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ABSTRACT

Context. Finite radius accretion disks are a strong candidate fordaing astrophysical jets from their inner parts and dishkes are
considered as the basic component of such magneticaliynatéid outflows. Numerical simulations are usually empiiogeanswer
several open questions regarding the origin, stability rmpagation of jets. The inherent uncertainties, howeskthe various
numerical codes, applied boundary conditions, grid reésmiuetc., call for a parallel use of analytical methods a&dl,wwhenever
they are available, as a tool to interpret and understanduteme of the simulations. The only available analyticéMsolutions
for describing disk-driven jets are those characterizethbysymmetry of radial self-similarity. Those exact MHDw@ns are used
to guide the present numerical study of disk-winds.

Aims. Radially self-similar MHD models, in general, have two gerital shortcomings, a singularity at the jet axis and the-n
existence of an intrinsic radial scale, i.e. the jets fofynaektend to radial infinity. Hence, numerical simulations aecessary to
extend the analytical solutions towards the axis and impgsteysical boundary at finite radial distance.

Methods. We focus here on studying théfects of imposing an outer radius of the underlying accretiisgg (and thus also of the
outflow) on the topology, structure and variability of a i@t)i self-similar analytical MHD solution. The initial calition consists of
a hybrid of an unchanged and a scaled-down analytical solutine for the jet and the other for its environment.

Results. In all studied cases, we find at the end steady two-comporméutians. The boundary between both solutions is always
shifted towards the solution with reduced quantities. Em, the reduced thermal and magnetic pressures chaegeetpendicular
force balance at the “surface” of the flow. In the models whieeescaled-down analytical solution is outside the unchdrane, the
inside solution converges to a solution wittifdrent parameters. In the models where the scaled-downtmadkolution is inside the
unchanged one, the whole two-component solution changesalically to support the flow from collapsing totally to thyanmetry
axis.

Conclusions. It is thus concluded that truncated exact MHD disk-wind 8ohs which may describe observed jets associated with
finite radius accretion disks, are topologically stable.
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1. Introduction that jets are fed by the material of an accretion disk sumeun
L - . ) ing the central object. The gravitational energy of thellirfg
Astrophysical jets are ubiquitous, occurring in a variehob-  material in the disk is converted into kinetic energy of tha-o
jects on very dterent size and mass scales. They can be pifsying matter. Radiative launching can be excluded duego th
duced by pre-main sequence stars in Young Stellar Objegts,if\olved small radiation fields which have usually lumirtiesi
POSt-AGB stars in pre-planetary (PPNs) and planetary 'mbuLf only a few percent of the necessary kinetic luminositeg (
(PNs), by white dwarfs (WDs) in supersoft X-ray sources a , in the case of YSOs). Furthermore, the kinetié-lum
symbiotic stars (SySs), by neutron stars in X-ray Binar®s, nosity of the outflow seems to be a large fraction of the rate at
stellar black holes in Black Hole X-ray Binaries and by SUyhich energy is released by accretion. With such a highieject
permassive black holes in the case of Active Galactic NuClgkiciency it is natural to assume that jets are driven magritica
However, the formation mechanism of jets remains very Jooiom an accretion disk; the magnetic model of a disk-winarsze
understood. to explain simultaneously acceleration, collimation a egthe

In all such cases, jets and disks seem to be inter-relatg@lserved high jet speeds (Kénigl & Pudifitz 2000).
Disks provide the jets with the ejected plasma and magnetic

fields and jets are possibly the mogligent means to remove  In their seminal analytical work Blandford & Payrie (1982)
excess angular momentum in the disk (e.g. Fefteiral2007) matudied the magneto-centrifugal acceleration along mégne
ing accretion possible in the first place. Observationallgh a field lines threading an accretion disk. They were the first
correlation is now already well established (e.g. Hartiggal. to show the braking of matter in the azimuthal direction in-
[1995, in the case of YSOs). Hence, our current understaiglingide the disk and the outflow acceleration above the disk
surface guided by the poloidal magnetic field components.
Send gfprint requests toMatthias Stute, Toroidal components of the magnetic field then collimate the
e-mail:mstute@phys.uoa.gr flow. Numerous semi-analytic models extended the work of
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Blandford & Paynel(1982) along the guidelines of radiallif-se V-B =0, (5)

similar solutions of the full magnetohydrodynamics (MHD)
equations (VIahakis & Tsingarbs 1998). Ogilvie & Livio (199 wherep, p, v, B denote the density, pressure, velocity and mag-
) solved for the local vertical structure of a thin disketic field overv4r, respectively® = -G M/r is the gravita-
threaded by a poloidal magnetic field of dipolar symmetryeyrh tional potential of the central object with mass, A represents
showed that jet launching occurs only for a limited rangeedtlfi the volumetric energy gajloss terms & = [I" — 1] p Q, with
strengths and a limited range of inclination angles. Q the energy source terms per unit mass), Brisl the ratio of
The model of Blandford & Payhe (1982), however, has bashe specific heats. The spherical radius is denoted dyd the
cally two serious limitations. First, the outflow speed afjéadis- cylindrical radius byR.
tances does not cross the corresponding limiting chaiatter By assuming steady-state and axisymmetry, several con-
with the result that the terminal wind solution is not calysdis-  served quantities exist along the field linés (Tsingdnos2198
connected from the disk. Later. Viahakis et al. (2000, VO@he By introducing the magnetic flux functioh = (1/2x) [ By - dS
after) showed that a terminal wind solution can be constdictig label the iso-surfaces that enclose constant poloidgheiic

which is causally disconnected from the disk and hence ary pgux, then these integrals take the following simple form:
turbation downstream of the superfast transition canifieict

the whole structure of the steady outflow. The second limitg; (A) = PVp 6)
tion of self-similar models in general is their geometricat B Bp ’
ture. Singularities exists at the jet axis in radial seffigar mod- 1 ¥, B
els. Numerical simulations are necessary to extend the/inal Q(A) = = (v¢ - ¢) , @)
cal solutions, as it has been already done in Gracia et 806(20 R P
GVTO06 hereafter) and Matsakos et al. (2008, MO8 hereafter). B,

Another geometrical limitation of radially self-similarad- L(A) =R (V¢ h \y_A) ’ (8)

els is the non-existence of an intrinsic scale. The jets &lym
extend to radial infinity. The aim of this paper is to inveat® where¥, is the mass-to-magnetic-flux ratiq,the field angular
numerically, how imposing an outer radius of the jet, i.dting velocity, andL the total specific angular momentum. The ratio
off the analytical solution at arbitrary radiiffacts the topology, +/L/Q defines the Alfvénic lever arrRa at the point where the
structure and stability of a particular radial self-siméaalytical flow speed is equal to the poloidal Alfvénic one. At the refer
solution and hence its ability to explain observations. ence field line (see below) we 98t |,-1 = R.. In the adiabatic-

Several other numerical studies exist, which have focusmsgntropic case wherg = 0, there exist two more integrals, the
on the magnetic launching of disk-winds. In most models ratio of total energy flux to mass flux and the specific entropy
polytropic equilibrium accretion disk was regarded as arlabu Q, which are given by:
ary condition (e.gl Ustyugova etlal. 1995; Krasnopolsky.et a
(1999, [20083; Ouyed et’al. 2003;  Nakamura & Meier 2004; vV T p By
Anderson et al. 2005, 2006; Pudritz et/al. 2006). The magneff® = % +—7 o >-0 R‘P_A’ ©)
feedback on the disk structure is therefore not calculagdfd s p
consistently. Only in recent years were the first simulaiof2(A) = — - (10)
including the accretion disk self-consistently in the ocide
tions of jet formation presented (elg. Casse & Keppens|2002, e yse the steady, radially self-similar solution whichés d
2004; [Katto et all 2004; Zanni et] 07). Numerical simulagiped in V0O and crosses all three critical surfaces. \We no
tions of stellar winds have also been done byle.g. Matt & Raidripat 4 polytropic relation between the density and the prress
(20054.b). However, in none of these studies the disk has bggsymed i.e0 = Q(A) p?, with y being the &ective polytropic
truncated to study theffects of an intrinsic scale. _index. Equivalently, the source term in Effl (3) has the speci

This paper is organized as follows: in SEL. 2, the analyticglym
self-similar model underlying our numerical study is revesl.
The numerical setup is described in $éc. 3. The study statits Wy = (1 - y) p(V - V), (11)
several test simulations which are described in detail amolse
results are presented in SEE. 4. In $éc. 5, is described the th@nsforming the energy EqJ(3) to
rameter study of steady solutions and its results. We clade w
a summary of the results in the last section. ap

E+V-Vp+ypV-V=0. (12)

2. Analytical self-similar model The latter can be interpreted as describing the adiabatic ev
lution of a gas with ratio of specific heatswhose entropy/p”
M¥conserved along each streamline.

The ideal time-dependent MHD equations which are solved

merically are: The solution is provided by the values of the key functions
dp M(8), G(6) andy(6), which are the Alfvénic Mach number, the
— +V-(ov) =0, (1) cylindrical distance at any point on a field line in units oéth

ov ot corresponding Alfvénic lever arm and the angle betweenra pa

VD, (2) ticular poloidal field line and the cylindrical radial dirtemn, re-
spectively.d is the colatitude in a spherical coordinate system.

—+(V-V)V+}BX(VXB)+}VD
ot p p

%_lta FV-Vp+TpY.v = A, 3) Then, the poloidal field lines can be labeled by
0B _B.R ., . R
E_VX(VXB) =0, (4) A= < e, with a—@. (13)
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The physical variables can be constructed as follows (V00)— What are the consequences offelient initializations of the
1 external region?
p = p. 32 =, (14)  — How is the choice ofryunc affecting the results?
M — What are the fects of numerical resolution and domain size.

1
p=p.a? Y2k (15) We impose axisymmetry at the axis, i.e. variables are sym-
M2 sing metric across the boundary, normal components of vectaisfiel
Vp = —V,a V4 — o (CoOsyer +sinye,), (16) and also angular components change sign there. Outflow-condi
G? cos{ +6) tions are set at the tagand outer radial boundaries, i.e. all gradi-
_ _1/4 G? - M? ents across these boundaries are set to zero. At the lowadbou
Vo = Vuda G(1-M?)’ (17) ary, we keep the quantitiéxedto their analytical values, how-
1 sing ever, making sure that the problem is not over-specifiedsThu
By = -B.o*t < (cosy er + siny &), (18) the number of quantities set by the analytical solutionigsied
G* cos¢ +9) by one for each critical surface already crossed upstreatmeof
B, = _B 1g¥21 1-G? 19 boundary (for details, see M08). At small radii, where thevflo
¢ = »AQ G(1- M2’ (19) is super-fast-magnetosonic, seven of the eight MHD quastit

. . . are given by the analytical solutiong is set by the require-
Note thatx is a model parameter governing the scaling of theianty, || B,,. At larger radii, where the flow is sub-fast and
magnetic field and is related o= 2 (x — 3/4) which is alocal gher-Alfvénic, only six quantities are fixeBy, is set by sym-
measure of the disk ejectiorfigiency in the model df Ferrelra etrizing the values inside the domain across the bounttary.
(1997). The starred quantities are related to their cheriset he s,p-Alfvénic and super-slow regime, alsds given by its

tic values at the Alfvén radiuR. along the reference field ”nevalues inside the domain, and in the sub-slow regime, Bisis
a = 1. Moreover, they are interconnected with the following résiven. ’ '

lations:

B. B2 f M , .
V, = , p. = ﬁz ’ K = g_z (20) 4, Test simulations
Ve R.v. 4.1. Initial conditions

The constantg andX are the specific angular momentum of thgq answer the questions posed above, we have run ten models,
flow in units ofv. R. of the reference field line and the Keplerian,gether with the unchanged model of V0O, hereafter labelle
velocity at distanc&. measured on the disk in units of, re-  ADO (analytical disk outflow solutigras in M08). Details of
spectwely. Finallys is the ratio of gas pressure to magnetic pregpase test models are given in Tafle 1. In all these models the
sure and is proportional to the gas entropy. internal part of the flow is initialized with the VOO solution
We probe the second question by comparing the models FL1
— FL3, where the analytical solution is truncatedat,c = 0.4,
ayune = 0.8 andayune = 5, respectively. In these models the
We solve the MHD equations with the PLUMOcode external region is initialized with constant values, theues of
(Mignone et al: 2007), a modular Godunov-type code particthe analytical solution at the poinR(= Rnax Z = Zmay). The
larly oriented towards the treatment of astrophysical flovtbe  influence of numerical resolution and domain size is testiéal w
presence of discontinuities. For the present case, seaai@l othe models CD1 — CD5, in which the external region is initial-
accuracy is achieved using a Runge-Kutta scheme (for teahpaged using the analytical solution, but wjttandv, damped with
integration) and piecewise linear reconstruction (in 8padll  g,../a. The first and most important question can be addressed
the computations were carried out with the simple (and compplith models FL1, CD1 and ER1 — ER2. In model ER1 we use
tationally eficient) Lax-Friedrichs solver. the analytical solution in the external domain, buis set to a

We define the reference leng® to be unity, while the ref- smaller value. In model ER2 all quantities are damped with an
erence velocity is normalized by settiag= 1. Time is given in  exponential factor in the external domain.

units ofty = 27 VR3/G M, i.e. one Keplerian orbit &R, = 1.

The model parameters of this §o|ut|on were chosex _a50.75 4.2 Results of the test simulations

andy = 1.05, while the solution parameters are given to be

A = 1170,8 = 299, K = 2.00, corresponding to the solu-The basic evolution is similar in most models — as an example
tion in VOO crossing all critical points. At the symmetry axi we show the structure of the flow for models CD1 and ER2, see
the analytical solution is modified as described in GVT06 arlgs.[1 and2) — and can be divided into four phases:

MO08. . . .

To study the influence of the truncation of the analytical sot- At the beginning, a shock front starting at the jet baserun
lution, we divide our computational domain into a jet regéorm across the jet, bending its outer surface and forming a dent
an external region, which are separated by a truncationifrsd ~ Which then travels out- and upwards (see Elg. 2, third panel,
awune. FOr smaller values of — i.e. smaller radii — our initial black lines). The front consists of two distinct shocks,-pre

conditions are fully determined by the solution of VOO. Theyw  Sumably slow- and fast-magnetosonic waves which transport
the external region should be initialized, however, is rsublavi- downstream thefeect of the boundary condition at the base,
ous. namely the truncation of the solution. They can be seenin all

Therefore the technical questions, which arise at thistpoin Models, but are not present in the analytical reference mode

and which are tested in several simulations described beley ~ ADO as expected. A third feature, which is also present
the following: in model ADO, is the fast magnetosonic separatrix surface

(FMSS) which shields the flow from the modification close
1 publicly available at httg/plutocode.to.astro/jt to the axis (GVT06, M08).

3. Numerical setup
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Table 1. List of numerical test models

Name Grid size Resolution teng e Description
ADO [0,50] x [6,100] 200x 400 50.0 - model of Vlahakis et al. (2000), Gracia et al. (J@G0®lI Matsakos et al. (2008)
Models to test the influence offrent truncation field lines
FL1 [0,50] x [6,100] 200x 400 8.8 5.7  awunc = 0.4, constant values in external region (analytical valug¢&atx, Zmaxl)
FL2 [0,50] % [6,100] 200x 400 7.3 6.7  awunc = 0.8, constant values in external region (analytical valug¢&aty, Zmaxl)
FL3 [0,50] x [6,100] 200x 400 10.0 8.1 awunc = 5., constant values in external region (analytical valuefRgat,{ Zmad)
Models to test the influence of the computational domain
CD1 [0,50]x [6,100] 200x 400 6.3 2.7  ayunc = 0.4, in external region damping pfandv, with atync/@
CD2 [0,100]x [6,200] 200x 400 8.9 3.8 same as CD1, but with larger domain (lower reisoiusame grid size)
CD3 [0,100]x [6,200] 400x 800 8.1 4.1 same as CD1, but with larger domain (same reso)uti
CD4 [0,200]x [6,400] 400x 800 9.8 6.9 same as CD2, but with even larger domain
CD5 [0,400]x [6,100] 1600x 400 4.7 4.5 same as CD1, but with eight times larger domaldirection, same res.
Models to test dierent initializations of the external region
ER1 [0,50]% [6,100] 200x 400 50.0 24.9 ayunc = 0.4, in external region damping of to constant value
(10% of the value at the truncation field line)
ER2 [0,50]% [6,100] 200x 400 3.6 - ayune = 0.4, in external region damping of all variables with exfif/aund)?]

35

2. Behind the dent, a new smooth jet surface develops, some- model CD1 ——
times with a larger radius than the initial one. This configu- 5, | model ER2 -~~~ 4
ration is stable for severg] in all models. model ADO -----

3. In the next phase, the outer medium prevails and com@esse 25 !
the jet along its full length, pinching it even close to the
rotation axis at certaia values. Here very dense knots are .
formed. We call this phase the collapse of the solutionesing’ |, .-~
the jet width becomes smaller than the outer disk radius (e.g
5.375, ifayunc = 0.4). The only model without this collapse 10
is model ER2.

4. Finally, jet material pushes back and a more or less cgitind 5r
cal topology is established. The jet pulsates along the evhol
jet length in the computational domain and the time step de- 1 2 3 4 5 6
creases by three up to nine orders of magnitudes, making it t[to]
impossible to further advance the simulations.

20

Fig. 3. Evolution of the jet radius (radius of the truncation field
. . . line) for models CD1, ER2 and also the unchanged analytical s
The fact that a new smooth jet surface forms right beh'qgtion ADO, at two representativevalues above the equatorial

the dent is a promising result, which may be a hint for a neﬁ‘fane & = 10 andz = 25 in the models ER2 and AD@;= 10

equilibrium and thus a steady solution. However, this cotld andz = 50 in the model CD1). The models ADO and ER2 are
be tested in these runs, since the solution collapsed. stationary while the model CD1 collapses.

In Fig.[3 we plot the radii of the jets in models CD1, ER2
and ADO at several values af These radii correspond to the
truncation field line (anchored in the lower boundary where  at the boundary. This choicefacts the radial component of the
ayunc at R = 5.375), although this is not the outermost field lineé orentz force
inside the jet for all timesteps in all models.

) . : 10B; B 10B2 9B
In model CD1, the jet radius stays constant until the coéapsFR —__-_¢_¢_-""z, B, R (21)
The collapse starts at high latitudes (abpet 50) and then af- 20R R 2 90R az’

fects the jet further down-stream. After the collapse, dmius

varies along the jet length and also with time. A similar stawe l.e. it cancels the radial gradient of the magnetic pressuurit

) : L eaves the pinching force (second term on the right-hane) sid
Iuseaslf)? fheeejr;;r:;?jﬁdels CD2-CD4 and FL1-FL3 with similar Va{ljna:fected. This may result in artificial collimation of the flow
_ S . o _ (e.g. 9; Zanni etlal. 2007). Only in model
The timeteo at which the jet collapses isfiierent in each ER2, where the toroidal magnetic field componBp{not only
model (Tabld 1L). In models CD1-CD4 testing the influence @he density and thZ velocity component) is damped to zero at
numerical resolution and domain size we can clearly sedhkat the outer radial boundary, the collapse can be avoidedoAth
size of the computational domain seems to be importantifpr tr the simulation time is very short @to), we can see that the
gering the collapse. The larger the computational domai®, tmodel is stationary up to this point, after a short periodsef e

later the collapse occurs. The similarity between model2 Clyansion due to higher thermal and magnetic pressure in the in
and CD3 shows that the resulting timescale does not depen region which is also present in the science simulatises (

the numerical resolution, or that the coarsest numericallee  pejow).

tion we chose seems to be enough to properly describe the prob other efects caused by the very small valuegandv; in

lem. the external region as in model CD5 may be present. The fact,
Itis very likely that the collapse is a numerical artefaitr whether the outer radial boundary is causally connectdu tivée

gered by the boundary conditions at the outer radial boyndget from the very beginning or not, seems to be irrelevanttier

Since we used “outflow” conditions, all gradients are seelmz presence or absence of the collapse.
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10 20 30 40 10 20 30 40 10 20 30 40 10 20 30 40
R R R R

Fig. 1. Structure of the flow (logarithmic density plots) for modddCat timesteps = 0, 2, 3, 6tp, respectively. This is an example
for the collapse occurring in all test runs except for mod@2EThe truncation field line (the magnetic field line with= aync = 0.4
which is anchored in the lower boundaryRat 5.375) is also plotted (white line).

10 20 30 40 10 20 30 40 10 20 30 40 10 20 30 40
R R R R

Fig. 2. Structure of the flow (logarithmic density plots) for modREat timesteps = 0, 1, 2, 3to, respectively. This is the only
model without a collapse. The white line is the truncatiotdfime (the magnetic field line witkr = a4ync = 0.4 which is anchored
in the lower boundary & = 5.375). The positions of the slow- and fast-magnetosonic waweitted by the truncation field line
and of the fast magnetosonic separatrix surface (FMSS) arkad by black lines.

In conclusion, it seems to be imperative that either the In all test models, a practical problem occurs: the time step
toroidal magnetic field compone#, should be very small at decreases by three up to nine orders of magnitudes, making it
the outer radial boundary or that all quantities should belimo impossible to further advance the simulations. This happen
fied self-consistentlyn order to maintain an equilibrium in thethe collapsing models as well as in model ER2. In the latter, a
external region. guantities are exponentially damped to very small valuesscio
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the outer radial boundary, the large gradient in the last ggil The additional case, wherg = 1, = 1, is of course identical

meets the zero gradient boundary condition in the ghoss,celvith the unchanged analytical solution of VOO and theretore

which triggers leaking of matter into the domain and cregtirinteresting in this study. For each choicelgfanda, we can cre-

large velocities of all waves close to the boundary. Thisiltes ate two diferent models, depending on whether the unchanged

in very small timesteps. In order to continue our studiessaadt  solution is inside or outside the solution with primed qutés.

a parameter study we are thus forced to “truncate the triomcat In model SC2, we use the scaling paramefigrs: 100 and

as described in the next section. A2 = 0.1 (case 3.),i.e// = 0.1v, B’ = 0.1B, p’ = 0.01p,

p’ = p, in the exterior region. In model SC3 we use the same

scaling parameters, but apply the primed solution in theriot.

In model SC4, our combination i = 1 andi, = 0.1 (case

5.1. Initial conditions 1.) in the exterior and in model SC5 in the interior, leading t
v =v,B’=0.1B,p’=0.01p,p’ =0.01p.

In the science models SCla — SC5, we use the following ap-

proach: we modify again all quantities in one of the two compo

nents of the outflow, and second, we initialize the exteregiom  5.2. Results of the science simulations

with another analytical solution with slightly changed qaie-

ters. One can show thatfp (R, 2), p(R Z2),v(R 2),B(R 2)] 5.2.1. Structure of the flow

is a solution of the MHD equations thenAs expected a priori, the flows behave qualitatively vefjedi

[’ (R.Z2),p'(R,Z2"),v'(R’,Z2"),B’"(R’,Z")] with ently, depending on whether the scaled-down solution igléns

or outside the original one.

5. Parameter study of steady solutions

R'=4R, Z'=MhZ, In the cases where the quantities are scaled down in the ex-
B = LB v = A3 v terior region_, the openir)g angle of the flow increase_s, sge/[Bi
25 A and®). The jet surface is pushed outwards by the higher tilerm
Ay 12 and magnetic pressure in the inner region, which also dilute
=22, p’=A3p, while expanding. A new equilibrium is established withiv-se
A3 eralty and is stable for at least 25@ The final opening angles
M = M (22) seenin the density plots seem to be too large for calling the fl

a collimated jet. Using the truncation field line plottedtie tfig-
ures, we find angles of about 460 in models SCla — SC2
and model SC4. In paper Il of this series, we assess the “appar
1 1 ent” op_ening angle_ by calcula_lting emission maps and f_ind that
WA (A) = A, \/;\PA A, Q'(A) = \/ng(A), the emitting region is very collimated in all models (the ning
3 A3 angles are of the order of :20).

is also a solution of the same set of equations. These tnanafo
tions have also implications for the integrals of motion

A3 If all quantities are reduced in the internal region (models
L'(A) = Va3 L(A), E'(A) = o E(A), SC3 and SC5), then the opening angle decreases. Again a new
1r equilibrium is established which is stable for at least 258ee
QA = 27 (@) QA) 23) Fig.[ . The final opening angles in these runs are very small,
- 2 A1 ) around 8. New features are several shocks, the innermost of

) ) ) which is also collimated following magnetic field lines.
Slnce in our case, both solutlo_ns should have; the same tentra e expansion of the flow in models SC1a—SCle, SC2 and
object, we setls = 1. We also ignore the scaling & andZ, — gc4 (Fig[#), and the collimation in models SC3 and SC5 [Big. 5
i.e. we do not initialize e.go" (R’,Z"), butp’ (R, Z) in the outer is clearly visible in the evolution of the jet radius. Whiteetjet
region. Formally, this is not a solution of the MHD equationgagiys is very similar in both models showing the collimatia
since the gravity term explicitly depends on the lengthescl  ¢jear trend can be identified in the first case: the largesarexp
our case, however, the gravitational force is small comp&se gjon occurs in model SC4, followed by the models SC1a, SC1b,
the other forces, thus th[s slight inconsistency is unirtepur SC2, SCic, SC1d and SCle. Surprisingly model SC1a, which
We match both solutions by using the function is the model with the smallest values of thermal pressure and
magnetic field in the outer region, is not the one with the &8th
Q = Qe expl-(a/anund)?] + Qe (1 - expl-(a/awund’])  (24) exp%nsion. Although modelsgSCZ and SC4 have the samﬂg scal
for all quantities. ings for thermal pressure and magnetic field, they shdékemdint
Note that model ER2 can be also described by this ansd{£9"€€s Of expansion. _ _
when we seQex = 0 , i.e. simply damp all quantities with the In models SC3 and SC5, again two shoc_ks are pres_entwhlch
exponential factor, or equivalently if we sét — co andl, — MOVve outwards. When the inner region shrinks due to its lower

0. However, this truncation led to problems with the timepstdn€rmal and magnetic pressure compared to the exterior, two

(see Sed4). In model SC1a, we try to mimic this behavior [€4€Ves propagate towards larger radii emitted from the ation
drastically by settingly = 10° and1, = 1073 (v/ = 1032y field line. One wave travels faster than the other, and siotle b

B’ =10°B,p’ =10°%p,p’ = 103p). waves compress the medium, they seem to be again a slow- and

In Egs. [22)4(2B), several special cases can be distinggjsh fast-magnetosonic wave. The fast wave has reached the oute

coinciding with combinations of; and1, where quantities or radial boundary at 5&, only its part at lower latitudes (< 20)
integrals remain unchanged in both solutions: is still visible inside the domain. The slow wave stops when i

lower part (atz = 6) reacheRR = 22, which is exactly the lo-
1. fa=1,R Z v, Q(A), L(A) andE(A) remain the same. cation where the slow-magnetosonic critical surface @o#se
2. If 1 =1, B andp are the same. lower boundary. Since the slow-magnetosonic wave canoescr
3. If VA1 12 = 1,p and¥, (A) remain the same. the corresponding critical surface, it is then attachefiimpoint
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Table 2. List of numerical science models

Name Grid size Resolution teng Description

SCla [0,50[6,100] 200x 400 250.0 ayunc = 0.4, external analytical solutioty, = 1%, 1, = 10°3
SClb [0,50Jx [6,100] 200x 400 250.0 ayunc = 0.2, external analytical solutiofy, = 10°, 1, = 1073
SCic [0,50}x [6,100] 200x 400 250.0 ayunc = 0.1, external analytical solutioy, = 1%, 1, = 1073
SCld [0,50]x [6,100] 200x 400  250.0 ayunc = 0.01, external analytical solutioly = 10°, 1, = 1073
SCle [0,50}x [6,100] 200x 400 250.0 ayunc = 0.001, external analytical solutioh = 10%, 1, = 1073
SC2 [0,50]x [6,100] 200x 400 250.0 atunc = 0.4, external analytical solutiofy = 100,41, = 0.1
SC3 [0,50]x [6,100] 200x 400 250.0 same as model SC2, but solutions are swapped

SC4 [0,50]x [6,100] 200x 400 250.0 atunc = 0.4, external analytical solutioty = 1,1, = 0.1

SC5 [0,50]x [6,100] 200x 400 250.0 same as model SC4, but solutions are swapped

jet radii, models SCla and SCla’
0 T

and develops a standing and steepening shock inside thérdoma
A third shock, which is also present in the model ADO, devel-
ops at the fast magnetosonic separatrix surface (FMSS$. Thi
weak shock acts as a "wall” protecting the sub-fast flow from 40 7
the imposed modifications close to the axis (GVT06, M08) eNot -
that the poloidal field lines develop a bend at the positioallof 30
shocks.
In models SCla and SC1b, a small dip is present after about 20
70ty and 15Qp, respectively. Before this dip, the radii are almost

[

Tjet

constant, as well as in the other models (Eig. 6, top, dasheq | 0T .
0 1 1 1 1
5.2.2. Are there boundary effects in the science runs? 0 50 100 150 200 250
. tto]
We have also run models SCla’, SC3’' and SC4’ with a larger jet radii, models SC3 and SC3°

domain ([0,100%[6,200]) to check whether the science runs pre- 5,
sented above ardfacted by the boundaries.

The results concerning the jet radii measured with the tunc = 49 | i
tion field line are only changed by a few percentin models SCla
(with respect to the constant part in model SCla) and SC#, wi 3 [ i
less dfects in model SC4’ than in model SC1a’, see Elg. 6. The
small dip seen in model SC1a is smoothed out, thus it was in- o i
deed created by boundarffects as suspected. In model SC3’,
larger changes exist at highewvalues ¢ > 75) after about 50 10
to. While in model SC3, the radii decrease, they stay constant i

model SC3'. 0 ! ! ! !
Therefore, throughout the remainder of the paper, thetesul 0 50 100 150 200 250
of all runs at 50ty will be considered as “real” final stationary t[to]
states of the solutions. jet radii, models SC4 and SC4’
50 ‘
5.2.3. Force balance along the jet boundary 40 Ik |
The interplay between tHecomponents of the pressure gradient R

and the Lorentz force (which, as expected, always dominates_
those radially self-similar disk-wind models) is respimesifor <
collimating the flow or triggering its expansionin allmosi¢éee <[ T SRR,
Figs.[7 -L8). In the expanding models SC1a—-SC1le and SC2, the
Lorentz force and the pressure gradient are directed odsyar 19
while they are directed inwards in the models SC3 and SC5. The
first is also true for model SC4, the pressure gradient turns i~ - - " - - -
wards betweerz = 7 andz = 14. Furthermore, in all models

except for SC4, the pressure gradient is only importanta¢to tlto]

zvalues between 6 — 8. Fig. 6. Comparison of the jet radius evolution in models SCla
and SC1la’, models SC3 and SC3’ and models SC4 and SC4’
(black dashed: unprimed models, red solid: primed models)

5.2.4. Quantities at the outer axial boundary and the
properties of the jet

In Figs.[9EIB, all eight magnetohydrodynamic quantities ar

plotted along the outer axial boundaryzat 100 for our models tion (dash-dotted line) and the final profiletat 50t, (dashed
SCla — SC5. In each panel, we show the initial profile of oline). One can clearly see how the initial profile follows te
model (solid line), the profile of the unchanged analyticdlis alytical solution in the interior region and is damped in &xe
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model SCla model SC1b model SClc model SC1d model SCle
/ / | -1.5
l —-2.4
80
I -3.4
60
N l —4.3
40
-5.2
20+ L/ -6.2
-7.1
80
60
40 +
20
80
60
40+
20+

10 20 30 40 10 20 30 40 10 20 30 40 10 20 30 40 10 20 30 40
R R R R R

Fig. 4. Structure of the flow (logarithmic density plots) for mod8i81a — SCle (from left to right) at timesteps 0 (top),t = 25
(middle) and = 50t, (bottom), respectively. Also plotted is the magnetic figha lanchored in the lower boundary where: aync
(white line)). Att = 50t,, we also plot the two field lines with half and twice the radifishat of the truncation field line which are

used in Sed. 5.2.5, Fig. 114
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model SC2 model SC3 model SC4 model SC5

-0.1

-4.4

-6.5

Fig. 5. Structure of the flow (logarithmic density plots) for mod&i§2 — SC5 (from left to right) at timesteps- 0 (top),t = 25
(middle) and = 50t, (bottom), respectively. Also plotted is the magnetic figha lanchored in the lower boundary where: aync
(white line). Att = 50tp, we also plot the two field lines with half and twice the radifishat of the truncation field line which are

used in Sed. 5.2.5, Fig. 114
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R components, model SCla, t = 50tg R components, model SC3, t = 50t
40 T T T 2 T T
lorentz
gradient of p ------- i 0r TR T e
gravity - - -- - 9k
centrifugal
g N oz -4
~ =
" ® 6k
8 ] 8
b g 8
it e — <2
-10 lorentz 7
| gradient of p ------- |
-10 N -12 gravity - - - - -
14 centrifugal 4
220 ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! !
6 6.5 7 7.5 8 8.5 9 9.5 10 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20
z z
z components, model SCla, t = 50, z components, model SC3, ¢t = 50ty
0 T | P—— T T === =" T 10 T T T T T
lorentz
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2+ N 5L gravity - ---- i
" "
T
g o 1 5
-8 - lorentz i S5 -
gradient of p -------
gravity -----
10 ! ! ! ! ! ! 10 ! ! ! ! ! !
6 6.5 7 7.5 8 8.5 9 9.5 10 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20
z z

Fig. 7. R (top) andz (bottom) components of forces along théd=ig. 8. Same as in Fid.]7, but for model SC3.

jet boundary at the final simulated timestep (at§dn models

SC1la. The components are measured at the truncation field lin

plotted in previous figures and multiplied B with Ry the local R = 4,R = 13,R = 25, andR = 37 in model SC3). The radial

cylindrical radius of the field line magnetic field changes sign at the innermost shock where the

density and pressure rise steeply and a minimum in axiatvelo
ity is present in model SC3. In model SC5, the radial magnetic

terior in models SC1a—SC2 and SC4 and vice versa in modé@d also changes sign at the innermost shock which is, hemev

SC3 and SC5. now characterized by a steep decline in density and a steep ri
In models SC1a-SCle, SC2 and SC4, at large radii, m#s@xial velocity.

profiles have a similar shape as the unchanged analytiaal sol

tion, we startgd with. The original break is mostly Iev_eleni D 555 The integrals of motion

all of the profiles. However, at small radR(< 7) the final so-

lution deviates drastically. This is expected, since thaydital In Fig.[I4, we plot the integrals of motion given by Eds. (68); (

solution is modified close to the axis to avoid the intrindgic s along the truncation field line at the interface of both regio

gularities. In density, pressure, axia) &nd toroidal §) velocity along an inner field line which is anchored at half of the radiu

components, as well as in axial magnetic field, a peak is ptesef the truncation field line, and along an outer field line aoreldl

where all quantities are higher than at larger ra&i ¥ 7). attwice the radius.

The radial R) velocity and magnetic field components and the When we compare the integrals along the inner field line in

toroidal magnetic field on the other hand show strong deuiati the models SCla — SCle, SC2 and SC4 with those in the ana-

from the initial profiles with strong declines close to thdsax lytical model ADO, we can see that the flow in the inner region

in the former two quantities and a steep rise and a minimumigatvery similar to the analytical solution we started witm Ax-

aboutR = 4 in the latter. The relative height of the central pealception is model SCle, where the inner field line is already ve

the height of the remaining break and the depth of the minimuctose to the symmetry axis, i.e. our modifications thefeca the

in B, are diferent across the five models. Although the modeistegrals of motion. All integrals of motion converge smugt

SC2 and SC4 are special cases, where the density and the vdlman asymptotic value. The deviation from this value ardiwit

ity, respectively, is unchanged in the inner and outer regize 6 % forz values above 20.

final profiles in all models including these two are similar. In the remaining models SC3 and SC5, the behavior of the
In models SC3 and SC5, the initial profiles have to biategrals of motion along the inner field line is veryfdrent

changed dramatically to stop the decrease of the openinlig artg the other models, but similar to each other. At atwost50,

and the collapse of the jet. The profiles are much more copeaks and dips are visible in all integrals, however, wighrttost

plicated and less smooth than in the other five cases dedcribeonounced irQ.

above. Again some final profiles show a similar shape as the In the outer region, all integrals seem to converge in models

unchanged analytical solution at large radii. Howevergsimp- SCla—SCle, SC2, SC3 and SC5. The turnovers in model SC2

posed on all of them is a shock structure with jumps in densigre a result of a turnover in the field line itself. In model $SC4

pressure, radial magnetic field and toroidal velocity (abudb L andW¥a have already converged, the other integrals still vary.
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Fig. 14.Integrals of motiont¥ (A), Q(A), L(A), E(A) andQ(A), normalized to their values at their end point, where tleayé the
domain, along the truncation field line (left), along a seatbeld line anchored at half of the radius (middle) and alotigral field
line anchored at twice of the radius (right) for models SC3@2 — SC5 and ADO (from top to bottom).

In conclusion, in most of our models also the external regidn2.6. Topology of the current lines

reaches a steady state. ) _ ) )
In Fig.[I3, we plot the poloidal currents for our nine science

models SCla — SC5. In model ADO, as well as in the inner re-
gion of models SC1a—SC2 and SC4, which remains unchanged
with respect to the analytical solution, a re-adjusted FNIKSS
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force, is consistent with the decollimation and decelerathat

the flow experiences as it passes through the shock. Thusfone

the efects of the new FMSS is to bend the streamlines away from
visible as shock in the density plots (Figb. Bl- 5, cf. GVTO0@ arthe z-axis avoiding the overcollimation property of thegori
MO08). The currents in these models are counterclockwise upal analytical solution. The collimation and decollimatipro-
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T

Fig. 15. Poloidal current® B, = constof models SCla-SCle
(top) and models SC2-SC5 and ADO (bottom) at the final
timestep (at 5@) are plotted.

cesses that can be derived from such a plot are also discinssed

GVT06. Towards the outer region, the morphology of the aurreS°Me poloidal field line is the formation of two compressive

lines is distorted and of completelyttrent topology. In models MHD shocks: a fast shock that travels quickly downstream out
of the computational domain and a slow shock which as it

SC4 and SC1a-SCle, the outer region is separated by a se@ : rS ‘
shock with a current sheet from the inner region. travels downstream with lower speed, it is locked precisgly

In models SC3 and SC5, the FMSS is also present. Agaftf Position of the lower computational z-boundary whee th
at the shock, a current sheet separates two region with esungnalytical slow surface meets this boundary.
clockwise currents. Furthermore, closer to the rotatias,an- qu truncated dls_k-wmd. solutions are staple for more than
other current sheet forms an X shape with the FMSRat)(= 50ty, i.e. several orbital periods at the truncation radius.sEhe

(5,30) and a third current sheet in the lower right corner of tHP!utions may be relevant to describe observed jets, shee t
domain develops. jet radii are too large in the untruncated analytic disk owutfl

solution, with respect to observed jet widths. We also pievi
all quantities at the outerboundary which can now be used as
boundary conditions for jet propagation studies.

In the following paper I, we calculate emission maps corre-

In this paper, we have studied thfeets of imposing an outer gnonding to such truncated disk-models and compare theim wit
radius of the underlying accreting disk, and thus also of thgservations.

outflow, on the topology, structure and time-dependence of a
well studied radially self-similar analytical solution Q@). We AcknowledgementsWe acknowledge the improving comments and suggestions
matched an unchanged and a scaled-down analytical sohbftiory the referee. The present work was supported by the Eurgpemmunity’s

; _ irie Curie Actions - Human Resource and Mobility within tHeTSET (Jet
;i/(().)r?sand found in all these cases Steady two-component s imulations, Experiments and Theory) network under cohtdRTN-CT-2004

005592.
We showed that the boundary between both solutions is
always shifted towards the solution with reduced quarstitie
Especially, the reduced thermal and magnetic pressuregehaReferences
the perpendicular force balance at the Sl.'lrface OT the f.law' Anderson, J. M., Li, Z.-Y., Krasnopolsky, R., Blandford, R. 2005, ApJ, 630,
the models where the scaled-down analytical solutiauiside 945
the unchanged one, the inside solution converges to anatler Anderson, J. M., Li, Z.-Y., Krasnopolsky, R., Blandford, B. 2006, ApJ, 653,
alytical solution with diferent parameters. In the models where L33
the scaled-down analytical solutioniisidethe unchanged one, Blandford, R. D., Payne, D. G. 1982, MNRAS, 199, 883
he whole two-component solution changes dramaticallyips s Casse, |, Keppens, R. 2002, ApJ, 581, 988
the w p . g Y Casse, F., Keppens, R. 2004, ApJ, 601, 90
port the flow from collapsing totally to the symmetry axis. Ferreira, J. 1997 A & A, 319, 340
A result of the modification of the analytical solution at theéerreira, J. 2007, in: “Jets from Young Stars: Models andsBaints”, Lecture
symmetry axis is the formation of a weak shock at the fast mag-gg:%z n \Z'Rgg‘céér\l{‘r’]'-H;zjevl tférge;ﬁ'rrfgpé:ogi?gados’ E. wheEds.),
X . . ) 2 ) 5
netosonic separatrix surface .(FMSS) WhICh §h|e_lds the flpW UGracia, J., Vlahakis N., Tsinganos K. 2006, MNRAS, 367, Z8Y¥;T06
stream of the FMSS from the imposed modifications close to thrtigan, P., Edwards, S., Ghandour, L. 1995, ApJ, 452, 736
axis. A result of the truncation of the analytical solutidoray  Kato, Y., Mineshige, S., Shibata, K. 2004, ApJ, 605, 307

6. Summary


http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0607216

14 Matthias Stute et al.: Stability and structure of anabftMHD jet formation models with a finite outer disk radius

Konigl, A., Pudritz, R. E. 2000, in Mannings, V., Boss, A.Russell, S. S., eds,
Protostars and Planets IV. Univ. Arizona Press, Tuscon®. 7

Krasnopolsky, R., Li, Z.-Y., Blandford, R. D. 1999, ApJ, 5531

Krasnopolsky, R., Li, Z.-Y., Blandford, R. D. 2003, ApJ, 5%31

Lada, C. J. 1985, ARA & A, 23, 267

Matsakos, T., Tsinganos, K., Vlahakis, N., Massaglia, $gndne, A., Trussoni,
E. 2008, A& A, 477,521, M08

Matt, S., Pudritz, R. E. 2005, MNRAS, 356, 167

Matt, S., Pudritz, R. E. 2005, ApJ, 632, L135

Mignone, A., Bodo, G., Massaglia, S., et al. 2007, ApJS, 228,

Nakamura, M., Meier, D. L. 2004, ApJ, 617, 123

Ogilvie, G. 1., Livio, M. 1998, ApJ, 499, 329

QOgilvie, G. I., Livio, M. 2001, ApJ, 553, 158

Ouyed, R., Clarke, D. A., Pudritz, R. E. 2003, ApJ, 582, 292

Pudritz, R. E., Rogers, C. S., Ouyed, R. 2006, MNRAS, 3651113

Tsinganos, K. C. 1982, ApJ, 252, 775

Ustyugova, G. V., Koldoba, A. V., Romanova, M. M., ChechetkV. M.,
Lovelace, R. V. E. 1995, ApJ, 439, L39

Ustyugova, G. V., Koldoba, A. V., Romanova, M. M., ChechetkV. M.,
Lovelace, R. V. E. 1999, ApJ, 516, 221

Vlahakis, N., Tsinganos, K. 1998, MNRAS, 298, 777

Vlahakis, N., Tsinganos, K., Sauty, C., Trussoni, E. 2000JRAS, 318, 417,
V00

Zanni, C., Ferrari, A., Rosner, R., Bodo, G., Massaglia, 72 A & A, 469,
811



	Introduction
	Analytical self-similar model
	Numerical setup
	Test simulations
	Initial conditions
	Results of the test simulations

	Parameter study of steady solutions
	Initial conditions
	Results of the science simulations
	Structure of the flow
	Are there boundary effects in the science runs?
	Force balance along the jet boundary
	Quantities at the outer axial boundary and the properties of the jet
	The integrals of motion
	Topology of the current lines


	Summary

