m ode.However,

harm onics ofthe criticalm ode,being unstable forlarge Reynolds num bers,

can also develop in thecom putationalbox (ascan beseen forexam plein the

�gure 6:4 ofPlunian and M ass�e,2002).This is a known issue,which only

occursherebecausethecalculation isnotrestricted to a singlem odein z.

The transition from the �rst unstable m ode to a higher m ode in z occurs

for Reynolds num bers twice critical.W e have been able to follow the �rst
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Fig. 7. Ponom arenko dynam o with Rm = 400. Left panel: surface of isovalue

B 2=2 = 106 for the m agnetic energy density at tim e t= 200.Right panel:m esh

geom etry (forclarity,only \octs" boundariesare displayed here).

unstablem odetoReynoldsnum berlargerthan thetransition tok = 2� kc by

carefully selecting the initialcondition (and restricting to shortenough tim e

integrations).W ehavealso turned ourattention to thek = 2� kc instability

below the transition by studying a com putationalbox ofhalfthe standard

sizein thez-direction.Theresulting diagram ispresented in �gure6 .

W hen Rm = 16:7,thegrowth rate� ofthem agneticenergy wasfound to be

negative,asexpected.ForRm 2 [17:7;20]� becom es positive in case Iand

theeigenm odecorrespondsto k = kc .W hen Rm = 20,itischaracterized by

m = 1,k = kc = 0:39 and � = 3:4� 10�3 .This is in very good agreem ent

with lineartheory (Ponom arenko,1973).Thegrowth rateobtained forlarger

Rm isrepresented by thesolid lineon �gure6.

In case II,we use a com putationaldom ain with halfthe verticalextend of

caseI.Thegrowingm odehasdi�erentproperties.Itischaracterized bym = 1

and k = 2 � kc = 0:78.Its growth rate as a function ofRm is shown on

�gure 6 using the dotted line.The transition between both m odes is clear

nearRm ’ 30.Unlesstheinitialconditionsarecarefully chosen and thetim e

integration isshortenough,them odek = 2� kc willovercom ethe�rstcritical

m odeforRm > 30 .

In ordertovalidatetheAM R im plem entation,wehavealsoperform ed sim ula-

tionsonaCartesiangridwithRm = 400.ThesizeoftheboxisLbox = 2�=0:78,
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sim ilartocaseIIdescribed above.Forthisrun,wetook‘m in = 5and ‘m ax = 8,

which hasyield a m axim um of751360 cellson thegrid (thisisa factorof22

sm allerthan thenum berofcellsofa2563 uniform grid).There�nem entstrat-

egy wasbased on them agnitudeofthevelocity gradient.Thegrowth rateof

them agneticenergy in thiscasewasm easured to be�A M R = 0:0562 (seethe

starrepresented in �gure 6).Thisisin very good agreem ent with the value

� = 0:0542 obtained with the cylindricalversion ofthe code for the sam e

param eterset.

The structure ofthe growing eigenm ode in this sim ulation is illustrated in

�gure7.Theleftpanelrepresentssurfacesofisovalueofthem agneticenergy

density B 2=2 at t= 200 while the structure ofthe AM R grid is illustrated

on the rightpanel.The grid is only re�ned atthe sharp boundary between

theinnerrotating cylinderand theouterm otionlessm edium .Thissim ulation

dem onstrates both the ability ofthe schem e to sim ulate the Ponom arenko

dynam o using a Cartesian grid and thepossibility tohandlediscontinuitiesin

the
ow which arenotaligned with thegrid.

4.3 The ABC Dynam o

W e now consideranotherdynam o 
ow,known astheABC-
ow (forArnold-

Beltram i-Childress).Itisde�ned by a periodic
ow

u = A (0;sinx;cosx)+ B (cosy;0;siny)+ C (sinz;cosz;0): (54)

W e lim itourattention here to the classicalcase of(A :B :C)= (1 :1 :1).

Letusstressthatthistestisfully 3D and requiresasigni�cantcom putational

e�ort.

This 
ow is known as a fast-dynam o:at large,but �nite,Rm ,eigenm odes

in the form ofcigar-shaped structures develop (e.g.Childress and Gilbert,

1995).They are very localized in space (again ‘ � Rm �1=2 ),therefore con-

stituting idealcandidates for a investigation using the AM R m ethodology.

Traditionally,theseproblem shavebeen m odeled using spectralm ethods(e.g.

Galloway and Frisch,1986).The choice ofthe velocity pro�le in the form of

Fourierm odeswaslargely guided by theunderlying num ericalm ethod.M ore

recently,Archontisetal.(2003)haveinvestigated this
ow using a staggered

grid and array valued functions.

W e want to em phasize here that because we are now investigating dynam o

action at large Rm ,the stability properties ofthe Godunov schem e willbe

essential.Thiswillbe particularly true using an AM R grid.The re�nem ent

strategy willensure thatthe physicalresistivity dom inateson the �nergrid
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Fig.8.G rowth rate forthe ABC dynam o as a function ofthe m agnetic Reynolds

num ber.This diagram agrees rem arkably wellwith the results obtained using a

spectraldescription by G alloway and Frisch 1986 (shown as boxes).The star is

obtained with theAM R im plem entation.

which iscentered around thecigarshaped m agneticstructures(usingathresh-

old on jjB jj).Regionsrelying on a coarsergrid,however,willbedom inated

by the num ericalresistivity.The properties ofthe schem e,both in term s of

stability and oflow num ericalresistivity arethereforeessentialingredientsto

thesuccessoftheAM R m ethodology.

Dynam oaction associated with this
ow isnotatalltrivial.Thereareatleast

two regions ofinstability in the param eter space,one for8:9 � Rm � 17:5

and a second for Rm � 27 (see Galloway and Frisch,1986).This second

instability has been followed up to Rm ofa few thousand.W e plan to use

ourm ethodology to investigate highervaluesofRm in the nearfuture.This

intricatebehaviorofthegrowth ratewith Rm suggeststheuseofhigh enough

values ofthe m agnetic Reynolds num ber for convergence study.Otherwise,

an increase oftheresisitivity (decrease in Rm )could yield an increase in the

growth rateby sam pling di�erentregionsofinstability.

Asin the case ofthe Ponom arenko dynam o,we have calculated the growth

rate as a function ofRm .The corresponding graph,using a Cartesian grid

with (N x;N y;N z)= (128;128;128)ispresented on �gure 8 .Thisdiagram is

in excellentagreem entwith thespectralresultsofGalloway and Frisch,1986,
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Fig.9.ABC dynam o investigated with the AM R strategy at Rm = 159.O n the

left panel:surface ofisovalue ofthe m agnetic energy density B 2=2 = 3� 1019 at

tim e t= 80;on the rightpanel:the AM R m esh geom etry (forclarity,only \octs"

boundariesare displayed here).

shown in thesam e�gureassquares.

W e now investigate thisdynam o using the AM R schem e.W e wantto stress

thatusing AM R withoutcare forsuch problem sisnotfree ofrisk,the grid

beinga�ected by thesolution and viceversa.Although forboth theadvection

and Ponom arenko tests,the solution has been wellcaptured using straight-

forward re�nem entcriteria,thesituation ism oresubtlefortheABC 
ow,for

which the �eld generation is not localized.Ifthe strategy is not adequate,

som e regions ofthe 
ow m ight not be re�ned as they should be,and thus

besubjectto a largeam ountofnum ericaldi�usivity.The choice oftheopti-

m alre�nem entstrategy forthe ABC 
ow isbeyond thescope ofthe present

study.Itcould forexam ple be based on various
ow properties,such asLia-

punov exponents,stagnation points,etc,oron various�eld properties,such

asgradients,truncation errors,etc.

Asa �rststep,we have used here a criterion based on the m agnetic energy

density which allowsthe grid to be easily densi�ed nearthe cigar-like struc-

tures:when thelocalm agneticenergy density on level5,6,7...isrespectively

greaterthan 4,16,64...tim esthe m ean energy density,new re�nem entsare

triggered.This strategy isbest applied atlarge Rm forwhich the m agnetic

structuresarewelllocalized.W efocushereon Rm = 159 (= 1000=2�).
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Fig.10.The ABC dynam o is investigated at Rm = 159 with various resolutions.

Theprojected m agneticenergy density isrepresented foreach run.Theconvergence

isdem onstrated on the Cartesian grid and the ability ofthe AM R grid to capture

the solution isassessed.
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TheAM R sim ulation yieldsagrowth rateof0:052after77hoursofwall{tim e

com putingusing 8processors.Itisevolved untilt= 80.Atthattim e,thegrid

iscom posed of455659cells.Thestructureoftheeigenm odeand thetopology

of the grid are illustrated in �gure 9.For com parison,the Cartesian grid

sim ulation with 2563 cellsyieldsa growth rateof0:055butrequires138hours

to evolve the solution only up to t= 46 and using 64 processors!The AM R

sim ulation has therefore allowed a gain in m em ory ofa factor of 37,and

a speed-up of25 in tim e.Allour com putations are com pared on �gure 10.

The �rst four panels show the projected m agnetic energy obtained varying

theresolution from 323 to 2563.Com putationsperform ed with 1283 and 2563

cells revealvery little di�erences and clearly indicate convergence.The two

bottom snapshotsillustratesthestructureofthegrid in theAM R sim ulations

(leftpanel)and the projected m agnetic energy (rightpanel).There isa good

agreem entbetween the AM R sim ulation and the run perform ed on the 2563

grid (about10% ).

5 C onclusions and perspectives

W e have shown thatthe Constrained Transportapproach forpreserving the

solenoidalcharacterofthem agnetic�eld could becom bined with a Godunov

m ethod,provided a two-dim ensionalRiem ann solver can be used.W e have

furthershown how thiscould becom bined with a M USCL high orderschem e.

W econsidered threeschem esforthepredictivestep,each with itsown m erits.

Fora uniform velocity �eld,these CT schem esare strictly equivalentto well

known �nite volum e schem es on the staggered grid.This im portant result

providesadditionalsupportto theadvection propertiesoftheCT fram ework.

W ehaveim plem ented thisstrategyon akinem aticdynam oproblem ,forwhich

only the induction equation needsto beconsidered.W ehave shown thatthe

Godunov fram ework allowsan e�cientAM R treatm entoffastdynam os,by

ensuring thenum ericalstability oftheschem ein regionssolved with a coarse

grid (forwhich thee�ectsofthephysicaldi�usion arevanishing).

The approach introduced here clearly needs to be adapted to the fullsetof

M HD equations,forwhich solving theRiem ann problem isno longera trivial

task.Thisim portantstep raisesseveraladditionaldi�cultiesand istheobject

ofa forthcom ing paper(From ang etal.(2006)).
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