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Abstract

We describe a new method for solving the time-dependent two-fluid magnetohydrodynamic (2F-MHD) equations in
two dimensions that has significant advantages over other methods. The stream-function/potential representation of the
velocity and magnetic field vectors, while fully general, allows accurate description of nearly incompressible fluid motions
and manifestly satisfies the divergence condition on the magnetic field. Through analytic manipulation, the split semi-
implicit method breaks the full matrix time advance into four sequential time advances, each involving smaller matrices.
The use of a high-order triangular element with continuous first derivatives (C' continuity) allows the Galerkin method to
be applied without introduction of new auxiliary variables (such as the vorticity or the current density). These features,
along with the manifestly compact nature of the fully node-based C! finite elements, lead to minimum size matrices for
an unconditionally stable method with order of accuracy 4*. The resulting matrices are compatible with direct factorization
using SuperLU_dist. We demonstrate the accuracy of the method by presenting examples of two-fluid linear wave prop-
agation, two-fluid linear eigenmodes of a tilting cylinder, and of a challenging nonlinear problem in two-fluid magnetic
reconnection.
© 2007 Elsevier Inc. All rights reserved.

1. Introduction

It is well known that the “two-fluid” magnetohydrodynamic (2F-MHD) equations for a magnetized plasma
present many numerical challenges. Even in the simpler ideal MHD model, a symmetric hyperbolic system
which is a subset of the 2F-MHD equations, there are three distinct wave types with a wide separation of prop-
agation speeds and with complex polarizations when applied to magnetized plasma conditions typical of
fusion plasmas. When discretized on a finite difference or finite element mesh, these alone lead to a range
of timescales and accuracy requirements that are a challenge to address with a single simulation [1].
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The full 2F-MHD equations compound this difficulty by introducing new terms which add dissipative phe-
nomena and wave dispersion into the system [2]. Fully explicit solution techniques for 2F-MHD are generally
not practical for magnetic fusion applications except for simulating the fastest timescale phenomena, which is
of limited interest. To address the slower timescales, an implicit method is required, and the multiple-time-
scales and differing polarizations then manifest themselves as one or more poorly conditioned matrix equa-
tions that need to be solved to advance the solution from one timestep to the next. These matrices are
either calculated analytically [3-5] (as in this paper) or are formed numerically as part of a nonlinear Newton
method [6-8].

It has been shown that in two dimensions (2D), a particular 18 degree-of-freedom polynomial triangular
finite element with C' continuity, sometimes called the “reduced quintic” or Qs, offers some unique advan-
tages over other representations [9-11]. This element represents each scalar field in each triangular element as a
quintic polynomial, which would normally require 21 coefficients. Of these, 18 are determined by the data (six
values at each node: the value of the function and its first and second derivatives) and the other three by the
requirement that the normal derivative along each edge be a cubic polynomial in the edge length, from which
the C' property follows. The resulting representation contains a complete quartic polynomial, and thus has
leading error of order /°. It is also fully bivariate, and thus free of the directional bias that a tensor product
representation would introduce.

The Qg element has the fewest number of degrees-of-freedom (DOF) compared to other finite elements
representations with the same asymptotic error, and thus leads to implicit matrix equations of minimum rank
[3]. This follows from the fact that all the DOF are defined at the nodes, and are thus shared by all the sur-
rounding triangular elements. Also, the C' continuity property allows these elements to be applied directly to
equations with spatial derivatives of up to fourth-order by using the Galerkin method and shifting two of the
derivatives to the trial function by integration by parts. This makes feasible the numerical solution of the 2F-
MHD equations in their stream function/potential form, which has many advantages over solving the prim-
itive form of the equations, especially when a strong background magnetic field is present.

The work presented here is a continuation and generalization of Appendix D of Ref. [3]. In that work, a
method was presented for the 2-field reduced MHD equations in 2D slab geometry. This has subsequently
been generalized to the 4-field Fitzpatrick-Porcelli equations [4]. In the present work, we generalize these equa-
tions to the “complete” 8-field two-fluid model, but continue to restrict the geometry to 2D slab geometry.
One feature of this formulation is that the previous 2-field and four-field models will be seen to be non-trivial
subsets of the more complete model presented here. This allows direct comparison with and evaluation of the
assumptions made in developing the reduced models.

2. The equations
Consider the set of 2F-MHD equations [20] for the evolution of the plasma number density, the mass-flow

velocity, the ion pressure, the electron pressure and the magnetic field, and the definitions of the electric field
and the electrical current density (in SI units):

&LV (a7) =0 (2.1a)
ot
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nMi<t+V-VV>+Vp=J><B+Ming—V~Hi (2.1b)
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R .
E+VxB=—(R+JxB—-Vp,—V-II) (2.1f)

ne

) =V x B (2.1g)

Here, the random heat flux vectors for the ions and electrons are denoted g; and g., the equipartition term is
denoted Q, = 3m.(p — 2p,)/(Mz.), and we have introduced the ratio of specific heats, y, which has the clas-
sical value of y = 5/3. The electron— ion momentum transfer term is taken here to have the simplified form pro-
portlonal to the plasma current; R = qneJ although future studies will use the more correct form

R = nne(J + 2 s7-ge ). A gravitational force § = —gp has been included, where g is a constant. The last two
equations 1mp1y that the total fluid pressure, denoted by p = p, + p;, obeys the equation:
L 1%, y. PP = —pV -V —M,: V7P -V - (G +3.)
FEDIE - . .
J n’ = J b
— |—=V N+R|+V|—]: I 2.2
o [ V) + R+ () 22

These equations have the energy integral:

a{lBJrlnMVz P ]

o [2u 2u, (=1
N SO A B SIS I L V.
S V- Y EXBAM -V ——1, - J+-nMV*V +G+G,| +MnV - (2.3)
(y—1) en ne 2

This implies conservation of energy if the gravitational potential is absent and the flux terms on the right van-
ish everywhere on the computational boundary.
The ion viscous stress term is taken to have the form:

1, = (V7 + V7] = 2ue — ) (V- P) T+ (24)
VIl = iV~ Quc ~ V(Y V) + VI

Here p and pc are the incompressible and compressible coefficients of viscosity that satisfy the positivity con-
straints u > 0 and puc > (2/3)u [12]. In the present work, we are not including the gyroviscous contribution (the
rightmost term) in Eq. (2.4) in either the formulation or the examples. The inclusion of this term is discussed in
[13].

We take the electron stress tensor to have the form of a hyper-resistivity, with coefficient A:

—

I, = JnneV.J (2.5)

The heat flux terms are expressed in terms of the isotropic and parallel heat flux coefficients ¢, «, Ky, and x| .
They have the following form:

= —xVT — K”V”T

q
2.6
é} = 7KL)VTE — KﬁVHTg ( )

The incorporation of the parallel heat flux terms is discussed in [3] and for that reason will not be repeated in
the formulation presented here. The temperatures are defined in terms of the pressures and densities as

Pe p
T, = , T=-——, 2.7
kBI’l kBl’l ( )
In the remainder of the paper we adopt the normalized form of the equations. The normalization amounts to
adopting a standard density and magnetic field strength ny, and B,. All lengths, velocities, and pressures are
then scaled to the ion skin depth, the Alfven velocity, and the magnetic pressure in the usual way:
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M, 1/2
-]

Wy noe? i
By
Vo= 2.8
NN (2.8)
B
Py =—
0 Ho

Other scaled quantities can be derived from these using dimensional relations. For example the time is scaled
to ty = lo/V(), etc.

3. The numerical representation

In 2D (x, y plane), without loss of generality, we represent the fluid velocity and magnetic field in terms of
the five scalar variables U (x, y, 1), y(x,y,1), V.(x,y, 1), ¥(x,»,t),I(x,y,t) as follows:

V=VUx:+Vy+V.2

(3.1)
B=Vy xz+1t

This representation, which is the Cartesian limit of that used in the M3D code [14], effectively separates incom-
pressible and compressible motions in order to minimize spectral pollution [1]. Also, the form for the magnetic
field is intrinsically divergence-free and involves only two scalar variables.

Each of the scalar variables is expanded in a set of polynomial triangular finite elements. At each node,
there are 6 degrees-of-freedom (DOF) for each scalar, corresponding to the value of the function and its 2 first
and 3 second derivatives at that node. Basis functions v; (x, y) are chosen that are piecewise quintic with the
property that the function and its first derivative are continuous across element boundaries. Each basis func-
tion has the value of unity for one of the six DOF for that function at one node, with the property that the
basis function and its two first and three second derivatives vanish at all the surrounding nodes as described in
(3]

Within each triangular finite element, the solution is expressed as the sum of the product of the 18 time-
independent spatial basis functions for that element, v; (x, y), (six from each of the three nodes) times the
time-dependent amplitudes. Thus, for example, at time ¢ = ¢", the velocity stream function in a particular tri-
angular element is represented as

18
Ulx,y,t") = Z Uivi(x,») (3.2)
=1

In a similar way, the other seven scalar fields y, V., ¥, I, n, p, p, at time ¢" are represented by the amplitudes:

XLV ‘I’;,I;,N}' P Py To derive the discrete form of the velocity advance equations, we first operate on

the momentum equation (2.1b) with the three annihilation operators
—z-Vx
3 (3.3)
v
These have the effect of removing the compressible motion from the first equation, and the incompressible mo-
tion from the third. To form the weak form of the equations as required by the Galerkin method, each equa-

tion is then multiplied by each basis function v; (x, y) (six for each node) and then integrated over the domain.
Integration by parts converts the three annihilation operators in (3.3) to the vector projections:

z-Vv;x
Vl‘é' (33,)
v
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The integration by parts that was performed here and in the following introduces boundary terms. Each of
these boundary terms will contain v; and/or its normal derivative. We use the property of the basis functions,
described previously, that only one basis function for each scalar variable is non-zero at a given boundary
point, and only one other has a non-zero normal derivative. We apply homogeneous Dirichlet and/or Neu-
mann boundary conditions by replacing the row in the matrix that corresponds to multiplying by these basis
functions by a row with all zeros except a one on the diagonal, and by a zero on the right side of the equals
sign. This effectively removes these basis functions from the representation at the boundary, in effect creating
an essential boundary condition there, and thus the corresponding boundary term vanishes.

Straightforward manipulation, neglecting terms involving spatial derivatives of the viscosities and of the
density multiplying the viscosities, and using Stokes and Gauss’s theorems to convert total derivatives to
boundary terms that vanish, yields the following integral equations for the weak form of the three scalar
momentum equations. For each test function v; (x, y), we have

// —n(v, U —l—n[v,, 7l — nV2Uy;, Ul +inlv;, (U, U)] = nV*U(v;, 7) dxdy— 0 (3.4
n Vl ] + [V,, ( L X )} + V2lﬁ[v,-, l//] — 8gVilly — ﬂvzvisz
/ / {vinV. vV, Ul +vin(V., 7) + uVv; - VV. + vy, 1] }dxdy = 0 (3.5)
vn (VH ) + nvz (Via U) - (VH (U U)) - nvz [VH ]
/ / (1 U) — 30 1. 20) — FPH0n )+ gvm, — 2 TPn T [y =0 (6)
(v, ) — (vi,p)

Here and elsewhere we use the notation that for any two scalar quantities a and b, we define the Poisson brack-
et: [a,b] =z - Va x Vb = a,b, — a,b,, and the inner product of the gradients: (a,b) = Va - Vb = a,b, + a,b,,
where subscripts here denote partial differentiation. Also, time derivatives have been denoted with a dot:
ie. U=0U/ot

Next consider the field equations. Substitution of Eq. (3.1) into Egs. (2.1a), (2.1d), and (2.2) yields

i+ [n, U]+ (n, ) +nVig =0
ﬁe + [pe’ U} + @e?%) 'H’Pevz}f = Spe
p+ [va] + (pv}f) +va2X:SK+SP

The magnetic field evolution equation (2.1¢), together with the Generalized Ohm’s law (2.1f) yield, upon
substitution:

I+ LU+ yg) + IV + [y, V] =S5 (3.11)

Here, we have defined the effective source terms:

Sk = ("/ — V- [V (p/n)]

NIV + |VI)
Lveal]—v 2[n +@-1) B, (3.12)
+n(|V (V2 w)\ + I, + 1, + 215 )
— 2 2va Uv - Uxx 2»»:
N )"+ Uy~ Unt m]]
+(2:UC - M)'v X' + :U(Vza Vz)

1 . V- kN (po/n) + n(|V2Y[* +|VI)
Spe = = [per 1] = 722, 1) + (7 = 1) O A S (3.13)

n n (N (V)" + I, + 1, + 215,) +a(p = 2p,)




S.C. Jardin et al. | Journal of Computational Physics 226 (2007) 2146-2174 2151

Sy = (VA — AVY) +din [, 1] (3.14)
S; = n(V I =N +din” VY Y+ d VYT ) + did [0 T+ din p,) (3.15)

Note that we have neglected (assumed small) terms proportional to the gradients of #, u, nc, and of A, and
have introduced the inverse equi-partition time: o = 3m,/(M,7.). The parameter d; that appears in the source
terms (3.14) and (3.15) is equal to unity for the standard normalization given in Eq. (2.8), but is included so
that we can easily change the ion skin depth without changing other problem parameters or dimensions. When
present, the scale length is /o = ¢/(d;w,;).

4. The implicit time advance equations for the velocity variables

The implicit time advance we use is similar to that described in [5,21]. For illustration, it is applied to a
simple wave equation in Appendix C. It is based on the fact that the ideal MHD wave characteristics are con-
tained in both the velocity advance and the field advance equations. In order to combine these into a single,
higher order equation for efficient implicit solution, we introduce the implicitness parameter 0 < 6 <1 and use
this to evaluate the velocity variables in the field evolution equations (3.7) and (3.9)—(3.11) at an advanced time
for substitution into the momentum equations. Thus, Taylor expanding the velocity variables in these equa-
tions about the present time #* to evaluate at time " + 03¢ yields

i+ [n, U + 08tU] + (n, y + 08t) +nV>*(x 4 05t3) =0 (4.1
p+p, U+ 08tU] + (p, x + 03t7) + ypV>2(x + 08t) = S, + S, (4.2)
U+ [, U+ 05tU) + (§, 2 + 0t) = S, (4.3)
T+ LU+ 08tU) + (I, g 4 08t) + I(V?y + 08tVy) + [y, V. + 08tV.] = S, (4.4)

Consider now the weak form of the first momentum equation (3.4). Similarly Taylor expanding the velocity
and field variables in time, again using the implicitness parameter 0, and substituting in from the field equa-
tions (4.1)—(4.4) for the time derivatives of the field variables that appear, gives the implicit form of the first
velocity equation that we use. Thus for each test function v; (x, y), we have the integral equation:

/ / Ldxdy =0 (4.5a)

Where the integrand is given by
_n(V,-, U) + I’l[V,—, )d - nsz[V,-, U] + %I’l[V,—, (Uv U)} - nsz(Vh X)
o —|—[I’l, V,'} [X? U] + %n[viv (X? X)] =+ vzlp[via lm — 8&vily — :uvzvisz
—HVZU[V,', U] - I’IVZU[V,', U] + l’l[V,', (Ua U)] + n[via (Xa X)]
+ 0ot —I’IVZU<V1‘7 X) - nsz(V,', X) + [}’l, vi] [X7 U] + [I’l, Vi} [Xa U]
—uV\VrU
([lp7 U]v [Viv W]) + ((l//a X)v [Viv lp]) - VZ‘HVn [lpa U]]
+ 0818 =2 [vi, (1)) + gvicln, U + gvie(n, ) + gviunV7y,
—(Sy [vi, Y1) + V2 Lvi, Sy
+ (061)2 ([wa U]v [Via l:H) + ((l//v X)? [Vh lnb]) - vzlp[viv wja UH
=V [vi, (W, 7)) + gvieln, Ul + gvie(n, 7) + gvin V7,
Note that since the purpose of this was to make implicit the convective terms and the wave motion, the density
needed to be expanded only when it multiplied the gravitational term. As explained in Appendix C, the result-
ing velocity equations are in a form that will lead to a method that is second-order accurate in time (for 0 = 1/
2), and can be time advanced to the new time level without further coupling to the field variables. We next note

that the terms in Eq. (4.5) that involve the field source terms S,, are small for fusion applications and can be
omitted in the velocity advance equations (although they are retained in the field equation advance). This

(4.5b)
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formally leads to an error of order 6¢, but with a very small coefficient. We find that omitting these terms im-
proves the nonlinear stability of the method without a noticeable effect on the accuracy.

We observe that the time derivatives of two of the velocity variables,UU and ¥, appear in many places at this
stage. Next, expanding all the scalar variables as in Eq. (3.2) and integrating over the domain, we make use of
the definitions in Appendix A to rewrite Eq. (4.5) as the system of discrete equations:

GLNeU+ KijyNeX; + V5 NUWU + Vo NIXGU 4V NIXG X — G WP+ gX )N
ViaNIlUU; + UU 4+ V] NIXG U+ XU

V3 NIXGX + X0 X)) + uG] L UGNy }

+ 0 CL PP+ C P PX S + gX L NG Uy + X2 NGX L+ (080)°{CL, PP U,

+ C,jk,lPk?’,X +g[X,jkaU + X2 NX} =0 (4.6)

luszk

ij.k
ij.k

ij.k

Summation over repeated indices is implied. We next multiply by the time step, 6¢, and finite difference in time,
centering the time derivatives about time ¢ = (n + 1/2)8¢, so that 8tU; = [U”+1 U’], etc. In order to enable
strictly linear calculations, we express all state variables as the sum of a time 1ndependent equilibrium part and
a time varying perturbed part; i.e. U} — U; 04+ U7, ete. (Note that this is just done to enable the possibility of
linear calculations about an equlhbrlum state and this split does not affect the nonlinear calculations.) We can
then put Eq. (4.6) in the form

SpU™ + SRV 4 S3XT = DL U + DLV 4 DX + R W+ R + RGP + O (4.7)
Here, the block matrix elements are defined as

J— NGy + 08t =By + Ni(V} o + Vi J(Ue + UD) + NV (X + XD)] -
! HO°B2[CL (W1 + ) (Wi + P)) + gX | N ’
S§2V2+1 =0
st X = NiKijy + 03N [(Ur + UO)V11A1+ (V5/A1+ Vz/kl)(Xk +X7)] e
+O?S2[C) L, (P14 W) (i + P)) + gX 7 Ni]

ij.k

Nsz _|_8 (1 —Q)MB,]+(V1/k[+V”k[)Nl[H(Uk_’_Ug)_ (%Uk+Ul?)]
Dll)lUn: s +Vl]klNl[0(Xk+X0)_<7Xk+X2)] U7
+0(0 — 1)82[CL, . (P + P (Pe + ) + gX), Ni
DLV =0

5 V[0V + UY) = (U + U})]
NiKiji + 8N
DXt = T (P ) [0+ D) = (e xD)] ) 4

+0(0 = 1)3[CY (W1 + 7)) (Pi + ¥7) + gX7 N

ij.k

o 3G+ V) Gk + Giky)
Ry, ¥" = 21/ (3 0 ! (1 oy (10
—05¢ [(Ck,j+Clk],)Xk (C,k]1+czklj)Uk}(§qll+ 7))
R, =0
R;;P" =0

O = dtgX] N,

A similar procedure is applied to the second and third momentum equation. We make use of the definitions in
Appendix A to define the additional block matrix elements:
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S U = {08,V (V2 V) = (080 (W + W) (1 + 1) U

n+1

p— NiKL, + aar[fu(A,,j — hBiy) + NV, (Ui + U + V2, Ni(Xo +X2)]
227 z -
—0%32C)

Dt (P PP+ )
S5 X" = {08N, V1 (Vi + V) — (051) cjjk,(wk+ YOI+ 1)yX!
D5\ U" = {ath/k[N’ (Vo + V%) = Vo + V)] =00 — 1)s2 C?J.k,[(lpk + PO +1(1))}U;l

( = 0)u(Aiy = hBiy) + NV [0(Us + UR) = (Ui + U})]
+N,V”k,[9(Xk +X7) = X +X7)] )
1)32C] (Wi + PO (P, + 7))

DLX" = {StVU“N, (V2 + V) = GV + V8] = 000 = D3ECT, (Ve + W)U+ 1) Y,
(CszIUO‘*‘Cszz DGL+T) }lp_
(Chju+Ch )G+ )V !
Ry 1" = {=81K, 3 Wi+ ) + 062 (C, UD + €Ly XD (bW + W) 1,

Uka + ot o

zj

Dy, V! =

Ry = { StK i (31 + 1)) + 05

RLP" =0
0, = 088°C;,, W)WV
—KijiNi + OIN V33 (Xi +X3) + (Vi + Vi) Ui + UY))
S§1U"“ = +(95t)2 CUAI(WI(—"_TO)(T1+W0)+CkaI(Ik +[1?)(]l+1(1)) U;Hl
—G (P +P}) —gY} N,

SV = (060 Cl (Pe + W)Uy + 1)V
G} Nk + 081 —2uc By +NIV}}k/(Uk +U)) +NI(V,13A/ + Vt/kl)(Xk +X7)]
Ciiia(Pr+ W) (W1 + W7) + Cl (e + T +17) X
—(GY e + 9GP+ PY) — gY7 N+ ClT ,1‘“’125’}
—K; kN + OtN, ”kl[gl(st ) ( o +X22 1 0
DU = § (VuszroVuk/)[Q(f)/k*U)*(EUkOJFUk)}O U
+0(0 _ I)Btz CUA/(Wk + ¥ )('PI + ¥ ) + C:Jkl([k +Ik)([l +1/)
iJ.k(Pk +Pk) Ny
DLV = 00— 1)SECH, (Wi + YU+ 1DV
(1 - G)Z.UCBij +NIV11J1k1[0(Uk + U?) - (% Ui+ Ug)
"‘Nl(Vlljkz + ijkl)[ (Xk +X0) - (%Xk +X2)}
(P + PP+ ) + C,,k,(lk +HIO+17)
~(GYy + 9GP+ P)) —
+(03e) L 1T
St[G?.k‘j z/k]( P + WO)
([Clka + C;kz,]UO + [C,ku + C:k/,]Xg)(% ¥+ lp‘l))
+CH G+ 1))

ijk

Sv Xn+l —
33 —|—(65t)2|:

Uk

GZ

ij.k

Nk+51

voyn n
D33X - zjk X

+0(0 — 1)5¢

zdk

¥;

RL‘ q]’l —
3 — 0582

(Gl

+ Gl\/k} (Elk +IO)
([Cizgu + Cida UL+ [Ciiyu + Cir JXD (1 + 1))
+CH VG W+ 7))
RGP = {—=81d;; + 05F[G], U} + GY, X{I}P;
= —052°C}5, VIV — 8i1gY) N,

RyI" = 1

—05¢
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Here we have introduced a variable for the reciprocal of the density: 1/n = Z}ilvjE e

With these definitions, the three momentum equations are combined into the single block matrix equation:

v v v n+1 v v v n v v v n v
St S Si U Dy, Dy, Dis U Ry, Ry, Ry v 0,
S;I ng S;.z e = D;l Dgz D;; |V + R;l Rgz R;.z 1 + 03 <4'15)
Sgl S§2 S§3 X Dgl Dgz D§3 X Rgl Rgz R§3 P 02

It is one of the major features of this method that only the old time values of the field variables appear in Eq.
(4.15), so that the implicit coupling is only between the velocity variables. Thus, the analytic manipulation has
led to a compact implicit equation which contains within it all of the MHD wave characteristics. By factoring
the matrix on the left and solving this system, we are able to take time steps that are not limited by the Courant
condition based on the MHD waves in the system or by any diffusive phenomena. We note here that Eq. (4.15)
has two important sub-systems that can be solved in a fraction of the run time of the full system. Keeping only
the terms in the upper left corners in the three matrices gives the two-field reduced MHD system considered in
[3]. Keeping only the upper left 2 x 2 sub-blocks gives the four-field system discussed in [4]. These reduced sys-
tems are valuable for both debugging the full system, and for better understanding the incremental physical
effects that the full system introduces.

5. The implicit field equations

Once the velocity variables are updated to the new time, the density equation can be updated independent
of the other field equations. Again, using the implicitness parameter 0 to evaluate quantities at the advanced
time, we define the matrix elements:

SUNTT =Dy + 051K, ;4 (Ui + UY) + G, (X + X)) IN7

o | Pia T 3Kul0(Us + U3) = QUL+ U)]
T G [0+ XY) — (X + X))

1

n
J

R, U = —08tK 4 (N + N} U
Ri, =0

RUXT = —08:G7 (N + N))X T

QU = ~8K,i [(AV] + NY) — OV + ND)] U
O, =0

QY%X’; = _StGi/,k[(%Nk +N2) - Q(Nk +N2)]X;l

These allow us to write the implicit density advance as a block matrix equation:

U n+1 U n
STl N :Drlll “N"+ [R']ll R'lzz R?a] |V + [Q’171 erlz Q'1‘3} |V (5'1)
X X

In a similar way, for the pressure advance we define the block matrix elements:
SflP}'“ - —08t(y — 1)x(Gijx + Gixj)Ex P}?H
+081(G},, — (7 — DKG, ](Xi + X7)

ikj ik
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Dy Py = (1= 0)5t(y — )(Gijk + Ginj)Ex 7
3G — (7 = DK (00X +X9) — (37 +X7)]

RYUG™ = —08¢K, . (Py + PY)US

R[;z =0

REXTH = —081(G], — (7 — VKT, J(Pe + POX

0)\U) = =K 1j[(5P; + P}) — 0(Px + P))IU;

Q’fz =0

X} = =81[Gry, — (v = DKL, [G P+ Py) — 0P + P)| X
O = 81[DyS, + (v = Dr(Gry , + Gy — hyGiy )ELP)]

Using these, the pressure equation can be written as

U n+1 U n
Sfl'PnH :Dfl'Pn‘*‘[RIfl R1172 Rll’s]' V. +[Q11]1 QIIJZ QI;3] V. +0’f (5'2)
X X

Next, consider the remaining field equations for the two components of the magnetic field and for the electron
pressure. These are solved simultaneously in order to capture the coupling that leads to the Whistler and ki-
netic Alfven modifications to the MHD waves. Thus, in a similar manner, we form a set of implicit equations
for the field and electron pressure variables by Taylor expanding all variables in time and keeping the terms
linear in 6z. Applying the Galerkin method and making use of the definitions in Appendix A yields the follow-
ing block matrix form for these remaining time advance equations:

h n+1 n n+l1
Sll’l S}1)2 S113 '70 D?l Dl])Z D?:ﬁ l// Rll71 R?Z R?3 U

Sgl S1272 ng» S = Dgl Dgz D1273 | + Rgl Rgz Rg3 S RE
Sl371 ng S§3 P, Dgl Dgz D;’3 P, RI3’1 R]372 R1373 X
Q?l QII)Z Q?s vl O
+ 105 O Oh|-|V.| +]|0 (5.3)
le Ql3)2 Q§3 X 0;

The matrix elements are defined as follows:

Kij5(Up + UY) — n(Aij — 2By ;) g1
_szzk,i(Xk +X2) - diUgj,kJEl(lk + 12) !
SLIT = —08ud; U}, (Ei(Wi + WOITH!
Slf3 =0
o Dy + 8K ;i [0(Ux + UY) — SUr + UY)] + (0 — 1)dtn(4;; — 2B, ;)
Duti =1 _sie2 (00X +X}) — (CXp +X7)] = 8td, U Ei[01 + 1)) — I +17) ]
ki k k 2k k i~k k k 21k k
Diut; = ~{81d,U3 B [0(Vs + ¥)) = (Wi + ¥)] b,
D}1)3 =0
R U = —08iK 4,(Wi + P U
lez =0

SHPrt = {D,-k,- + 05t

n
J
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Ry X1 = 96tG§j,(sUk + )X

Oy = 81[n(d;; — 2B, ;) V) + d;U}, , BV

O\ U = 8tK 1y, [0(Pi + ) — G ¥ + ¥))] US

Qlfz =0

O X! = =81G; [0V + ) — (¥ + ¥)) ] X7

S5 = 03t Kiga (Vi + V5) = di(Ul e+ U2 JE(We + W) 7
(i — 7Byy) + Ko (Ui + UY) )

Glzkj(Xk+X0) d(Uzsjkl+U?,jﬁk,l)(lk—'_[g)E/

n+1

b n+l o
S22[j J

D,,+66t<

S5P = —08tdK 4 JE(PL

Dy = St Ko [0V 4 V) = GV + V)] = dilUL, + Uy JEO( + W) = (L + )] 7

i Dy — (0 — 1)dtn(Aijn, — ABij) + 8tK i [0(Ux + UY) — G Ur + UY)] :
29 +81G, [0(X; + X)) — (AXi + XD)] = 8tdi (U3, + US DE [0 + 1) — (L + 1) [
DsPl = (1 — 0)3tdiK i ;P

RS, U’?“ = —08tK i ;(I + 1)U
RO, VI = —081K i (Wi + PV
RoX1H = 086G, (I + 1) X
Q4 U = 8K, [01 + 1)) — (31 + 1Y) | U
O, V1 = 8Ky, [0(Wi + V) — GV + ¥V,
Q23Xn - SIGIZJk[e(Ik +12) - (%[k +12)]X7
n(di; — 2B )1} — Ky WOVy
' +di(U},, BV + UL BT+ KD PY)
S5, =0
SLI = —081d,(VS, )+ 7US ) (P + PO)ETT!
D [1+258t0(y — 1)a] + 08tK, ;,(Uy + UY)

ShP = 8 =08td, (V] ) + 90U VENL + 1) + 081G — (n = DK )X + X3) 5 P!
—(’)}—1)06“(?[ tkj+Gth h GlliJ]Nk
D} =0

Dgzlj = —Std( ks T VUzjkz)El [Q(Pek +P(e)k) - (%Pek +P2k)]]_;l
Dyj[1+281(0 — 1)(y — 1)o] + 8K, 4 [0(Us + Up) — (3Us + U})]
—0ud; (Vf,kz + VUz/kl) [0 + 1) — Gl + 1) | Ei

+3t[Gr, . — (y — DK?

ik,

n

T 100Xk +X7) = (i +X7)] !
+(y = )(1 = 0)5t1{ G}, + G — b G YNy

Ry US = —08(K 4 j(Pu + PO ) U

R, =0

REXTH = —08[G} ), — (7 — DK, ] (P + P ) X7

o U} = 8tKi, [0(Po + Pgy) — (5P +Pyy)] U;

b pn
D33P =
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Ql372 =0
O X" = +8t|G;, — (7 — DK}

ik

J10(Pu + Po) = (1Pu + P X
03 = 31(y = DK[G}, + Gy — hpG!3 ]EkP? + 5t(V~7j,k71 + VUI‘S,j,k,l)Ellgpgj

ik.j i.j,k ik.j i,
nl(Kj . — 4Gy (2GS L+ I+ 1D)]

ik kojsi

)i+ I+ %) + (-GE,

6. Smoothing of velocity fields, a semi-implicit operator, and well posedness

Here we describe three modifications to the previously described algorithm that serve to increase the robust-
ness and nonlinear stability of the overall scheme.

The first is that we find it useful to incorporate a small “hyper-viscosity” term in the two momentum
equations (3.4) and (3.6) in order to damp sub-element scale oscillations that might otherwise develop [22].
Since these terms would involve sixth-order derivatives of the U and y fields, they cannot be straightfor-
wardly incorporated into the time advance using elements with only C' continuity unless we introduce
additional variables. We therefore introduce a time splitting where the scalar functions U and y are first
advanced without these terms, and then a “smoothing” step is applied where these operators are applied.
Consider the split time advance for the vorticity. Let the time advance values at time level (n+ 1) but
without these higher derivative operators applied be denoted by (*). The advance from level (*) to the
new level (n+ 1) is given by

w' = ViU*
VU = w = Sty [OVAwWT 4 (1 — 0) V'] (6.1)
Wn+1 — VZUVH—I

Multiply through by each trial function v;, and this is equivalent to the two equations:
and

0

6.2b

Dz}/‘ _Aix/' w n+1 B
Stog0Bi; Ay LU,

Since these matrices on the left do not change during the simulation (if the timestep and element geometry are
constant), they can be factored at the initial time and the equations are then solved each timestep by an effi-
cient back-substitution. In the examples in this paper, a hyper-viscosity was used with the value v, = #’p,
where / is a typical triangle dimension and u is the viscosity. Rerunning several cases with half this value
had essentially no noticeable effect on the computed results.

A second modification is that it is sometimes useful to add a semi-implicit term to help stabilize the X equa-
tion. This is particularly true if the total magnetic field vanishes somewhere or is small at a point. To this end,
we introduce an artificial “semi-implicit” magnetic field /" and modify the matrix elements as follows:

S5 — S5+ (080)°CL (1) (1) 63)
Dy — D5 + (%t)zcg,;,k,z(IJES])(](;SI)

This modification was not used in the examples presented in this paper.
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A third technique has to do with the solubility condition on Eq. (3.6). Before being multiplied by the trial
function and integrated by parts, this equation for the time derivative of the divergence of the velocity had the
form:

V -nVj =r 1in the interior
oy (6.4)

—~= =0 on the boundary
on

It is well known that equations of this type have a solubility constraint that may not be exactly satisfied
numerically, and are indeterminate in that if y is a solution, then y + ¢ is also a solution for any constant
c. To address both of these, we shift the spectrum by replacing the first of the equations in (6.4) with

(V-nV—e)j=r (6.5)

where ¢ is some small number typically 10~ [15]. This is equivalent to adding a small positive definite term
proportional to ¢y” to the variational statement of Eq. (6.4) which will automatically seek the solution that
minimizes &> as well as satisfies the differential equation.

7. Summary of the time advance

Here we summarize and discuss the time advance equations given in Section 6. Let us introduce the vectors
Vo, N P" and W" that represent all the unknown degrees-of-freedom (DOF) that we are solving for. The
velocity vector V" contains the six DOF for each of the three scalar velocity variables (U, y, V-) at each grid
point, the density vector N" and the pressure vector P" each contain 6 DOF at each grid point, and the field
vector W" contains six DOF for each of the three scalar field variables (i, I, P,) at each grid point. By defining
the appropriate vector and matrix quantities, we can rewrite Eqgs. (4.15), (5.1), (5.2) and (5.3) in the compact
form:

S’y —p’.v" LRV . 9" + OV (7
S¥.N" = D' .N" 4 [RN]T Sy [QN]T V'O (7.
S”.p — DF.P" + [RP]T RV [QP]T V"L OF (7
SE.pnl —pFLym L REL V™ L QF LV 4 OB (7

The matrices all contain the unknowns only at the old time level. Thru analytic manipulation, the split semi-
implicit method has broken up the full implicit equations to these four separate smaller systems of
equations.

The main computational work is in solving these matrix equations. If we have a grid system with M node
points, then the matrices S” and S® are both sparse matrices of rank 18M, and the matrices SV and S” are
sparse matrices of rank 6M. We use the parallel direct sparse solver, SuperLU_dist [19], and so the most com-
putationally intensive part of the time advance is to factor these matrices. We note that the four matrices could
be factored concurrently as there are no dependences (although this was not done in our examples). A typical
run in Section 10 of 400 time-steps for the full eight-field system on a 121 x 121 grid point mesh required 13.2 h
using two nodes (each with eight processors) on the NERSC IBM p575 Power 5 system (Bassi). We note that
the timing is independent of the size of the time step since there are no iterations involved.

A model system that was amenable to stability analysis, but which has the essential features of (7.1) and
(7.4), was shown to lead to an unconditionally stable numerical method for implicitness parameter 0 > 1/2
in [4]. We postulate that the full system presented here is also unconditionally stable for 6 > 1/2, and have
observed this over a wide region in parameter space where we have used time steps ¢ many times the Courant
condition based on any of the waves, and, of course, many times the explicit time step restriction associated
with the diffusive terms. We choose the time step based on accuracy considerations alone.

What constitutes consistent and stable boundary conditions for a computational study of a two-fluid
MHD plasma is still a subject of research. To circumvent this difficulty, we introduce a transition region where
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the ion skin depth parameter d; gets multiplied by a factor f that is unity in the interior and vanishes at the
wall. Thus, if the computational domain extends from 0 <x < L, and 0 <y < L,, we multiply d; by the mask-
ing factor:

1
f= 5{1 + tanh[—a(r — r9)]}
In the examples presented in this paper o = 12,7, = 1.75, and the normalized coordinate r is defined as

follows:

P = [l = L2 + (r— L2 -8

L.L,

(non-periodic problem)

r=ly— Ly/2|[ji (for problem periodic in X)
V

The boundary conditions in the applications presented in the next three sections are thus appropriate for a
d; = 0 (resistive MHD) plasma. They are of two types: periodic or conducting-wall. Let 7 be a unit vector nor-
mal to the wall and 7 = 7 x Z be a unit vector in the tangential direction. Dirichlet boundary conditions for all
the perturbed field quantities are applied at the wall. For example, for the poloidal flux: =y, =, = 0. The
same is true for /,n,p,, p, and for the z-component of the velocity, Vz. For the other velocity variables, we
have for the stream function: U = U, = U, = U,,, = 0, and for the potential: y, = x,, = %m + Xu = 0.

8. Plane wave propagation

As a first test we examine the ability to calculate small amplitude wave propagation parallel to the poloidal
field. Taking the density to be uniform and the electron pressure to vanish, we linearize about an equilibrium
with I = Iy, = 8y, p = p,, where I, = 1,6 = 0.1, and py = 0.01. This is meant to model the conditions in a
low-beta tokamak plasma with propagation dominantly in the poloidal plane. In this case I corresponds to
the toroidal field and y to the poloidal flux. Assuming sinusoidal variation in x and #: sin(kx — wt), we find

the following dispersion relation for the square of the frequency, Q = w?*:

Q@+ AP +BR+C=0
A= —k28 + ppy + I3 + K257

(8.1)
B = K*[6" + yp, (287 + i26%) + 8°I2]
C= —k6VP054
Here y = 5/3 is the adiabatic index. For a particular value of k = 1,2, ..., we define a doubly periodic domain

with 0 < x < 2n/k and 0 < y < 2rn/k and initialize the perturbation to be one of the three roots of Eq. (8.1)
corresponding to the (i) Slow, (ii) Alfven, or (iii) Fast branch, modified by the two-fluid terms. We set
¥ = 107*, and the other perturbed quantities are initialized as follows:

U = —(k/w)dy
K5 I o
1= [(17>m] (K /)
V= —(k/w)dl (8.2)
601()

=0 7
(@ = ypok?)
p =100k /)1

We follow the evolution of the wave for the time 7 = 2nk/w that it should theoretically take to traverse a sin-
gle period, and compute the L, norm of the difference between the final and initial conditions, normalized to
the initial amplitude. In the computational studies, we included small dissipative terms with amplitude
k= u=n=4x 107" for the fast wave initialization and k = u = = 4 x 10~* for the Alfven and Slow wave
initializations. We note that this will affect the minimum value of the error that can be obtained as these are
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not taken into account in the analytic dispersion relation. The layout of the triangular elements for the 4 x 4
case, and the initial 1D sinusoidal perturbation of the i function are shown in Fig. 1.

We plot the relative error in the plane wave convergence test for a particular wave number k = 1 in Fig. 2 as
a function of the time step used in the calculation. The solid (black) curve was initialized to an eigenmode of
the Fast Wave with w/k = 1.018057, the dashed (red) curve was initialized to the Alfven Wave with
w/k =0.100329, and the dotted (blue) curve was initialized to the Slow Wave with w/k = 0.0126393. For
the Fast Wave we compute the L, error using the variable 7, for the Alfven Wave we use , and for the slow
wave we use p. For the Fast wave we use an implicitness parameter of 0 = 0.51, and for the Alfven and Slow
wave we used 0 = 0.55.

Fig. 1. Left shows arrangements of triangles for 4 x 4 doubly periodic wave propagation test. Right is corresponding initial contours of
poloidal flux .

Plane Wave Convergence Test

1 .
n
0.1
.
S
i,
g
£ 001
[0]
o
0.001 -
0.0001 : : :
0.01 0.1 1

At

Fig. 2. Relative error after propagation for one wavelength when periodic plasma is initialized in an eigenmode of one of the three waves
for wave number k = 1. The solid (black) curve was initialized to an eigenmode of the Fast Wave with w/k = 1.018057, the dashed (red)
curve was initialized to the Alfven Wave with w/k =0.100329, and the dotted (blue) curve was initialized to the Slow Wave with
w/k = 0.0126393. Circles, triangles, and squares correspond to using 32, 8, and 4 triangles per linear wavelength.
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This is a very stringent test as it measures to what degree the initial state is a “pure” eigenmode in both
space and time. The total L, error is the result of many factors: the propagation velocity is slightly off, the
wave damps, or other eigenmodes get excited. We can see that the Fast Wave is converging most rapidly
as both the time step and mesh spacing decreases. The sub-dominant waves also are converging, but more
slowly.

9. The tilting cylinder

This problem, in the resistive (single fluid) MHD limit, was proposed in [16], and solutions for reduced
MHD are given in [3] (two-field model) and [4] (four-field model). Following [16], we define an initial bipolar
vortex equilibrium state:

lpo( ) = { [2/kJ(k)]J (kr)cosO, r <1

(r—1/r)cos0, r>1 J1k) = 0. 9.1)

We have defined a polar coordinate system such that y = rcos 0, x = rsin . For given values of the parameters
By and fp, the initial longitudinal field and electron pressure inside the radius » < 1 are defined as

(e, ) = B2 + (1 — Bo) [ (x, )]
polx,y) = %kzﬁp[w‘)(x,y)]z +0.01

For » > 1, these are both constant so as to be continuous at r = 1. The initial ion pressure and density are set
to zero dnd unity, respectively. In these calculations we took the background field By = 1. It is reddlly verified
that this specification corresponds to a configuration satisfying the equilibrium equation: Vp = J x B.

To illustrate the flexibility of this approach, we have perturbed the above equilibrium and computed the
time evolution for several sets of equilibrium parameters corresponding to varying the quantity fp from zero
to one, and varying the ion skin depth, to which the lengths are scaled. As an aid to doing this, we utilize the
ion skin depth parameter d;, discussed at the end of Section 3. This appears such that when d; = 1 the ion skin
depth is unity in these units, when d; = 0.1, it is 1/10th unit, and when d; = 0, the ion skin depth shrinks to
zero and the equations reduce to resistive MHD. We compute the linear growth rate by renormalizing the
solution back to a fixed amplitude each timestep N and computing the growth rate from the rate of change
of the kinetic energy K": y = [K"*! — KV]/[At x (KM*! + KV)]. The values quoted are when this no longer
changes with cycle number N. The normalizations used are those in Eq. (2.8).

The results of this study are shown in Figs. 3 and 4. The different curves in Fig. 3a correspond to different
sets of equations, and fp values of either zero or one. The curve n =1 corresponds to just one velocity var-
iable, U, and one field variable, i . The curve n = 2 adds the velocity variable V. and the field variable 7, and
the curve n = 3 adds the velocity variable y and the field variable p, to give the full system of equations dis-
cussed in this paper. The curves corresponding to n =1 and n = 2 were discussed in [3,4]. These were com-
puted in our formulation by keeping just the upper left element and the upper 2 x 2 sub-matrix in our Egs.
(4.15) and (5.3). Fig. 3b presents a convergence study for one point, that with f, =1,n =3, and d;=0.
The growth rate is seen to converge very rapidly with the number of mesh points N and quadratic with the
time step Az.

We see from Fig. 3 that except for the n = 1 reduced model, the linear growth rate increases significantly as
the ion skin depth becomes comparable to the equilibrium scale length. The n = 2 reduced model gives the
correct qualitative behavior, but can be substantially off in the actual growth rate.

To illustrate the complexity of the linear eigenfunction and how it changes with the ion skin depth, we show
five of the field variables and five of the velocity variables in Figs. 4a and 4b for several configurations corre-
sponding to i, = | and scanning several values of d;. Note that only seven independent scalar variables are
being integrated in time in this example (since the ion pressure is zero). While we have plotted the toroidal
current density, the vorticity, and the velocity divergence, these are not independently time-advanced vari-
ables, but are obtained by taking the Laplacian of the poloidal flux i, the velocity stream function U, and
the velocity potential y, respectively.

(9.2)
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square of the ion skin depth: d?

Fig. 3a. Growth rate vs ion skin depth for two equilibrium (f, = 0 and f, = 1) and for three sets of equations.

Convergence Study for fp=1, n=3, d;=0
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Fig. 3b. Convergence study for point in Fig. 3a with i, = 1, n =3, and d; = 0. Shown are curves for 25 x 25, 50 x 50, and 100 x 100 mesh
points in a rectangular domain.
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d=0 d=0.2 d=1

Poloidal
Flux:

Toroidal
Current:
J=A%y
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Field: |

Electron
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Pe
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Fig. 4a. Linear eigenfunctions of the field variables for beta = 1 configurations for several values of d.

These growth rates were obtained using a uniformly laid-out triangular mesh such as shown in Fig. 1a. The
baseline calculations were done with a mesh of 51 x 51 nodes and a timestep of Az = 0.05. We find that the
growth rates typically change only in the 4th decimal place when repeating the calculation on a mesh with
101 x 101 nodes, and in the 3rd decimal place when increasing the timestep to At = 0.10.

10. A reconnection problem

What has become a “standard problem” in two-fluid magnetic reconnection was proposed in [17]. We
define an initial equilibrium as follows;

WO(x,y) = % In(cosh 2y)
I’(x,y)=0

P'(x,y) = % [sech®(2y) +0.2] (10.1)
n’(x,y) = [sech®(2y) + 0.2]

Po(x,y) = 0.2P°(x,y)

All other quantities are initialized to zero. A perturbation is applied at time ¢ =0 as follows:
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d=0 d=0.2 d=1
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Fig. 4b. Linear eigenfunctions of the velocity variables for beta = 1 configurations for several values of d;.

V(x,y) = ecoskxcosk,y. (10.2)

The initial equilibrium and perturbed current densities are just the Laplacian of the
fluxes,J* = V2", J = V2. The computation is carried out in a rectangular domain: —L, /2<x<L,/2and
—L,/2 <y < L,/2. The system is taken to be periodic in the x-direction with ideal conducting boundaries
at y = +L,/2. The parameters are chosen such that k, =2n/L,,k, = n/L,, with L, =25.6,L, = 12.8, and
e=0.1.

These calculations used values of resistivity # = 0.005, viscosities y = u- = 0.05, and thermal conductivity
x = 0.02. An implicitness parameter of § = 0.51 was used. For all calculations presented, the time step used
was as follows: From t=0 to t=20, At=0.2; from t=20 to t=24, At =0.1; from t=24 to t= 34,
At = 0.05; from ¢ = 34 to t = 40, At = 0.1. These timesteps were chosen for accuracy considerations and were
the same for all spatial resolutions. (We have verified that the calculation remains stable for arbitrarily large
timestep, but the accuracy will deteriorate if the timestep is not lowered during periods of rapid change. A
future timestep control algorithm will adjust the timestep automatically to retain adequate accuracy.) There
were a total of 400 timesteps for each calculation.

We performed a series of calculations with N x N equally spaced nodes with N = 61,91,121, and 151. The
triangular elements were then constructed by inserting diagonals similar to what is shown in Fig. 1. The inter-
node spacing in the x-direction is denoted by Ax. This enters into the coefficients for the hyper-resistivity, Eq.
(2.5), which we define as follows: 4 = Cyh*, where & is a typical triangle dimension and with the coefficient
Cy = 1.0 used in these calculations. Since the physical value of the hyper-resistivity is smaller than any of
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Fig. 5. Contours of the toroidal current density at selected times. Note that a transition occurs between the time of # = 16 and ¢ = 32.

those used in this series, the meaningful result is to perform a convergence study and take the limit of # — 0.
The reason for choosing this dependency of 4 on / is discussed below.

We show typical results for contours of the toroidal current density, J = V*y, for the 121 x 121 nonlinear
calculation at selected times in Fig. 5. We note that a transition occurs around the time ¢ = 24, at which time
the current density abruptly peaks on axis. To illustrate this more clearly, we show in Fig. 6 a plot of the cur-
rent density along the y = 0 midplane as a function of the horizontal (x) distance and time. It can be seen from
this graph how rapidly the transition occurs at time ¢ ~ 24.

To understand this transition better, we plot in Fig. 7 the z-component of the electric field along the mid-
plane, y = 0, at two times: ¢ = 20 (before the transition) and ¢ = 30 (after the transition). The total electric field
is the smooth dark black line in Fig. 7. It is seen from Eq. (2.1f) that this is made up of several different con-
tributions. For convenience, we rewrite the z-component of Eq. (2.1f) here:

X-Distance along Midplane

5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40
Time

Fig. 6. Midplane Current density vs time. Vertical axis is current density along midplane y = 0, and horizontal axis is time. Note the
abrupt transition at ¢ ~ 24.
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Electric Field
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X-Midplane Distance

0.6
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0.4 1 (closeup)

0.2

0.0 ——— e —

Electric Field

-0.2 4

-1.0 -0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0
X-Midplane Distance

Fig. 7. Different components of the Electric Field. Solid black line is the total electric field. Green line is part due to J x B term, blue to the

V x B term, dark red to the resistive term, and the bright red to the hyper-resistive term. Top figure is before transition, middle is after
transition, and bottom is close-up of middle figure.

2-13":%2-.7“?—2-r7x§+n2-j—cﬂnh2v22j (10.3)
The terms in Eq. (10.3) are written in the order in which they occur when traversing down a vertical line in
Fig. 7a (top) at the location x = 10. The top, bold curve is the total electric field. The next curves are the field
due to the J x B term, the V' x B term, the resistive term, and the hyper-resistive term. We can see from Fig. 7b
(middle) that at time ¢ = 30, after the transition, the J x B is the only significant contribution to the electric
field in the vicinity of the x-point (central location), but that it must vanish exactly at the x-point since the
magnetic field vanishes there (B = 0). In Fig. 7c (bottom), which is a blowup of Fig. 7b, we see that in the
very near vicinity of the x-point, the term due to the hyper-resistivity becomes important. The scaling factor
of h* was, in fact, chosen so that there would always be several triangular elements within this transition re-
gion. It has been shown previously that this leads to a globally convergent result in the limit as 1/N ~ 4 — 0
where the maximum reconnection rate and reconnected flux converge to a unique value [18].
Finally, we show in Fig. 8 some results comparing the series of calculation with everything else the same but
different spatial resolutions (different number of elements). These graphs show both what stringent resolution
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8
— 60x60 .
— — — - 90x90 4/! -\
————— 120x120 | 1/}
N . 150x150 | B /7

Kinetic Energy
B

Reconnected Flux

Reconnection Rate

0 10 20 30 40
Time
Fig. 8. Top figure is global kinetic energy vs time for four calculations with differing resolution, middle figure is the flux change at the

midpoint vs time, and bottom graph is the time derivative of the middle curves. Reconnected Flux (middle curves) at time ¢ = 40 is seen to
be converging to a unique value.

requirements this problem has, and that the global quantities are converging, although slowly. We postulate
that the slow convergence is due to the singular nature of the current sheet after the transition.

The time advance equations are not written in conservation form, although they should conserve energy as
discussed following Eq. (2.3). We find that the numerical results conserve global energy to better than 1 part in
10 throughout the 120x 120 calculation, and that this relative error decreases for the better resolved
calculations.

11. Summary and future directions

We have described a method for solving a high-order set of partial differential equations providing a two-
fluid description of a high temperature magnetized plasma in a relatively simple geometry and in 2D. The flux
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function/potential representation of the vector velocity and magnetic fields leads to a representation in which
the divergence of the magnetic field is intrinsically zero, and which allows accurate computation of nearly
incompressible flow fields.

As discussed in [3], the technique should compare favorably with other finite element based methods in 2D.
The fact that all the DOF are located at the nodes and are shared by all the surrounding triangles leads to a
very compact representation. The C' continuity property allows computation with spatial operators contain-
ing up to fourth-order derivatives without introducing new auxiliary variables. A split semi-implicit method is
used that breaks the full time advance into four sequential time advances, each involving smaller matrices.
These features make feasible direct solution of the resulting sparse matrix equations, avoiding the slow con-
vergence problems that would result if an iterative method were applied to these multiscale equations.

Illustrative examples are given of plane wave propagation, the computation of linear eigenmodes of a tilting
cylinder, and a challenging problem in magnetic reconnection. Earlier studies have also demonstrated the
applicability of this technique to the gravitational instability [13].

Work is presently underway to extend this work in several directions. It is being extended to cylindrical
geometry in order to be applicable to an axisymmetric torus. An adaptive algorithm is being implemented
to allow concentration of nodes in regions of high gradients. Three-dimensional extensions are being consid-
ered where the third dimension is represented by finite differences or by a spectral expansion. Indications are
that the techniques demonstrated here form a powerful base that can be extended into more complex
geometries.

Acknowledgements

We gratefully acknowledge many useful discussions with Drs. M. Adams, A. Bauer, A. Glasser, D. Keyes,
V. Lukin, M. Miah, G. Richter, C. Sovinec and the entire M3D and CEMM teams. We thank X. Li for her
assistance with SuperLU-Dist, and Y. Gan for his help in producing Section 8. This work was supported by
US DoE contract DE-AC02-76CH03073 and by the DoE SciDAC Center for Extended Magnetohydrody-
namic Modeling. Calculations were performed at the Princeton Plasma Physics Laboratory and at the Na-
tional Energy Research Supercomputer Center (NERSC).
Appendix A. Definitions of the operators

1. Operators with 2 indices:

A,-,,U,z//u,-szdédn
B,-,_,-sz//v,-V“Udédn
D,-‘jUjE//viUdédr/
X?J.sz//v,-nxdfdn
Y?jN,-E//vl—nydcfdn

II. Operators with three indices:
K Uy = //Ui[lpa Uld¢dn = =K, ¥, U
K} WU = //WUdgdn =K}, ,¥:U;

Kl.z’jjkaVj = //(U,-n, V,)dédn
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GV Uy = //v [V, Uldédn = — //W [vi, Uldédn

G NU; = // n(v;, U)dédy

G}, UN; E//u,-{—nV“U—(n,VZU)}didn:—//VzUV~(an,v)dédn
Guryri= [ [ e

G il = //0,2V212d€dn // (I,v))dédn

ngm__/’ (v, (py 7))dE
G X Py = / / PV Vv dédn
tijPk / V;,[p U déd'/l

Gl = // (I + 1, + 213 )dédn

GzlikEkPj5//Uiv4(PE)d5d17://Vzvivz(pE)dédn
G UjUk = //v Uy — Un)* +4U2 }dédn

GX Xy = //v (472, — 1ty + 2/V2P)dedn

G5 UiXi = //v4{UW Tax = To) + 2y (Upy — U }dEdy
@E%Xkl//wW%MMM

sa = [ [(-00050 = V5, p)dedn

H; Sul; = //{*I(ViaSl) —8;(Z,v;)}d&dny

,Jk //vandfdn

XWM&E//@WJHmeMM

le //vandfdn
Yzlj,kaXjE//”i[(”,%)+nv2}(]},dfdﬂ

Operators with four indices:

V}/kZN;UkU —Vlkj,N,Uk //{ —nV?U[v;, U] +inlv;, (U, U)]}dndé
l/klNleU - Vtk/lNle //V{ nV U V,,/) [n V][/, ]}dl’]dé

Vij.kﬁ/NleXj = Vz‘é,kAj,lNleX/ = _%/ / Vi[”a (% X)}d”ldé

2169
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VI NUYV =V NUY . = / / vinlV., Uldédn

VN XiVe = Vi NXG Yoy = / / vin(V, y)d&dny

VMU = VE, N0, = [ [ 09Ul = o [, U Jande
VEGNX X, = Vi NX X, = —%//n(v,,(;{,;{))dndé

ViuNUU =V N UU, //{WZ vi, U) = 1n(v;, (U, U))}dndé

Clixs VU = V[, Ulvil + (W, U, [vi )
Ci,j,k,l'Pk lXj = Vz‘“(‘%k% Vi} + (¥, %), ["iv l”)
Cis,j,k,lll‘PkUj = —[y, U][v,-,]] + [, U} Vi, Y]
ClLadnX; ==, v 1)+ (L, ) Vi, W] + IV [vi, Y]
C?j,kﬂ#l‘/’k f/j = —[¢, Vj] [V, vi]

Chiis V1 U; = —((vis ), [, U)) + V2 (vi, [y, U))
CleX WP = =), (W, 7)) + V2 (v, (¥, 7))
CE VW = =1y, V]Vy

ClXGld ) = 1IN+ (1, 1)V

Ui ErW W = Ub BV Wi = — / / V>YE[v, Y]dédy
U?‘J.ME,EPJ»I;{ = U;{WE,W,I,( = / / vE[W,11dédn

UU i EiPeili = U?kijE,Pe_,«lk: / / vP[E, I|dEdn

Appendix B. Computation of the operators

Each of the scalar variables is expanded within each element as a sum over the 18 basis functions, for exam-
ple as given in Eq. (3.2). Each basis function is a quintic polynomial in the local triangle coordinates given in
[3], i.e.

20
Vi = Zgi,jfmi’?ni (B.1)
i=1

To obtain the form of the operators, we expand all variables in the polynomial representation and apply the
operation and integrations in the local coordinates. Thus, for example,

a0, = | / (e adedn = - [ [Vu(en - voremacay

= — Z Z ngquj {mpmq / / gymﬁmrznnﬁnqdé dn + nyng / / 5n11)+mq;,lﬂp+nq*2dé dy (B.2)

r=1 ¢=1 j=1

where g, ; is the geometry matrix defined in [3] and the integrals over the triangle are evaluated in closed form.
In the concise notation that follows, we will write this as



S.C. Jardin et al. | Journal of Computational Physics 226 (2007) 2146-2174 2171

A4;;0; = —[mym,F(=2,0) + nyn,F(0,—2)]. (B.3)
The summations, the multiplication by the appropriate geometry matrices, and the integrals involving the m;
and n; are implied. The other operators are computed similarly, using the same notation.
B;; = my(m, — )my(m, — 1) x F(—4,0) + n,(n, — 1)n,(n, — 1) x F(0,—4)
+ [mp(mp - l)nq(nq - 1) + mq(mq - l)np(np - 1)} x F<_2’ _2)
D;; =F(0,0)
X7, = cosOmyF(—1,0) — sin On,F(0, —1)
Y?J. = sin Om,F(—1,0) + cos On,F (0, —1)
Kijx = (mgn, — mng)F(—1,—1)
K}, =F(0,0)
Kzz/k (my + m,)myF(=2,0) + (n, + n,)n,F(=2,0)
G = —(mt, — )y, ~ V(3. ~1) + nyn, — DF(~1,-3)
Gy = —lmym P (~2,0) 4 nyn,F(0,~2)]
G = gy (my — 1)y 1, — DJF(=4,0) + [y, (1, — 1)y + . — D]F(0, ~4)
+ [npmy(mg — 1) (n, +n, = 1) + mpnq(nq D(my +m, — 1)]F(=2,-2)
Gij’k = my(my, — V)m,m,F(—4,0) + n,(n, — 1)n,n.F(0,—4)
+ [mg(my — )npn, 4 ny(ng — 1)mym,JF (=2, =2)
ijk = mym,F(—=2,0) + n,n,F(0,-2)
Gl6jk [mymg{—m,(m, +my, —2) +y(my — 1)(m, — 1)}]F(—4,0)
+ [+mpng{—n.(m, +my) +p(ng — 1)(m, — 1)} + nymg{—m.(n, + ny) +7(my — 1)(n, — 1)} |F (=2, -2)
+ [mpng{—n,(n, + ng — 2) +y(ny — 1)(n, — 1)}]F (0, —4)
szk —(mng — myn,)my(m, +my — 1) x F(=3,—1) +ny(n, +n, — 1) x F(—1,-3)]
Gllfk my(my — D)m,(m, — 1) x F(—4,0) + 2m,m,nyn, x F(—2,-2)
+ny(n, — D)n,(n, — 1) x F(0,—4)
Gllik (mg + m;)(mg + m, — 1)m,(m, — 1) x F(—4,0)
(mg + m,)(my +m, — 1)n,(n, — 1)
+(ng + n.)(ng 4 n, — 1)m,(m, — 1)
+ (ng + n)(ng +n. = Dny(n, — 1) x F(0, —4)
Gl,k = my(my, — D)m,(m, — 1)F(—4,0) + n,(n, — 1)n.(n, — 1)F(0,—4)
+ [—ny(n, — V)m,(m, — 1) — my(m, — V)n,(n, — 1) + 4m n,m,n,JF (=2, =2)
Glsk = 2[my(my — 1)m,(m, — 1)F(—4,0) + n,(n, — V)n,(n, — 1)F(0, —4) + 2m n,m.n.F (-2, —2)]
Gmk = dmym,[n,(m, — 1) — n,(m, — 1)|F (-3, —1) — 4n,n,[m,(n, — 1) — m,(n, — 1)]F(—1,-3)
GIT, = my(my — Vym(m, — 1)F(=4,0) + ny(n, — (. — F(0,~4)
gy — Dy oy — 1) gy — D (m, — DIF(~2,-2)
Hi/k = —m,mym,(m, + my, — 2)F(—4,0) — n,nn,(n, + n, — 2)F(0, —4)
= [mgn.(my(n, — 1) + np(mg — 1)) + ngm, (n,(m, — 1) + my(ny — 1))]JF (=2, -2)
Hlsjk —my(m, + mg)F(=2,0) — ny(n, + ng)F(0,-2)
X! = (myn, —mmn,)[m,cos OF (=2, —1) + n, sin 0F (—1, —2)]

ijk

F(-2,-2)
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XZ

ik = —mg(m, +my — 1)[m, cos OF (=3,0) — n, sin OF (-2, —1)]

— ny(n, +ny — 1)[m,cos OF (-1, =2) — n, sin 0F (0, —3)]
Y}jk = (myn, — mny)[m,sin OF (=2, —1) + n, cos OF (-1, =2)]

lejk —my(m, +m, — 1)[m, sin OF (—3,0) + n, cos OF (-2, —1)]
—ny(n, +n, — 1)[m, sin OF (—1, —2) + n, cos 0F (0, —3)]
ylo |:mq{mr mg — )(na +np) - nqms] - nrmp(mq - 1)} x F(_37 _1) :|
i +ng{mny(ng — 1) + n.fmgng — (ng = 1)(mg + my)|} x F(=1,-3)

[=m,m,my(m, — 1)]F(—4,0)
s myng[(m, + my — 1)ng — (n, — 1) (my + m,) — mgn,] o
4 { +n.my[(n, +n, — Vymg — (m, — 1)(ng + n,) — ngm,] } (=2,-2)
+[=nnpny(n, — 1)|F (0, —4)
Vis,j,k.,l = %(m ny, — myng) [mmyF (=3, 1) + n.n,F (=1, -3)]
Vz'7,j,k‘[ [mgn, — mny|F(—1,-1)
= [m,m,F(-2,0) 4+ n,n,F(0,—-2)]
L { —[(myng — myn,)m,(m, — 1) + (myn, — mng)my(my +m, — 1)|F(=3,—1) }
—[(mpng — mgn,)n,(n, — 1) + (mgn, — mng)n,(ng +n, — D|F(=1,-3)
Ymymgm,(m, + m; — 1)F(—4,0)
V};,w = "'% [+npmqmr(np g —1) } F(-2,-2)
—l—%npnqn,(np +n, — 1)F(0,—4)
[_ %mpm,mq(m, - mq)]F(—4, 0)
_— mym,ny(ng — 1) + nynmy(my; — 1)
g ; { - %mpnrnq (mr + mq) - %npmrmq (nr + nq)
+[=3nnng(n, — ng)|F(0,—4)
m,(m, — 1)[(ms + my, — )n, — m,(n; +n, — 1)]
{"_(mpnr - mrnp)(ms +my — 1)(’"17 +m — 1) ]F(
{”r(”r = D[(ms +my, — D)n, —my,(n, +ny —
+(mpnr - mrnp)(ns + ng — 1)<np +n.— 1)
—m (mpns — myny,)[(m, + mg — 2)(m, + m; — 1)] e
o s o 2y o ] T
m ( (mpng — mgny)[(n, +ny)(n, +ns — 1)] )
' +ny(ng — 1)[(m, +my — 2)n, — mpy(n, + n,)]
(mpng — mgny)[(m, + my)(m, +mg — 1)]
e ( +my(my — 1)[(m, + mg)n, — my(n, +ny —2)] )
(mpns — myny,)[(n, +ny — 2)(n, +n; — 1)] 1
o i e o . 2 P
Cis,j,k,/ = [~ (mny — myn,)(myns — msn,) + (mgng — myny)(mpn, — m.n,)|F(=2,-2)
Czj,k,l = —mg{m,(myn, — myn,) + (m,n, — myn,)[m; + my, — 11}F(=3,—1)
— ng{n,(m,n; —mgn,) + (m,n, — m,n,)[n; + n, — 1]}F(—1,-3)

0 = —(mmy — myn,) (mn, — myn)F(~2,-2)

myngn,(m, +m; — 1)

}F(z, ~2)

—4,-2)
ik = (msng —myng) X

bl } F(=2,-4)

+ F(=3,-3)
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mym,(m, — 1)(m; +my — 1)F(=5,—1)
(npn,(my + m,) — myn,(n, — 1)) (m; +my — 1)
i + 1) = o, (m, — 1)), + 1, — 1)
npn,(n, — 1)(ny +n, — 1)F(—1,-5)
—(m, — 1)msmym,my(m, + m, — 2)F(—6,0)
[ny(m; — 1) — my(n, + ns)]msmrmq (n + ng)
+{ +lns —n, = V)m, — nymJnsm,my(m, +my — 2) »F(—4,-2)
+(1 -
[my,(ns — ) — ny(my, + my)|ngn.ng(m, +my)
+< +{(
+(1 - np)m mgnpis(n, 4 ng)
—(n, — Dngnyn.ng(n, +n, —2)F(0,—6)
Cl]f]»[ —(meng —myn,)[my(m, — )F(=3,=1) +n,(n, — )F (-1, =3)]
Ciyns = —mpmy[(my +my —1)(m, — 1)]F(=4,0) + n,n,[(ng + ny = 1)(n, — 1)]F(0, -4)
+ {npmq[(mq +ms — )(np - 1)] +m nq[(”q +n5 — 1)(mp - 1)}}F(_27 _2)
U}J,kj = —[myn, —mn,| x [mg(my — 1)F (=3, =1) + ny(n, — )F(=1,=3)]
Uf]k, (mgn, —mny)F(—1,—1)
U .., = (mgn, — mmn)F(—1,—1)

ijk,d

c!! F(=3,-3)

ikl — (man - man) X

cl o= mp)” nqmpms(m, + my)
ikl

mg —my, — 1)n, — myn,|mgn,n,(n, +n, —2) »F(=2,—4)

Appendix C. The implicit time advance for a simple wave equation

Here we apply the time advance used in the paper to a simple wave equation to clarify the derivation, sta-
bility properties, and accuracy. Consider a wave equation written as two first-order equations:

u ov
u_ .
ot Ox
o o (C.1)
ot “ox

Rewrite this system, centering the time derivatives at time cycle n + 1/2, and Taylor expanding the space deriv-
atives forward in time about time 7:

Qu =c— g "+ Qﬁt@
ot Ox | ot
dv o (€2)
5 = Ca _u + 051‘ §:|

Or, upon substitution of the second equation into the first:
a—M:ca V" + 0ot cgquGSt%
ot Ox | Ox ot (C3)
w_.2| "+ HSta— |
o “ox | or

Expanding the time-centered time derivatives as dt0u/dt = u"™! — ", and rearranging, Eq. (C.3) becomes:
2

0* , 0 0
2 2 2 n+1 _ _
[1 0°(dt)°¢ —axz}u [1 +0(1 0)(5t) &3 o 2]” + 5tca
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0 0
n+l _ . n+1 _ n
V' =" + Ste 0—axu +(1 9)—axu

If we evaluate the spatial derivatives using centered differences or finite elements, the system (C.4) is second-
order accurate in time for 0 = 1/2 and unconditionally stable for 0 > 1/2. Note that the two equations in (C.4)
can be solved sequentially, so that the implicit system only involves one variable. The first equation in (C.3) is
the analogue of Eq. (4.5), and the first equation in (C.4) is the analogue of Eq. (4.7).
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