arXiv:astro-ph/0601715v1 31 Jan 2006

K Inem atic D ynam os using C onstrained T ransport

w ith H igh O rder G odunov Schem es
and A daptive M esh Re nem ent

Rom ain Teyssier®® Sebastien From ang®, Em m anuelD om y 4*®

8CEA /D SM /DAPN IA /Service d'A strophysique, G ifsurY vette, 91191 C edex,
France.

b Institut d’A strophysique de P aris, 98 °* Bd Arago, 75014 P aris, France.

°A stronom y Unit, Q ueen M ary, University of London, M ik End Road,
London E1 4NS,U K.

dLaboratoire de P hysique Statistique, E N .S., 24, rue Lhom ond
75231 P aris Cedex 05, France.

€ IP G .deParis, France & C N R .S., France.

A bstract

W e propose to extend the wellkknown M USCL-Hancock schem e for Eulr equa-
tions to the Induction equation m odeling the m agnetic eld evolution in kinem atic
dynam o problem s. T he scheam e isbased on an integral form of the underlying con—
servation law which, in our form ulation, results n a \ niesurface" schem e or the
nduction equation. T his naturally leads to the wellknown \constrained transport"
m ethod, w ith additional continuiy requirem ent on the m agnetic eld representa—
tion.T he second ingredient In theM U SCL scheam e is the predictor step that ensures
second order accuracy both in space and tin e. W e explore speci c constraints that
them athem atical properties of the induction equations place on this predictor step,
show ing that three possibl variants can be considered.W e show that the m ost ag—
gressive form ulations (referred to asC-M USCL and U-M USCL) reach the sam e level
ofaccuracy as the otherone (referred to asRungeX utta), at a lower com putational
cost.M ore Interestingly, these two schem es are com patble w ith the A daptive M esh
Re nement AMR) fram ework. It has been mplem ented in the AM R code RAM -
SES.to ersanoveland e cient In plem entation ofa second order schem e for the
Induction equation.W e have tested it by solving two kinem atic dynam o problem s in
the Iow di usion lim it. T he construction of this schem e for the induction equation
constitutes a step towards solving the fullM HD set of equations using an extension
of our current m ethodology.
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1 Introduction

T he extension of G odunov-type conservative schem es for Euler equations of
uid dynam ics (Toro, 1999; Bouchut, 2005) to the system of idealm agneto—
hydrodynam ics (M HD ) hasbeen a m atter of Intensive research, starting from
the early 90’s. The great variety of di erent M HD im plem entations of the
original G odunov m ethod, especially In a m ulidin ensional setting, has kft
several unexplored paths opened in designing M HD conservative m ethods.

The m ost natural approach in adapting nie<wvolime schemes to the M HD
equations is to de ne them agnetic eld com ponent at the center of each cell,
where the traditional hydrodynam ical variables are also de ned. O ne then
takes advantage of decades of experience In the developm ent of stabl and
accurate shock-capturing schem es. In this case, the solenoidality constraint
r B = 0 has to be enforced using either a \divergence cleaning" step (see
for exam ple Brackbill and Bames, 1980 and Ryu et al, 1998), or various
reform ulations of the M HD equations including additional divergence-w aves
Powell et al., 1999) or divergencedam ping tem s O edner et al, 2002). A
novel cellcentered M HD schem e has been recently developed by C rodkett
et al. (2005) that com bines m ost of these ideas into one single algorithm .

An alemative approach is to use the Constrained Transoort (CT) algorithm
forthe Induction equation, as suggested in the late 60’sby Yee (1966), and later
revisited by Evans and Haw ley (1988). In this description, the m agnetic eld
is de ned at the cell faces, while other hydrodynam ical variables are de ned
at the cell center. This is often called a \staggered m esh" discretization. A s
we will see In this paper, CT provides a natural expression of the induction
equation In conservative form .Combining CT w ith the G odunov fram ew ork to
design high-order, stabl schem es is therefore a very attractive solution. T his
com bined approach was rst explored in the context oftheM HD equationsby
Balsara and Spicer (1999). Thism ethod directly uses facecentered G odunov

uxes and averages these on the cell edges to estim ate the E lectro-M otive
Forre EMF). Toth (2000) proposed an interesting celkcentered altemative
to this schem e. M ore recently, Londrillo and D el Zanna (2000, 2004) have
revisited the problem and shown that the proper way of de ning the edge-
centered EM F isto solve a 2D R iem ann problem at the celledges. T hey have
applied this idea to design high-order, RungeX utta, ENO schem es. F inally,
G ardiner and Stone (2005) have extended B alsara and Spicer schem e to design
a m ore stable and m ore robust way of com puting the EM F'.

The in plem entation of these various schem es w ithin the Adaptive M esh Re-
nem ent fram ew ork is another challenging issue. It ntroduces two m ain new
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technical di culties: rst, proper uxes and EM F ocorrections between dif-

ferent levels of re nem ent must be accounted for. Second, when re ning or
dere ning cells, divergence—free preserving interpolation and prolongation op—
eratorsm ust be designed. B oth of these issues have recently been discussed in
the fram ework of the CT algorithm by several authors Balsara, 2001; T oth
and Roe, 2002; Liand Li, 2004).

T he puryoose of this articke is to present a novel algorithm based on a high-
order G odunov in plam entation ofthe CT algorithm w ithin a treebased A dap-
tive M esh Re nement AMR) code called RAM SES (Teyssier, 2002) . A s op—
posed to the grid-based (or patch-based) origihal AM R designed introduced
by Berger and O liger (1984) and Berger and Coklla (1989), treebbased AM R
trigger localgrid re nem ents on a cellby cell basis. In this way, the grid fol-
low sm ore closely the geom etrical features of the com puted ow , at the cost of
a greater algorithm ‘s com plexity. N evertheless, such treebbased AM R schem es
have been implem ented with success by various authors in the fram ework
of astrophysics and uid dynam ics K ravtsov et al.,, 1997; K hokhlov, 1998;
Teyssier, 2002; Popinet, 2003) but not yet in the M HD context.On the other
hand, patch-based AM R algorithm s have been developed by several authors
in recent years Balsara, 2001; K leim ann et al.,, 2004; Powellet al., 1999; Sam -
taney et al., 2004; Zieglr, 1999) and used forM HD applications. The m ain
requirem ent that treebased AM R usually place on the underlying solver is
the com pactness of the com putational stencil: any high order schem e wih a
stencil extending to two points, or lss, In each direction can easily be coupled
to an \octree" data structure K hokhlov, 1998).

In this paper, our goal is to solve the induction equation using the M USCL
schem g, originally presented by van Leer (1977), and w dely used in the litera—
ture for the Euler equations. T his very sin ple m ethod is second order accurate
In tin e and space and has a com pact stencil: only 2 neighboring cells in each
direction (and for each dim ension) are necessary to update the central cell
solution to the next tin e step . T his com pactness property is of particular in -
portance for our tree based AM R approach. It is also usefiil for an e cient
parallelization relying on dom ain decom position . To our know ledge, this isthe

rst In plam entation of the M USCL schan e combined with the Constrained
Trangoort algorithm that solves the Induction equation. The key ingredient
that ensures second order accuracy is the socalled \predictor step", n which
the solution is rst advanoced by halfa tinm e step . W ew illconsider a few di er—
ent com putational strategies for this predictor step and discuss their respective
m erts. Fnally, we w ill present our overall treebased AM R schem e.

T his paper is lim ited to the induction equation.W e intend to apply the sam e
approach to the fullM HD equations in a future paper. Neverthelss, it is
Interesting to detem ine if such a num erical approach can be applied to kine—
m atic dynam o problam s, for which the induction equation alone applies. T he



Induction equation is linear, but it can yild rem arkably rich m agnetic insta—
bilities corresponding to exponential eld grow th and referred to as \dynam o
Instabilities” . T he description of these instabilities, and the conditions under
w hich they occur, constitute an active eld of research, w ith in portant conse-
quences In astrophysics and in geophysics, since they account for the origin of
m agnetic elds in the E arth, planets, stars and even galaxies. W e w ill restrict
our attention here to well known dynam o ows and use them to investigate
the num erical properties of our schem e.

An Inportant problm in dynam o theory is related to a subclass of dynam o
ow s, known as \fast dynam os" which yield exponential eld growth with
nite growth rates In the lim it of vanishing resistivity. T his is of particular

In portance for astrophysical applications. Fast dynam os, when investigated

with an all, but nite, resistivity yield eigenm odes that are very localized in

Soace, and are therefore ideal candidates for an investigation using the AM R

schem e.

D ynam o problem s have traditionally been studied using spectral m ethods
G alloway and Frisch, 1986; Christensen et al, 2001). Som e recent m odels
have been produced using nite di erences @A rchontis et al,, 2003), nite vol-
um es (H arderand Hansen, 2005) or nite elem ents M atsuiand O kuda, 2005).
H owever, all of these m ethods rely on explicit physical di usion to ensure nu-—
m erical stability. The interest of using CT within the G odunov fram ework
togetherw ith an AM R approach is twofold. F irst, fast dynam o m odes have a
very localized spatial structure (scaling asRm '™ where Rm is the m agnetic
R eynolds number) . A dapting the com putational grid to the typical geom e—
try of these m odes therefore appears as a very natural strategy to m inin ize
com putational cost. Second, the G odunov m ethodology, using the CT schem e,
Introduces the m inin alam ount of num erical dissipation needed to ensure sta—
bility. T his isan im portant property when using an AM R approach, forwhich
cells of very di erent sizes coexist. T his Jast property of the schem e is then
m andatory to allow the use of a coarse grid in regions barely a ected by the
physical di usion.

W e w ill present several tests that dem onstrate the e ciency of our treebased
AMR Godunov CT schem e for solving com plex dynam o problm s:wew i1l rst
reproduce a sin pl advection problem of a m agnetic loop and then validate
the approach on two wellknown dynam o ow s: the Ponom arenko dynam o and
a ast ABC dynam o.



2 Constrained Transport in Two Space D In ensions

In this section, we brie y review the design of stable num erical schem es for
hyperbolic systam s of conservation laws In two space dim ensions using the
G odunov approach. Follow ng Londrillo and D el Zanna (2000), such system s
are called here \E uler system s", as opposed to the \induction system " we w ill
consider later.

2.1 First O der G odunov Schem e for Euler system s

W e rst exam ne the problem in one space din ension. The ollow ng Euler
system ,
QU
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can be wrtten in integral orm by de ning nite control volum e elem ents in

goace and tine, wherewe de nea cellby V; = [x, 1;x_+1]andatjmejnterval
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N ote that this integral form is exact for the corresponding Euler system . The
averaged, cellcentered state is de ned by
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while the averaged, tin e-centered Intercell ux is de ned by

L 1 B+ 1
F 2= < F (Xi+l;t)dt: )
2

The G odunov m ethod states that the Intercell ux is com puted usihg the
solution ofa R iem ann problem w ith left and right states given by the left and
right averaged states

h i
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Thisapproach, called \ rst orderG odunov schem ", assum es that the solution
Inside cell V; is piecew ise constant. Taking advantage of the selfsin ilarity of
the R iam ann solution for mitially piecew ise constant states, one can sim plify
further the tin eaverage ofthe ux and cbtain

=F U _.10): ©®)
2

N ote that again the tin e evolution of the average state over one tin e step
is exact. Num erical approxin ations arise when one assum es at the next tin e
step that the new solution inside cellV; is also piecew ise constant and equal
to the new averaged state.

W e now extend the previousm ethod to Euler system s in 2 space din ensions.
T he conservative system can also be w rtten in the follow ng unsplit form ula-
tion
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where the average state is now de ned over a 2 dim ensional cell V;;5, and
Intercell uxesarenow tim e averaged uxes Integrated over the line ssparating
neighboring cells
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At this pont, the integral form is still exact. The generalization of the 1D
G odunov schem e to m ultidin ensional problem s now relies on solving two di-
m ensionalR jem ann problem sat each comer, de ned by four niially piecew ise
constant states
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The fundam entaldi erence w ith the 1D case is that we now need to average
the com plkte solutions of 2 ad pcent R iem ann solutions over the entire trans-
verse line segm ent, where uxes are de ned. These spaceaveraged uxes are



not functions of a unigue selfsim ilar variabl anym ore, but depend explicitly
on tin e. Building such a num erical schem e isbarely possible for sin ple scalar
linear advection problem and far too com plex to im plem ent for non-lnear
system s.

T he traditionalapproach isto approxin ate the true solution using a predictor-
corrector schem e. This is also the key Ingredient of any high-order schem e,
where the selfsin ilarity of the R iam ann problem breaks down, even in one
soace din ension, due to the underlying piecew ise linear or parabolic repre—
sentation of the data. The idea is to com pute a predicted state at tin e level
%172 and to use this interm ediate state as an input state forthetwo nallD
R iem ann solvers.

W e list here 3 classicalm ethods to in plem ent this predictor step

G odunov m ethod : no predictor step is performm ed. T his greatly sim pli es
the m ethod, which now relies on one R ijam ann solver In each direction. T he
prize to pay is a som ew hat restrictive C ourant stability condition: = x+
v=1y) t 1,whereuandvarethem axinum wave soeed In each direction.

R unge-K utta m ethod: the predictor step is perform ed using the 2D G o—
dunov m ethod w ith half the tin e step. The resuling intermm ediate states
are then used to com pute the uxes for the nal conservative update. T he
C ourant condition is the sam e as for the G odunov m ethod, but one has to
perform 2 R iem ann solvers per cell In each direction (4 in total).

C orner Transport U pw ind m ethod: predicted states for a given R ie-
m ann problm are com puted with a 1D update in the transverse direction
only, for the tin e Interval t=2.This scheme was st proposed by Coklla
(1990). It allow s up to a factor of two larger tin e steps than the two previ-
ous schem es, since the Courant condition isnow max (u= x;v=vy) t 1,
but 2 R iem ann solvers per cell n each direction (4 In total) are stillneeded.

A 1l three m ethods are directionally unspli, rst order approxin ations (in
soace) of the underlying Euler systam .

22 First O er G odunov Schem e for the Induction E quation

The m agnetic eld evolution in the M HD approxin ation is govemed by the
Induction equation which neglects firee charge density and displacem ent cur—
rents. Tt is w ritten In conservative form as

@B
— =r E + B; 11)
et



where the EM F E is given by

E=v B; 12)

and is the m agnetic di usiviy. The m agnetic eld also satis es the diver-
gence free constraint

r B=0: 13)

Tt is usually m ore convenient to consider (11) In non-din ensional form by
Introducing a typical lengthscale L and a typicaltinescale T = L=U where U
is som e nom of the velocity (usually based on the m axin al value over space
and tin e) . T he resulting non-din ensional equation is

@B 1
—=r & B)+ Rm B ; 14)
Qe
where Rm = (UL)= whikt= =T and v = v=U are regpectively the non—

din ensionnal tin e and velocities and the spatial derivative are taken with
respect to nom alized distances.

TheEMF E ishere the analog ofthe ux function forEuler systam s. W e now
restrict our attention to 2D dim ensional ows? , orwhich only one com ponent
ofthe EMF, say E,, is su cient.

Follow Ing the G odunov approach, we w rite the 2D induction equation in in—
tegral form over a nite control volum e n space and tin e. For the B, com —
ponent of the magnetic eld, we de ne a nite surface element S i 1,5 =
[V 1=2 7 ¥4+ 121 @t position xi, 1,

n+ 1 .n t ot
thl. = thl. 1 ,t— lﬂzzl 15)
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FortheB, com ponent,wede nea nitesurfaceelement S 12 = Ki 122 ;X34 12]
at position vy 1-; - The Induction equation in integral form has a sim ilar rep-
resentation

16)

43+ 5 Li+ 5 X i+

1

39} _ . . 2
Byi "1 =MWByi 1 — l’Ele_

2

2 The one din ensional induction equation, w ith B = constant, is equivalent to a
Euler system , for which the standard m ethodology applies w thout m odi cation.



N ote that this integral form in space and tim e is exact. T he average, surface
centered, m agnetic states are de ned asthe averagem agnetic eld com ponents
on their corresponding control surfaces

72
n 1
Byi 1. = — By (X 1;y;t)dy; a7
15 2,] y l+2
vo1
t2
X 1
7 2
i _ ; ;) dx : 18
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221 2D Riem ann P robkm

The tin e centered EM F results from a tin e average at the comer points

o+ 5 1 B
Wi [ 1= — E,® 15y, 1;0dt: 19)
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Let usnow apply the G odunov m ethod to the 2D induction equation. Upon
noticing that our initial conditions are given by four piecew ise constant states
around each comer points, we can use the selfsim ilar solution ofthe 2D R ie-
m ann problem at the comer point,

h i

Ui+l,j+l &=tjy=t) = RP lrUiril;j U i 1;jmir';j+1wj-ril+ 1941 7 0)
27 2
and tin e Integration vanishes in equation (19)
n+ =
hEzi z 1:EZ(U_ 1 1(0;0)): (21)

1.1 1.1
i+ S+ i3t 3

The G odunov m ethod, applied to the induction equation in 2D, shares this
Interesting property w ih the G odunov m ethod applied to 1D Euler system .
The selfsim ilarity of the ux function was lost for 2D Euler system s. The
selfsin flartty ofthe EM F function is still valid for the 2D induction equation,
provided our initial conditions are describbed by piecew ise constant states.W e
w ill see In the next section, that this is unfortunately not true in the general
case, even at lowest order.

A s noticed by Londrillo and D el Zanna (2000), the 2D R iam ann problem is
the key ingredient for solving the induction equation w ith a stabl (upw ind)
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Fig.1l.The 2D Rigm ann problem in the x-y plane to com pute the EM F in the z
direction at edge ({i+ %, I+ %). The facecentered m agnetic elds are shown as
vertical and horizontal arrow s. The velocity eld is shown as the dashed arrow .

schem e. The 4 initial states W ih 2 m agnetic eld com ponents per state) need
to satisfy the r B = 0 property. B should therefore be the sam e for the
two top states, and for the two bottom states, while B, should be the sam e
forthe two Jeft states, and for the two right states (see Fig.1).This condition
is naturally satis ed as long asm agnetic eld is de ned as a surfaceaverage,
se (17) and (18).

In the generalM HD case, designing 2D R iam ann solvers (even approxin ate
ones) isa very ambitioustask.Forthe kinem atic induction case, the solution is
how ever rem arkably sim ple, since the solution is nothing else but the upw ind
state. T he edgecentered EM F can therefore be w ritten In the follow ing closed
form

i B,i 1 B,i + B, 1
E nt+ 5 Yo 159+ = Y754 i E,j+l X 553
1 = u
z— 1 1
25 2 2
i i B.,i B,i
Yo 1;j+; i;j+; 25+ 1 X i+l;j
o 2 2 + 77 2 2 . 20
13 5 V3 > ;7 (22)

where u and v are respectively the x and y com ponents ofthe ow velocity
v = (u;v;w) com puted at the center of the edge i+ % >i j+ 1).This last equa-—
tion is fam iliar in the fram ework of upw ind nitearo]ume schen es. It can be
deocom posed into two contrdbutions. The rst line isthe EM F com puted using
the average m agnetic elds at the cell comers: this EM F is a second-order
In space. The resulting scheme (retaining this tem only) would have been
unoconditionally unstable, if i was not for the second tem , the contrbution
of the upw Inding. &t is equivalent to a 2D num erical di usiviy, with direc—
tionaldi usivity coe cients given by = J1j x=2and = JJj y=2.This

(relatively large) resistivity introduces the m nin albut necessary am ount of

10



num erical di usion for the schem e to ram ain stable.

222 Constrained Transport as a F inite Surface A pproxim ation

T his straightforward extension of the G odunov m ethodology has lad us to
the well known \Constrained Trangort" (CT) schem e, that was designed a
long tin e ago forthe M HD equationsby Yee (1966).The key property ofthe
CT schaneisthatonecan alsowritether B = 0 constraint in ntegral form
as

Zn 12 _ . ©3)

This integral form is exact.M oreover, if it is satis ed by our initial data, the
Integral form s in (15) and (16) ensure that it willbe satis ed at all terations
during the num erical integration. U sihg equation (23), and assum Ing that
fomally x! 0,we show that the follow ing property holds:

Rem ark 1 hBXj.rj1 (xX) is a continuous function of coordinate x,
and, symm etrically, assum Ing that form ally y ! 0, we have:

Rem ark 2 IB,i (y) is a continuous finction of cordinate y,

Thism eans that B Xii 1-2; CAN be considered as piecew ise constant in the y
direction, but has to ke considered as piecew ise linear in the x direction. This
constitutes our lowest order approxin ation of the m agnetic eld. Symm etri-
cally, to lowest order, B yir.;j+ 1, can be considered aspiecew ise constant in the

x direction, but has to ke considered as piecew ise linear in the y direction.?

This last property provides a fiindam ental di erence between the Induction
equations and Euler system s. It is due to the divergence free constraint, ex—
pressed In Integral form on a staggered m agnetic eld representation. One
consequence of this property is that our iniial state for the 2D R iem ann
problem cannot be piecew ise constant anym ore, but instead piecew ise linear.
W e therefore loose the property of selfsin ilarity for the R iem ann solution at
comer points, and cannot perform an exact tin e integration to com pute the
tine average EM F . W e now have to rely on approxin ations. Follow ing the
strategies developed in section 2.1, we approxin ate the tin e averaged EM F
using various predictor-corrector schem es.

3 Let us stress that for idealM HD , a jam p perpendicularto the eldline isallowed.

11



2.3 The P r=dictor step

23.1 Godunov Scheme

The rstpossibiliy isto drop the predictor step and solve the R iem ann prob—
Jm de ned attine ' .Using (15) and (16), togetherw ith the EM F com puted
from (22), we cbtain the G odunov schem e for the induction equation. In the
sinple case of a constant velocty eld with u > 0 and v > 0 (the pure
advection case), we can w rite the overall schem e as

B,i 1. MB,i 1 (24)
it 543 l+§,'j 1

Using the r B = 0 constramnt at tin et in Integral form (23), we further

sin plify the schem e to obtain

B,i 1 : @5)

W e can therefore conclude:

P roposition 1 For the advection case, if the initial data satisfy the integral
form of the soknoidality constraint, the G odunov m ethod for the induction
equation is identical to the G odunov m ethod for the advection equation on the

staggered grid.

T his rather sin pl point is actually quite In portant, since it proves that CT
has advection properties quite sin ilar (In this case identical) to traditional

nitevolim e m ethods. The G odunov schem e for the induction equation has
a ocom pact stencil. It is however of m ere theoretical interest, since, aswe will
see In the next section, it isnot the rst order 1im it of higher order G odunov
In plem entations of the induction equation.

232 RungeKutta Scheme

A sdiscussed above, ther B = 0 constraint, and the loss of selfsin ilarity in

the R iam ann solution, pushes tow ards using a predictor step In designing our
rst order schem e. The m ost natural approach is the RungeK utta schem e,

for which the solution is advanced rst to the intemm ediate tim e coordinate

12
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Fig. 2. Stencils of our various schem es for the induction equation: RungeK utta
schem e (keft plot), UM USCL schane (middlke plot) and C-M USCL schem e (right
plt). The ux being com puted is indicated by a bold face and arrow . For the pur-
pose ofthisexam ple, the velocity eld ispointing in the upper right direction (u > 0
and v > 0). The st order stencil n space (second order In tin e) is represented
w ith black arrow s. A dditional com ponents required for the second order stencils In
tin e and space are shown w ith white arrow s. T he shaded region indicates cells that
are available in a treebased AM R In plem entation . O nly the two right schem eshave
stencils com pact enough for such an in plem entation.

9+ 172 using the (previously described) G odunov schem ew ith tine step 2.

T hese predicted states are then used to de ne the 4 initial states for the 2D

Riem ann problm . The resulting EM F is used to advance the solution from

tine t* to the next tine coordiate t**! with tine step t. A sinilar, 2

step, RungeXK utta m ethod for the induction equation is used for exam pl in
Londrillo and D el Zanna (2000) and Londrillo and D el Zanna (2004) to solve
theM HD equations.

U sing sin ilar argum ents as in the previous section, it is easy to show that, for
a uniform velocity eld, sihce the predicted m agnetic eld satis es the inte-
gral form of the solenoidality constraint, the corrector step for the induction
equation is identical to the predictor step for the advection equation.Aswe
have shown in the Jast section, this property also holds for the predictor step,
we therefore cbtain a second In portant result:

P roposition 2 For a uniform wvelocity eld, if the initHaldata satisfy the in-
tegral form of the soknoidality constraint, the RungeK utta m ethod for the
Induction equation is identical to the RungeK utta m ethod for the advection
equation on the staggered grid.

W e will show later that it is also possbl to design higher order schem es
for this algorithm . T his schem e has two nice properties: it is second order in
tin e Whilke still rst order in space), and the predicted m agnetic eld satis es
exactly r BY'™? = 0. There are also issues associated w ith i, especially in
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the AM R framework. It can be easily shown (see Fig. 2) that the stencil is
not com pact enough for a treebased AM R : 3 ghost cells are needed In each
direction (resp.2) for the second order (regp. rst order) scheme.W e w ill see
in the test section that it is also slightly m ore di usive than the other schem es
we w ill describe in the follow ing sections. The Courant stability condition is
also rather restrictive

u
— 4 t 1: (26)
X

v
y

233 UpwindMUSCL Scheme

W hen deriving theM U SCL schem e forEuler system s, van Leer (1977) noticed
that it was not necessary for the predictor step to be strictly conservative. A
conservative update was however m andatory for the corrector step. Sin ilarly,
for the induction equation, it is a priori not necessary for the predictor step
to satisfy the solenoidality constraint. It is however m andatory for the initial
and nal data. Instead of com puting one EM F at each cell comer, using a
2D Riem ann solver, we now propose to com pute for the predictor step only 4
EM F's at each ce=ll comer, corresponding to each lnput m agnetic eld.

These EM Fs are de ned as HE Zilijr 1=2;5+ 127 o8 Ziir 1=2;5+ 127 e Zii 1=2;5+ 12 and
HE Zii 122;5+ 122+ Where each upper index corresponds to the \kf", \right",
\bottom " and \top" face, respectively. Each EM F is specialized to is cor-
responding facecentered m agnetic eld com ponent. One EM F per face isal-
lowed, In order to satisfy the continuiy constraint: we need to solve a 1D
Riem ann problm in the perpendicular direction. The Riem ann solution is
here the \upw ind" state.The \bottom " and \top" EM F for the predictor step
are therefore

=) . . .
HE,i 1 1=u WByi 1+MB,i 1 =2 viB,i 1,
i+ E;j+§ i+ 1;5+ > l;j+§ i+ 5]

17 B, i B, i =2;
HJ Yoy l;j+% Y j,;j+% ’

T . . .
HE,i 1, 1=u WB,1i 1+ Byl 1 =2 vEB,i 1

i+ E;j+ 5 Y7 1;3+ 5 i3+ 5 it E;j+ 1
hymByi 1 Byl 1 =2: 27)
i+ 1;3+ > i3+ 5

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

HE,i 1 1=ulByi 1 v WByi 1, +MB,i 1 =2
J_+2;j+2 1;]+2 1+2,-j+1 1+2;j
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+ :VJ thii+l . thl 1, =2;

5idtl 5]
R \ . .
HE,i 1 1=ulByi 1 v B,i 1  +Byi 1, =2
it 2,j+ > i+ 1;3+ 2 i+ 2,]+ 1 it 273
+ ) Byl 1. B,i 1, =2: (28)
l+§;]+l l+§;j

T he predictor step for the x com ponent of the m agnetic eld becom es

n+ 1=2 n t B

. . . T
Byl | =Byl 1+ -0—— M1 1. 1 ME,L 1,61 ; 9)
#24 #3232y S LA #2d3
and for the y com ponent we have
N+ 1=2 el t L ‘R
Byi =Myl 1 E,i 1 1 M1 1. 1 = (30)
i3t 5 it 2 x oty 12375

To com plte this schem e, the corrector step isperform ed usinga nal2D R i
m ann solver to com pute the tin ecentered EM F  (22) and a nal conservative
update of each m agnetic eld com ponent (15) and (16).

Let usnow exam ine the property of the Upw ind{M USCL schem e In the case
of a uniform wvelocity eld.W e can assum e, w thout loss of generality, that
u> 0 and v > 0.In this case, the predicted state can be written In a m ore
com pact form

N+ 1=2 N t N n
Byi | " =MBii 1 +u— MWByi 1 MWy 1 ; (31)
i+ 573 5 2y L3t 5 LI 5

which is equivalent, using 23), to

n+ 1=2 n t .n N
Byi | "=Bxi 1, u—— MWB,i 1. Bei 1. : (32)
553 #3503 2 x 33 i35

n+ 1=2

Sin ilar expressions can be derived for hByli;jJr 1_, - Inserting these predicted
values into (22) and (15), we get, affer som e tedious m anijpulations, the nal
updated solution

thl 1.= thln 1, (1 Cx) @ Cy)+ ]:Blel 1.Cx @ Cy)
i+ 573 + 55 137
.n .n
+hBXli+%,-j1Cy @ Cy)+ thli %;jlcxcy, (33)

where the follow ing de nitions have been used C, = ut=x and C , =
v t= y.One can recognize here the Comer Transport Upwind (CTU) ad-
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vection schem e presented in Colella (1990), for which the Courant stability
condition is
" #
u v
max —;— t 1: (34)
X y

W e therefore conclude:

P roposition 3 For a uniform wvelocity eld, if the initHaldata satisfy the in-
tegral form of the soknoidality constraint, the Upwind-M USCL Schem e for
the induction equation is identicalto Coklh’s rst order CTU schem e for the
advection equation on the staggered grid.

Tt isapparent n (33) that the stencilofthisM USCL schem e ism ore com pact
that it is for the RungeXK utta schem e (see also Fig. 2) . Since our goal is here
to develop an AM R ocode for the induction equation, this is a very attractive
solution. T he predictor step is perform ed using upw nding in the nom aldi-
rection.As forCoklla’s CTU schem g, the C ourant stability condition is very
e cient.W e now explore one last possibility for ourM U SCL predictor step.

234 ConservativeM USCL Scheme

T he last schem e was designed in dropping the solenoidality constraint for the
predictor step. W e propose In this section to drop the upw inding in the EM F
com putation for the predictor step, which now becom es

n n n n
Byi 1+ MByi 1 Bei 1. +HMBgi 1.
i+ 1;3+ > i3+ > it E;j-l—l it E;j
> A% 2 : (35)

3901
HE i
1

1
+§;j+

N =
Il
c

Since we now have a sihgke EM F per cell comer, the predicted m agnetic eld
satis es by construction r B = 0. The corrector step is the sam e as
for all 3 m ethods. Here again, we would like to exam ine the property of the
schem e for the case ofuniform advection.Because n thiscaser BF12 = 0,
the corrector step is identical to the corrector step for the G odunov 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, we cbtain anew rst order advection
schem e forwhich the C ourant stability condition isthe sam e as forthe R unge-
Kutta schem e. For this new schem e to be m onotone, however, the tim e step
has to satisfy the llow Ing m ore restrictive condition

|

' 2

b op— (36)

u v
- 4+
X 3 2+ 1
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P roposition 4 Fora unifom wvelocity eld, ifthe iniHaldata satisfy the inte—
gralform ofthe soknoidality constraint, the C onservativeM U SCL Schem e for
the induction equation is identical to a new, consistent and stabk rst order
schem e for the advection equation on the staggered grid.

At the expense of a m ore restrictive constraint on the tin e step, we have
obtain a new schem e which is conservative for the predicted step, in the sense
that the predicted m agnetic eld satis es the solenoidality constraint.

24 High O rder Schem es

Extensions of the three above schemes RungeKutta, UM USCL and C-
M USCL) to second order are based on a piecew ise linear reconstruction of
each m agnetic eld com ponent, usihg \m agnetic ux conserving" interpola-—
tion at each cell interface. Follow Ing the M U SCL approadh, one can com pute
comer (or edge) centered interpolated quantities, using a Taylor expansion
both In tin e and space as follow s, or B,

n °n
n+1=2;B _ el @Bx t @Bx Yy
B i+l.j+;_lf]BXl:H;;j+ @t 1 7+ @ 1 7’
27" 2 2 #55 y i+ 5]
| |
n *n
n+ 1=2;T n @Bx t @Bx Yy
Bola 1T B Y e T ey a2 O
27 2 2 #3553 #3553
and forB,
!Il !n
R S N @By t, @By X
y— 1. 1 Y&, £ ’
535 i3+ 3 @t | L+ % 2 @x ' i+ % 2
n *n
B n+ 1=2;R = 1B in L+ @By _t @By i (38)
R Yo 5 et 2 @x 2

g L Ly L
L3+ 5 LIT 5

In this way, second-order, edgecentered com ponents of the m agnetic eld
can be used In the 2D Riem ann solver to com pute the EMF and update
the solution to tine 2" 1. O ur three di erent schem es di er in the way they
in plem ent the termm s @B =@t and @B ,=Qt.

Let us stress that to recover second order accuracy In space, one needs to
perform a predictor step which is also second order accurate In space. For the
C-M USCL scheanm g, thisisalready the case ifone uses exactly the predictor step
presented In the last section. For both the RungeX utta and the U-M USCL
schem es, how ever, one neaeds to use a lnear reconstruction of each m agnetic
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eld com ponent and com pute the EM F for the predictor step. This is done
using the ollow Ing equations

n;B el @BX Yy
B.1i7 —}]Bxl.+_'+ —
ity 2n Cy 353 2
1
n
n;T n @Bx Yy
th +’_' 1= hBXli+ ‘j @ —2 ; (39)
17 2/] 2 27 y i =53
|
‘n
;L _ @By X .
hByli+ 5+ = h hByliij+;+ @x 1 27
277 2 2 33
n
n;R n @By X
i =Byl 2 — (40)
1 5t 2 X i;j+%

T hese edge-centered com ponents are then used to com pute the EM F, using
(22) forthe RungeXK uttam ethod, or 27) and (28) fortheU-M USCL schem e.
A susually done In higher order nite volum e schem es, spatial derivatives are
approxin ated using slope lin iters, in order to obtain positivity pressrving, non
oscillatory solutions. For that purpose we use a standard slope lin iter (used in
many uid dynam ics codes), the M onotonized C entralLin iter, which is given
by

@B B Bi , B B; B; B;
— =mihmod ¥;mmod -1 ;2 L :(41)
@x 2 x X X

Far from discontinuities, this slope reduces to Fromm ’s nie di erence ap—
proxin ation of the spatial derivative. In this case, one can show that, for
a uniform velocity eld, all 3 schem es are again strictly equivalent to their
second order parent schem e for the advection equation on the staggered grid.

In non sm ooth parts of the ow, however, this is no longer true. Slope lin -
iting destroys the strict equivalence between the induction schem es and their
advection counterparts. One must also be aware that traditional slope lin —
Iters, such as the one we use here, are designed for the advection equation
In nitevolum e schem es. The m onotonicity of the solution for the induction
equation is therefore not guaranteed. D eriving slope lim iters for the induction
equation is beyond the scope of this paper. W e have to rely on the num erical
tests perform ed in the test section to assess the non oscillatory properties of
our schem es.

Tt isalso apparent in (41) that orboth RungeK utta and U-M U SCL schem es,
the com putational stencil ncreases by one cell in each direction, com pared
to the rst order scheme (see Fig. 2). The second order U-M USCL and the
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C-M USCL scheam es are therefore both com pact enough or our AM R inple-
m entation, while the sscond order R ungeX utta schem e is not.

2.5 Conclusion

W e have derived in this section three num erical schem es for the solution ofthe
Induction equation using the CT algorithm in two-din ensions.A llofthem are
second order In space and tim e. W e have called these schem es RungeX utta,
UMUSCL and C-MUSCL. Only the lJast two have com pact com putational
stencils, which m akes them suitable for our treebased AM R im plam entation.
M ore Interestingly, we have proven that, In case ofa uniform velocity eld, the
U-M USCL schem e is strictly identical to Colklla’s C omer T ransport Upw ind

schem e for the advection equation on the staggered grid. For the C-M USCL

schem e, we have shown that it is strictly identical to another weltbehaved ad—
vection schem e, w ith how ever a m ore restrictive stability condition on thetim e
step. This shows that CT, when properly derived w ithin G odunov’s fram e-
work, has advection properties sin ilar to traditional nite<olim e schem es.

3 A Constrained Transport AM R Schem e in three D In ensions

In this section, we descrioe our M U SC L-type schem es for the induction equa—
tion In three space dim ensions. It ism ostly a straightforward generalization
ofthe previous 2D scheam es, we w illhow ever repeat each step of the algorithm
in order to sum m arize ourm ethod, and introduce the discussion ofthe AM R
In plem entation.

3.1 De nitons

Let us generalize the schem es discussed In 2D in section 2 to 3D problem s.
T he three m agnetic eld com ponents are discretized on a staggered grid using
a nitesurface representation

Yiz 1=2 Ziz 1=2
Byl 1. =-—— By ®ir1-27y;2z;t) dydz; 42)
I 2Ijlk y Z
Yi 1=2 Zi 1=2
1 R 1=2 Ziz 1=2
hByij_,-j+ %;k i By (X;Vi+ 1-272;8 ) dxdz; 43)

Xi 1=2 2Zi 1=2
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X 1=2 Yiz 1=2
n 1 1
B,i 1=-—— B, (X;YizZi12;T ) dxdz: 44)
1;3k+ 5 Xy
Xi 1=2Yi 1=2

These three conservative variables satisfy the divergence-free constraint in
Integral formm

398 39} 39} 398
Byi 1, B,i 1. B, 1 B,i
5k i 5k L3+ 5k L3 Sk
X Yy
. 398
hBZl_ . 1 21 . 1
Lik+ 5 Lk 5
= 0: 45)
Z

32 Conservative update

The m agnetic eld com ponents are updated from tine t" to tine 7! ushg
the induction equation in Integral form , which becom es (forBy)

1 1
n+ 1 .n t ot s ot 5
B,i7 =M, i1, +— HMH,i 2 i 2
i 53k 5k y i+ it Sk S ECLS
t n+ % n+ > )
ST 2 ST 2 .

E,d 7 1 HEyI & 1 (46)

Z 5 gkt 5 ok 5

e (15) for com parison.

Sim ilar expressions can be derived forB, and B,.Here, E,, E, and E, are
tin eaveraged EM F s de ned at each cell edges.

3.3 2D Riemann Soler

Each ofthese EM F' s com ponents are cbtained asthe solution ofa 2D R iem ann
problam , de ned by 4 initial states surrounding the corresponding edge. T he
upw ind solution ofthis 2D R iam ann problem forE, is given by

n+ % n+ %;R n+ %;L
hExl...Jr;.kJr;:V hBZl-.-+l.k+l+ hBZl-.-+l.k+l =2
1] Pl 2 1] P 2 1] P 2 |
_n+%;T _n+%;B
w WB,i 4 ;+B,1 =2
i3+ E;k+ 5 i3+ E;k+§
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n+ l'R n+ l'L

:VJ hB2121, 1 thl 2:[ 1 =2

i3+ E;k+§ i;3+ E;k+§ \
1 1 .
L n+ E;T n+ E;B
+wjimyi o9 o, MWyl 5, =25 @7)
L3+ Skt 5 L+ Skt 5

W here them agnetic eld com ponents, hbeled n+ 1=2;R ;n+ 1=2;L;n+ 1=2;T
and n+ 1=2;B arethe tin e-centered predicted states nterpolated at celledges.
Sim ilar expressions for E, and E , can be deduced by perm utations.

34 P rdictor Step

T he predicted states of the m agnetic eld are obtained through a Taylor ex—
pansion in tin e and space. For B, this translates Into

n+ 1=2,B _ n @Bx t @Bx Y
hBXli+ 1aela lf]BXlﬁl;j;k+ Rt 1 2 * Qy 1 2 !
2 2 2 ' i 53k | i+ 5k

*n n
n+ 1=2;T sl @Bx t @Bx Yy
mB,i | lk:hBXlﬂljk-l_ ot - a - ;
Ll L
RIFICL 2 gk Y | i g idK
n °n
.+ 1=2;8 . @B t @B z
B,i |7 =mB,i 1, + - — + - —;
i Losae 2 * T S i3k @t 1. 2 Rz 1.2
2 2 ' i 5k | i+ 53k
*n *n
n+ 1=2;T N @Bx t @Bx Z
B.i |7 lzlr]BXl,+1,k+ - — : (48)
i+ =k = it 53
A 2" et i+%;j;k @z i+%;j;k

Sim ilar expressions can be written forB, and B, . T he spatial derivatives are
com puted in each direction using the slope lin iter function 41). O ur three
schem es di er only in the way the tin e derivative is estin ated in the above
expansion.

341 RungeKutta Scheme

The RungeXK utta predictor step is equivalent to the corrector step, exospt
for the tin e derivative In (48). W e use spatial derivatives to de ne edge-
centered m agnetic eld com ponents and the 2D R iam ann solver to de ne the
edge-centered EM F com ponents. Thisunique EM F vector, de ned attine t”,
is nally used in the conservative formula (46) to ocbtain a nite di erence
approxin ation of the tim e derivative In (48). For a uniform velocity ed,
the 1rst order schem e is again identical to the RungeK utta schem e for the
advection equation on the staggered grid. For the ssocond order schem g, this
isonly true In an ooth regions of the solution.
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342 U-MUSCL Scheme

Forthe U-M USCL scheme, the EM F used to com pute the predicted states is
not uniguely 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 celledge 4 EM F com ponents, specialized to each face-centered m agnetic

eld com ponent.By solving a 1D R iem ann problm at each faces, we perfom
a proper upw inding in the nom al direction. The input states of these 1D
Riem ann problm are reconstructed m agnetic eld com ponents at cell edges
using slope lin iters. Note that for a uniform wvelocity eld, this st order
schem e is not equivalent anym ore to the CTU scheme in 3D .

343 C-MUSCL Scheme

L ke theRungeXK uttam ethod, the C-M U SCL scheam e Involves one shgke EM F
vector to com pute the tin ederivative in the Taylor expansion, therefore pre—
serving the sokenoidal property on the predicted step. ThisEM F is com puted
using the average of the facecentered m agnetic eld com ponents, as in (35).
Tt does not involve any lim ited slope com putations, but still retains second
order accuracy In space. A s explained in the previous section, the cost is a
m ore restrictive tin e-step stability condition.For a uniform velocity eld the
schem e is identical to the new advection scheme on the 3D staggered grid
discussed In section 23 4.

344 M erits of the Various Schem es

W e com pare, In this section, the di erent advantages and drawbacdcks of each
ofthe above described m ethods. T he corrector step is the sam e for each cases.

The RungeX utta schem e isthem ost natural schem e to w rite. H owever, it w ill
prove to be very expensive for M HD , since it requires a 2D R iam ann solver
in the predictor step.M oreover, it has a restrictive C ourant condition and its
stencil is too lJarge to be Im plam ented In the AM R Im plem entation, which is
not the case of the two other scham es.

The U-M USCL schem e has better stability properties, the tin e step is less
restrictive. Tt is also expected tobem ore e cient in M HD applications, since

one 1D Riem ann problem only is required in the predictor step . N ote however
that its rigorous 3D extension isproblam atic and requires fiirther investigation.

UnlketheU-M USCL scham g, forw hich the non-conservation ofthe solenoidal-
ity condition in the predictor step m ay cause problem s in som e cases, the C—
M U SCL scheam e is conservative. N o R Jam ann solver is needed In the predictor
step, which should m ake it very e cient for M HD From ang et al. (2006)).
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But these advantages are obtained at the cost of a an aller tim estep than the
U-MUSCL scheme.

35 AMR Implkmentation

W e have included both of the com pact schemes UM USCL and C-MUSCL)
In the RAM SES oode. It is a treebased AM R code origihally designed for
astrophysical uid dynam ics (Teyssier, 2002). The data structure is a \Fully
Threaded Tree" K hokhlov, 1998).The grid is divided into groups of 8 cells,
called \octs", that share the sam e parent cell. E ach oct hasacoess to itsparent
cell address In m em ory, but also to neighboring parent cells. W hen a o=l is
re ned, it is called a \split" cell, whilk in the opposite case, it is called a
\leaf" cell. The com putational dom ain is always de ned as the unit cube,
which corresponds in our temm Inology to the st level of re nem ent in the
hierarchy ‘= 1.The grid is then recursively re ned up to them nmmum lvel
of re nament Y, i, In order to build the coarse grid. This coarse grid is the
base Cartesian grid, covering the whole com putational dom ain, from which
adaptive re nem ent can prooeed. T his base grid is eventually re ned further
up to somem axinum lvelofre nem ent Y, .x, according to som e user de ned
re nem ent criterion.

W hen Lax = i, the computational grid is a traditional C artesian grid,
for which the previous induction schem es apply without any m odi cation.
W hen re ned cells are created, however, som e issues soeci cto AM R must be
addressed.

351 D ivergence—firee P rolongation O perator

W hen a cellis re ned, eight new oells (ie.a new \oct") are created forwhich
new m agnetic eld com ponents are needed.M ore precisely, each ofthe six faces
ofthe parent cell are split into 4 new ne faces. Three new faces, at the center
of the parent cell, are also split nto ur new chidren faces. The resulting
m agnetic eld com ponents, ne or coarse, need to satisfy the divergence-free
constraint in integral fom .

T his critical step, usually called in the m ultigrid tem nology the P rolongation
O perator, has been solved by Balsara (2001) and T oth and Roe (2002) in the
CT fram ework.W e recom m end both ofthese articks for a detailed description
of the m ethod. The idea is to used slope lim iters to interpolate the m agnetic

eld com ponent inside each parent face, n a ux-conserving way, and then to
use a 3D reconstruction, which is divergence-free in a local sense inside the
whole cell volum e, In order to com pute the new m agnetic eld com ponents
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for each central children faces. In our case, the sam e slope lin iter as In the
G odunov scheme (41) hasbeen used.

T his prolongation operator is used to estin ate the m agnetic eld In new Iy
re ned cells, but also to de ne a tem porary \bu er zone", two \ghost cells"
w ide, that set the properboundary for ne cellsat a coarse— ne kevelboundary.
This is the m ain reason why a com pact stencil is needed for the underlying
G odunov scham e.

352 M agnetic F lux C orrections

The other in portant step is to de ne the reverse operation, when a solit
cell is dere ned, and becom es a kaf cell again. This operation is usually
called the R estriction O perator in the m ultigrid tem nology. T he solenoidal-
ity oconstraint needs again to be satis ed, which translates into conserving
them agnetic ux.Them agnetic eld com ponent in the coarse face is just the
arithm etic average ofthe 4 ne face values. T his is ram iniscent ofthe \ ux cor—
rection step" of AM R in plem entations for Euler system s Berger and O liger,
1984; Berger and C oklla, 1989; Teyssier, 2002).

3.5.3 EMF Corrections

The \EM F correction step" ism ore speci ¢ to the induction equation. For a
coarse face which is ad-pcent, in any direction, to a r= ned face, the coarse
EMF In the conservative update of the solution needs to be replaced by the
arithm etic average of the two ne EM F vectors. This guarantees that the
m agnetic eld rem ains divergence-free, even at coarse— ne boundaries.

3.6 Physical resistivity

W ehavenow com pletely describbed ourAM R in plem entation forthe induction
equation. It can be used as such, w ithout explicitly including physical resis—
tivity, to Investigate fast-dynam o action associated with a given ow . The
resulting integration is stable and produce an exponentially grow ng eld very
sin ilar to what we expect in dynam o theory. H owever, resistivity (@nd thus
reconnection), which is necessary to identify a grow ing eigenm ode, is solkly
due to the underlying num erical schem e. T his num erical resistivity is usually
non-unifom in tin e and space, anisotropic and non-linear. T he m athem atical
properties of the resulting eigenm odes are unckar, and the results usually de-
pend on the m esh resolution. Instead, we have chosen to explicitly introduce
a physical resistivity In the induction equation, see (14), In oxder to allow a
proper denti cation of the eigenm ode.
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T he am plitude ofthe resistive temm  ishere controlled by the Inverse ofthem ag—
netic Reynoldsnumber Rm = UL= .W e shall concentrate on large m agnetic
Reynolds numbers (ie. the fast dynam o lin it). It m ay, at rst, seem strange
to Introduce this tetm when the G odunov approach has precisely been intro—
ducad to ensure num erical stability and reduced num erical di usion. In fact,
because of the very nature of the fast dynam o solution, the e ect of physical
resistivity w illbe lin ited to very localized regions. Its e ect w ill therefore be
Iim ited to thevery neAM R cells and the stabilizing property ofthe G odunov
approach w ill be essential for the coarser cells.

Physical di usivity is lntroduced in our schem e using the operator solitting
technigue. A fter the induction equation has been advanced to the next time
coordinate t*** with solution B , we solve for the di usive source tem , using
the follow Ing equation

Bn+l B

" = r 3! where J''=r B"™!; 49)

where j is the current. It is de ned at cell edges. For exam ple, the nie
di erence approxin ation for j, (j, and J, are not shown) iswritten as

n+ 1 n+ 1 n+1 n+1
WB,1 B,1 1 B,1 Byi "1
13+ 5k L3+ 5k

k
- : (50)

Considering the current as the analog of the EM F, all the Ingredients of the
previous sections can be applied to design a conservative AM R in plem enta—
tion to solve for the di usion source tem . W e use for that purpose a fully
In plicit tin e discretization, in order for the tin e step to be lin ited only by
the induction schem e Courant stability condition. The resulting linear sys-
tam is solved iteratively using the Jaccbim ethod. N ote that in the problam s
we address in this paper, only a few iterations were necessary to reach 10 3

accuracy.

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

In this section, we test our various schem es using the advection of a m agnetic

eld loop In 2D .W e conclude that the three G odunov schem es we described
for the Induction equation have very good and sin ilar perform ances. The U -
M U SCL schem e seam sto be slightly betterthan the othertwo.W e also test the
AMR inplem entation, show Ing that the results are alm ost Indistinguishable
from the reference Cartesian run.W e w ill then use this code to com pute the
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Runge—-Kutta 1st order Runge—Kutta 2nd order

C—MUSCL 1st order C—MUSCL 2nd order

U—-MUSCL 1st order U-MUSCL 2nd order

Fig.3.M agnetic Ioop advection test fora Cartesian grid w ith ny = 128 and n, = 64:
each panelshow s a gray-scale In age ofthe m agnetic energy (B§+ B§) attinet= 2.
T he schem e used to com pute each Im age is provided in the title of each panel. Sec—
ond-order schem es give very sin ilar resuls, while the rstorderU-M USCL scheme
perfom s slightly better than the two other st order schem es.

evolution of two wellkstudied dynam o ow s: the Ponom arenko dynam o and
the ABC ow.Thiswill serve asa nal Integrated test of our schem e.

4.1 M agnetic Loop A dvection

Let us st focus our attention on a sin ple test of pure advection which was
recently proposed by G ardiner and Stone (2005) to investigate the advection
properties oftheir CT schem e. It consists in the advection ofa m agnetic eld
loop w ith a uniform velocity eld. It isofparticular relevance In our case, since
we are dealing w ith kinem atic induction problem s. T he com putationaldom ain
isdenedby 1< x< land 0:5< y< 05.Theboundary conditions are
periodic. The ow velocity isssttou= 2,v= 1landw = 0.

The nitialm agnetic eld is such that B, = 0, while B, and B, are de ned
using the z-com ponent of the potential vectorA Wih B = r A ), as an
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Fig.4.M agnetic energy as a function of tim e for the eld loop advection test.The
upper solid line is the solution for perfect advection. T he lower lines are forthe st
order scham es: RungeK utta (dotted line), C-M USCL (dashed line) and U-M USCL

(solid line). RungeK utta and C-M USCL resuls are indistinguishable in this case.

T he 3 intermm ediate lines correspond to second order schem es and use the sam e lne

convention. T he dot-dashed lines isthe AM R result obtained wih U-M USCL and

using LWwin = 3 and Lax = 9.

axisym m etric function of the form

8
2R rPrr< R;
A, = (1)

? 0 othemwise;

wih R 03 and r= lC)x2+ y?. The exact am plitude of the m agnetic eld
is arbitrary, since we are solving a lnear equation, we used B = 1. In the
follow Ing, we use exactly the sam e resolution as G ardiner and Stone (2005).
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Fig.5.M agnetic loop advection test:AM R result with the U-M USCL scheme.The
two upper plots are for Y, ax = 7, while the two lower plots are or YL, ax = 9. The
right panels show gray-scale In ages of the m agnetic energy, whilk the left panels
show the AM R grid (only \oct" boundaries are shown for clarity, but each oct is in
fact subdivided Into 4 children cells).

W e perform the num erical integration of the Induction equation up to time
t= 2 with a Courant factor see (34) is equal to 08, for which the m agnetic
Joop has evolved tw ice across the com puting box. Our rst st of uns use a
reqularCartesian grid with N, = 128 and N, = 64.W e test the three di erent
schem es, to rst order (slope lin iters were set to zero) and to second order.
The ain here is to estin ate the num erical di usion of our various scheam es.

Figure 3 shows gray-scale in ages of the m agnetic energy B?Z + B§ for the
six runs. M axinum eld disspation occurs at the center and boundaries of
the Joop where the current density is initially singular. Second order schem es
all give very sim ilar results. At rst order, the U-M USCL schem e perfom s
slightly better than the other two, w ith a m ore isotropic pattem . To estin ate
m ore quantitatively the num erical di usion, we have plotted in Figure 4 the
totalm agnetic energy in the com putationalbox asa function oftim e. Perfect
advection would have given a constant valuie of E,y = R?.A s expected,

rst order schem es are much m ore di usive than the second order ones. A1l
the Jatter give aln ost identical resuls, RungeX utta being the m ost di usive,
followed by C-MUSCL and then U-MUSCL. At st order, the UM USCL
schem e also appears less di usive than the two other scheam es.

W e now present the results cbtained wih ourAM R in plem entation using the
U-MUSCL stheme (C-M USCL giving aln ost identical results) . W e start w ith
a base Cartesian grid with N, = 8 and N, = 4, corresponding to L1 = 3. &
is then adaptively re ned up to Y, ax, using the follow ing re nem ent criterion
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on the m agnetic energy E = B + B

max (J xE 3;J (EJ
E + 001

> 005: 52)

W ih this criterion, each cell for which the change of local m agnetic energy
exceeds 5% of the local m agnetic energy is re ned. The st test is done
wih Lax = 7, In order to reach the sam e spatial resolution as the previous
simulationswith a 128 64 Cartesian grid. Them agnetic energymap att= 2
is shown in Figure 5, together with a line plot show Ing the corresponding
AMR grid. In this Jast plot, only \oct" boundaries are shown for clarity (each
oct is in fact subdirided Into four chidren cells). W e conclude that the AM R
results are indistinguishable from the equivalent resolution C artesian run, but
the com putational cost? is Iower: at tine t = 2, the total number of laf
cells In the AM R tree is 3149. This is to be com pared w ith the number of
cells In a Cartesian grid equivalent to the ner resolition which would be
128 64= 8129.

In order to illistrate m ore convincingly the interest of using an AM R grid in
this case, we have perform ed the sam e simnulation wih now Y,.x = 9.The
m agnetic energy m ap and the corresponding AM R grid are shown in Figure 5.
Re nem ents are now much m ore Jocalized at the center and boundaries of the
m agnetic loop.Num erical di usion has dram atically decreased, as shown on
Figure 4, where the tin e history of the totalm agnetic energy is plotted. The
agreem ent w ith the idealcase has in proved substantially. T he totalnum ber of
cellsatt= 2 isnow 16433:Thisisonly a factor of 2 greater than the previous
C artesian runs, but a factor of 8 Iower than the C artesian grid equivalent to
the ner resolution 512 256= 131072.

42 The Ponom arenko D ynam o

O ne ofthe sim plest known dynam o ow s, and the onewe w ill start our nvesti-
gation w ith, isthe Ponom arenko dynam o (P onom arenko, 1973).T he geom etry
ofthe ow isram arkably simple. In cylindrical polar coordinates (s; ;z), i is

8
2 (055 ju,) Brs s

ve= (53)
-0 fors> sy

4 The actual com puting tin e is in our case directly proportionnal to the num ber
of active cells.
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This ow features an abrupt discontinuity across the cylinder at s = sg, such
discontinuity yields an intricate behavior in the Im it Rm ! 1 .The growth
rate ram ains constant in this Iim i, but the ow does not qualify as a proper
fast dynam o, forthe critical eigenm ode kesps changingw ith Rm  (see C hildress
and G ibert, 1995). Variants of this ow, known as \an oothed P onom arenko
ow 8" introduce a typical length scale over which the ow vanishes, and can

help circum vent this di culty G ibert, 1988).W e w ill how ever consider here
the origihalPonom arenko ow w ih an abrupt discontinuity. Since the ow is
discontinuous, an explicit physical resistivity (@ssociated with a nite value of
the Reynolds numberRm ) isessential in setting the typical lengthscale ofthe
magnetic ed (* Rm =2y,

A s wih m ost dynam o problem s, num erical resolution is classically achieved
using spectral expansions (eg.Childress and G ibert, 1995).W e use here our
num erical approach to validate our schem e aswell as to test the properties of
the AM R iInplem entation and its ability to dealw ith a discontinuous input

ow . Because of the cylindrical nature of the ow, it is natural to think of
adapting the schem e to this systam of coordinates. W e have therefore w ritten
a cylindrical version of our algorithm (note however that AM R has not been
In plem ented in this version of the code). T he discontinuity at s = sy corre—
goond exactly to a cellboundary. Ik is in portant to appreciate that there is
no ow along the s direction w ith this approach. T his in plies that num erical
di usion vanishes In thisdirection. It isonly nonzero In the and z directions.
T his em phasizes the in portance of physical resistivity to obtain m eaningfuil
resuls.

In m ost practical work, sharp structures n the ow can occur which are not
necessarily aligned w ith the grid (see for exam ple the next application). W e
w il therefore 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 cylinder at s = 57 (@around which the eld is Jocalized over a lengthscale
‘' Rm ?).Thiswillbe achieved using our AM R approach.

The Ponom arenko ow can be investigated analytically (P onom arenko, 1973).
Such an analysis reveals that an exponentially grow ing soc’g.;ltjon In tin e can
be obtained HrRm = U sy= Rm.’ 17 whereU = 25+ u?).This
is obtained using a spectral expansion ofthe variabls in z and ofthe fom
exp (Im + ikz). The most unstable mode (@ Rm = Rm.) corresponds to
u,= 13 so,m = 1 and k.50 = 039. For larger m agnetic R eynolds num ber,
other m odes becom e unstable.

U sing the cylindrical version of our code, we have num erically calculated the
m agnetic energy grow th rates for the Ponom arenko ow for a Jarge range of
m agnetic R eynolds num bers, going from Rm = 1637 to Rm = 2000.
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Fig. 6. Growth rate for the Ponom arenko dynam o as a function of the m agnetic
Reynolds num ber. T he solid curve corregoonds to the rst unstable m ode, and the
dotted line to is hamonic k = 2 k. .For both m odes, the growth rate 1rst
Increases and then decreases w ith Rm  (as expected from analytical linear theory).
A s the Reynolds num ber increases, a transition occurs from ko to 2 k. . The star
symbolRm = 400 corresponds to the AM R simulation.

W e use sy as unit of length, thus senting s 1. The grid extends from 02
to 35 In radiis and the azin uthal coordinate cover the full 2 range. The
resolution ofthe grid is W ;N ;N ,) = (64;50;64).For the vertical extent of
the com putational dom ain L.y, we consider two di erent cases: case I, for
which Ly = 2 =Kkg,with kg being 0:39 and case II forwhich kg = 0:78.Letus
recall that the classical num erical approach forthisproblem relieson a Fourder
expansion In z.In this case, a single m ode k is retained in z to enlighten the
num ericalprocedure, the optin alvalue ofk. being obtained after optin ization.
O ur num erical approach does not allow this sort of m ode selection. Instead,
we can only x the z-periodicity of the com putationalbox. In case I, Ly
was chosen to m atch the wavelength of the m ost unstable m ode. H ow ever,
ham onics of the critical m ode, being unstabl for large R eynolds num bers,
can also develop In the com putationalbox (@s can be seen for exam ple In the
gure 64 of Plunian and M asse, 2002). This is a known issue, which only
occurs here because the calculation is not restricted to a singkem ode in z.

The transition from the rst unstable mode to a higher m ode in z occurs
for Reynolds num bers tw ice critical. W e have been abl to ollow the st
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Fig. 7. Ponom arenko dynam o wih Rm = 400. Left panel: surface of isovalue
B?=2 = 10° for the m agnetic energy density at tine t = 200. R ight panel: m esh
geom etry (for clarity, only \octs" boundaries are displayed here).

unstable m ode to R eynolds num ber larger than the transition tok = 2 k. by
carefully selecting the mnitial condition (and restricting to short enough tin e
Integrations). W e have also tumed our attention to thek = 2 k. instability
below the transition by studying a com putational box of half the standard
size In the z-direction. T he resulting diagram is presented in gure 6 .

W hen Rm = 16:7, the growth rate ofthe m agnetic energy was found to be
negative, as expected. ForRm 2 [17:7;20] beocom es positive In case T and
the elgenm ode corresponds to k = k. .W hen Rm = 20, it is characterized by
m=1,k=%k = 03%and = 34 10°.This is in very good agreem ent
w ith linear theory (Ponom arenko, 1973).The grow th rate obtained for larger
Rm is represented by the s0lid lne on gure 6.

In case IT, we use a com putational dom ain w ith half the vertical extend of
case I. The grow ngm ode has di erent properties. It is characterized bym = 1
and k = 2 k. = 0:78. Ikts growth rate as a function of Rm is shown on

gure 6 using the dotted line. The transition between both m odes is clear
nearRm ’ 30.Unlss the Initial conditions are carefully chosen and the tim e
Integration is short enough, themodek = 2 k. willovercom e the rst critical
mode forRm > 30 .

In orderto validate the AM R im plam entation, we have also perform ed sin ula-
tionson a C artesian grid w ith Rm = 400.T he size ofthebox isLyx = 2 =0:78,
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sim ilarto case I described above.Forthismin,wetook Y, = 5and L. = 8,
which hasyield amaximum of 751360 cells on the grid (this is a factor of 22
an aller than the num ber of cells ofa 256° uniform grid).T he re nem ent strat—
egy was based on the m agnitude of the velocity gradient. T he grow th rate of
the m agnetic energy In this case wasmeasured tobe auygr = 0:0562 (see the
star represented In - gure 6). This is In very good agreem ent w ith the value

= 0:0542 obtained with the cylindrical version of the code for the same
param eter set.

The structure of the grow ing eigenm ode in this sinulation is illustrated In

gure 7. The ¥ft panel represents surfaces of isovalue of the m agnetic energy
density B2=2 at t = 200 whilk the structure of the AMR grid is illustrated
on the right panel. The grid is only re ned at the sharp boundary between
the inner rotating cylinder and the outerm otionlessm edium . T his sin ulation
dem onstrates both the ability of the schem e to sinulate the Ponom arenko
dynam o using a C artesian grid and the possibility to handle discontinuities n
the ow which are not aligned w ith the grid.

43 TheABC Dynamo

W e now oconsider another dynam o ow, known asthe ABC- ow (for A mold-
Beltram € hildress). It is de ned by a periodic ow

u=A (0;sinx;cosx)+ B (cosy;0;sihy)+ C (sihz;c0sz;0) : 54)

W e Im it our attention here to the classicalcassof @ :B :C)= (1 :1 :1).
Let us stress that thistest is fully 3D and requires a signi cant com putational
e ort.

This ow is known as a fast-dynam o: at large, but nite, Rm , eigenm odes
In the form of cigarshaped structures develop (eg. Childress and G ibert,
1995). They are very localized In space (@gain * Rm ?), therefore con—
stituting ideal candidates for a investigation using the AM R m ethodology.
T raditionally, these problm s have been m odeled using spectralm ethods (9.
G alloway and Frisch, 1986). T he choice of the velocity pro ke in the form of
Fourier m odes was largely guided by the underlying num erical m ethod .M ore
recently, A rchontis et al. (2003) have investigated this ow usihg 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 of the G odunov schem e w ill be
essential. This w ill be particularly true using an AM R grid. The re nem ent
strategy w ill ensure that the physical resistivity dom inates on the ner grid
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Fig. 8. G rowth rate for the ABC dynam o as a function of the m agnetic R eynolds
number. This diagram agrees ram arkably well with the results cbtained using a
spectral description by G alloway and Frisch 1986 (shown as boxes). The star is
obtained w ith the AM R im plem entation.

which is centered around the cigar shaped m agnetic structures (using a thresh—
old on 7jB 7J).Regions relying on a coarser grid, however, w illbe dom nated
by the num erical resistivity. T he properties of the schem e, both In temm s of
stability and of Jow num erical resistivity are therefore essential ingredients to
the success of the AM R m ethodology.

D ynam o action associated w ith this ow isnot at alltrivial. T here are at least
two regions of nstability in the param eter space, one ©r 8:9 Rm 175
and a second for Rm 27 (ee Galloway and Frisch, 1986). This sscond
Instability has been followed up to Rm of a faw thousand. W e plan to use
our m ethodology to investigate higher values of Rm in the near future. This
Intricate behavior of the grow th rate w ith Rm  suggests the use ofhigh enough
values of the m agnetic R eynolds num ber for convergence study. O therw ise,
an increase of the resisitivity (decrease n Rm ) could yild an increase In the
grow th rate by sam pling di erent regions of instability.

A s in the case of the Ponom arenko dynam o, we have calculated the grow th
rate as a function of Rm . The corresponding graph, using a Cartesian grid
with N4;Ny;N,) = (128;128;128) ispresented on gure 8 . This diagram is
iIn excellent agreem ent w ith the soectral results of G alloway and Frisch, 1986,
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Fig. 9. ABC dynam o investigated w ith the AM R strategy at Rm = 159. On the
left panel: surface of isovalue of the m agnetic energy density B?=2 = 3 10'° at
tim e t = 80; on the right panel: the AM R m esh geom etry (for clarity, only \octs"
boundaries are displayed here).

shown In the sam e gure as squares.

W e now investigate this dynam o using the AM R scheme. W e want to stress
that using AM R w ithout care for such problem s is not free of rigk, the grid
being a ected by the solution and vice versa. A Ithough forboth the advection
and Ponom arenko tests, the solution has been well captured usihg straight—
forward re nem ent criteria, the situation ism ore subtle forthe ABC ow, for
which the eld generation is not localized. If the strategy is not adequate,
som e regions of the ow m Ight not be re ned as they should be, and thus
be sub fct to a Jarge am ount of num erical di usivity. T he choice of the opti-
m al re nam ent strategy forthe ABC ow isbeyond the scope of the present
study. It could for exam ple be based on various ow properties, such as Lia—
punov exponents, stagnation points, etc, or on various eld properties, such
as gradients, truncation errors, etc.

Asa rst step, we have used here a crterion based on the m agnetic energy
density which allow s the grid to be easily densi ed near the cigarlike struc—
tures: when the localm agnetic energy density on level 5, 6, 7... is respectively
greater than 4, 16, 64... tin es the m ean energy density, new re nem ents are
triggered. T his strategy is best applied at large Rm for which the m agnetic
structures are well localized. W e focus here on Rm = 159 & 1000=2 ).
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Fig. 10. The ABC dynam o is investigated at Rm = 159 w ith various resolutions.
T he pro cted m agnetic energy density is represented foreach run.T he convergence

is dem onstrated on the C artesian grid and the ability of the AM R grid to capture
the solution is assessed.
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The AM R sinulation yields a grow th rate 0of0:052 after 77 hours of wall{tin e
com puting using 8 processors. It isevolred untilt = 80.At that tin e, the grid
is com posed 0f 455659 cells. T he structure of the eigenm ode and the topology
of the grid are illustrated In gure 9. For com parison, the Cartesian grid
sin ulation w ith 256° cells yields a grow th rate of 0:055 but requires 138 hours
to evolve the solution only up to t = 46 and using 64 processors! The AM R
sinulation has therefore allowed a gain in mem ory of a factor of 37, and
a soeed-up of 25 in tim e. A 1l our com putations are com pared on gure 10.
The st four panels show the profected m agnetic energy obtained varying
the resolution from 32° to 256°. C om putations perform ed w ith 128° and 256°
cells reveal very little di erences and clearly indicate convergence. The two
bottom snapshots illustrates the structure ofthe grid In the AM R sin ulations
(left panel) and the procted m agnetic energy (right panel). T here is a good
agreem ent between the AM R simulation and the run perform ed on the 256°
grid (@oout 10% ).

5 Conclusions and perspectives

W e have shown that the Constrained Transport approach for pressrving the
solenoidal character of the m agnetic eld could be com bined w ith a G odunov
m ethod, provided a two-din ensional R iem ann solver can be used. W e have
further shown how this could be combined with aM USCL high order schem e.
W e considered three schem es for the predictive step, each w ith s own m erits.
For a uniform velocity eld, these CT scheam es are strictly equivalent to well
known nite volum e schem es on the staggered grid. This In portant result
provides additional support to the advection properties ofthe CT fram ew ork.

W ehave In plam ented this strategy on a kinem atic dynam o problem , forwhich
only the induction equation needs to be considered. W e have shown that the
G odunov fram ework allows an e cient AM R treatm ent of fast dynam os, by
ensuring the num erical stability of the schem e in regions solved w ith a coarse
grid (for which the e ects of the physical di usion are vanishing).

T he approach introduced here clearly needs to be adapted to the full set of
M HD equations, or which solving the R iem ann problem isno longer a trivial
task.This In portant step raises severaladditionaldi culties and isthe ob fct
ofa forthoom ing paper (From ang et al. (2006)).
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