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ABSTRACT

Many astrophysical processes involving magnetic fields qumsi-stationary processes are
well described when assuming the fluid as a perfect conduetorthese systems, the ideal-
magnetohydrodynamics (MHD) description captures the dyos effectively and a number
of well-tested techniques exist for its numerical solutiget, there are several astrophysical
processes involving magnetic fields which are highly dyreatdand for which resistive effects
can play an important role. The numerical modeling of suatrideal MHD flows is signifi-
cantly more challenging as the resistivity is expected enge of several orders of magnitude
across the flow and the equations are then either of hyperpatiabolic nature or hyperbolic
with stiff terms. We here present a novel approach for thetgwoi of these relativistic resistive
MHD equations exploiting the properties of implicit-exgti(IMEX) Runge Kutta methods.
By examining a number of tests we illustrate the accuracyuof@proach under a variety of
conditions and highlight its robustness when compared altfrnative methods, such as the
Strang-splitting. Most importantly, we show that our apgmio allows one to treat, within a
unified framework, both those regions of the flow which aredfpressure dominated (such
as in the interior of compact objects) and those which areatsmagnetic-pressure domi-
nated (such as in their magnetospheres). In view of thisafipeoach presented here could
find a number of applications and serve as a first step towandgra realistic modeling of
relativistic astrophysical plasmas.
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1 INTRODUCTION magnetic field is essentially advected with the flow, beingtice
uosly distorted and possibly amplified, but also esseptrait de-
caying. We note that these conditions are very differemhftbose
traditionally produced in the Earth’s laboratories, whBrg < 1,
and the resistive diffusion represents an important featdirthe

magnetic-field evolution.

A vast number of astronomical observations suggests thgt ma
netic fields play a crucial role in the dynamics of many phemoa

of relativistic astrophyics, either on stellar scales,hsas for pul-
sars, magnetars, compact X-ray binaries, short and lomyga
ray bursts (GRBs) and possibly for the collapse of massi#ast
cores, but also on much larger scales, as it is the case far rad
galaxies, quasars and active galactic nuclei (AGNs). Aeshas-
pectin all these phenomena is that the plasma is essergiadiri-
cally neutral and the frequency of collisions is much lathen the
inverse of the typical timescale of the system. The MHD apipro
mation is then an excellent description of the global proggrof
these plasmas and has been employed with success overéhal sev
decades to describe the dynamics of such systems well imihei
linear regimes. Another important common aspect in thestesys

is that their flows are characterized by large magnetic Regno
numbersRy = LV/\ = 4noLV/c?, wherel andV are the
typical sizes and velocities, respectively, whids the magnetic

A particularly simple and yet useful limit of the MHD ap-
proximation is that of the'ideal-MHD” limit. This is mathe-
matically defined as the limit in which the electrical reisist
ity n 1/0 vanishes or, equivalently, by an infinite electri-
cal conductivity. It is within this framework that many milt
dimensional numerical codes have been developed over she la
decade to study a number of phenomena in relativistic dsysips
and in fully nonlinear regimes (Komissarov 1999b: Koidelét a
[1999] Komissaradl 2001: Koldoba etlal. 2002: Gammie &t al2200
IDel Zanna et al.._2003|_Anninos et al. _2005; Duez etal. 2005;
Shibata & Sekiguchi 200%; Neilsen efal. 2006; Anton &t aD&20
McKinney [2006a;| Mignone & Bodd 2006;_Noble ef al. 2007;

diffusivity and o is the electrical conductivity. For a typical rela-
tivistic compact objectRn > 1 and, under these conditions, the
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of writing and solving the equations of relativistic MHD, thtiis
also an excellent approximation for any process that takesep
over a dynamical timescale. In the case of an old and “coldi- ne
tron star, for example, the electrical and thermal trartspovp-
erties of the matter are mainly determined by the transpamp-p
erties of the electrons, which are the most important aarrié
charge and heat. At temperatures above the crystallization
perature of the ions, the electrical (and thermal) condlitiets are
governed by electron scattering off ions and an approxireate
pression for the electrical conductivity is given by (Lah®91)

o ~ 10% (10° K/T)? (p/10"* g cm™*)*/* 7', whereT and

p are the stellar temperature and mass ddﬂ.sEyen for a mag-
netic field that varies on a length-scale as smallLasz 0.1R,
(whereR is the stellar radius) the magnetic diffusion timescale is
Taig = 4rL0/c* =~ 3 x 10%yr.

Clearly, at these temperatures and densities, Ohmic diffu-
sion will be neglible for any process taking place on a dynami
cal timescale for the stare., < few s, and thus the conductiv-
ity can be considered as essentially infinite. However staiphic
events, such as the merger of two neutron stars, or of a mesizo
with a black hole, can produce plasmas with regions at mugdeita
temperaturese(g, T ~ 10713 K) and much lower densities
(e.g, p ~ 10871% gem=3). In such regimes, all the transport prop-
erties of the matter will be considerably modified and nazeald
effects, absent in perfect-fluid hydrodynamics (such ak kig-
cosity) and ideal MHD (such as Ohmic diffusion on a much sort
timescalerg;g ~ 103s) will need to be taken into account. Similar
conditions are likely not limited to binary mergers but, ifastance,
be present also behind processes leading to long GRBs, %hus e
tending the range of phenomena for which resistive effemitddbe
important. Note also that these non-ideal effects in hygnachics
(MHD) are proportional not only to the viscosity (resistyiof the
plasma, but also to the second derivatives of the velociggfmetic)
fields. Hence, even in the presence of a small viscositysfieity),
their contribution to the overall conservation of energgl aromen-
tum can be considerable if the velocity (magnetic) fieldsengd
very rapid spatial variations in the flow. A classical exaenpf the
importance of resistive MHD effects in plasmas with high fut
nite conductivities is offered bgurrent sheetsThese phenomena
are often observed in the solar activity and are respon§iblthe
reconnection of magnetic field lines and changes in the migne
field topology. While these phenomena are behind the ennissio
of large amounts of energy, they are strictly forbidden inittihe
ideal-MHD limit due to magnetic flux conservation and so cah n
be studied employing this limit.

Besides having considerably smaller conductivities, low-
density higly magnetized plasmas are present rather gafigri
around magnetized objects, constituting what is refereedd
the “magnetosphere”. In such regions magnetic stressanuch
larger than magnetic pressure gradients and cannot berfyrbpé
anced; as a result, the magnetic fields have to adjust theessel
so that the magnetic stresses vanish identically. Thisasieiis
known as thdorce freeregime (because the Lorentz force vanishes
in this case) and while the equations governing it can be agéme
low-inertia limit of the ideal-MHD equationm;
[McKinney [2006b), the force-free limit is really distinctofn the

1 Note that this expression for the electrical conductivitydughly correct
for densities in the range0'® — 104 g cm—2 and temperatures in the range
106 — 108 K, but provides a reasonable estimate also at larger terpesa

of ~ 10° — 1010 K [cf. .[Potekhin et d1[(1999)].

ideal-MHD one. This represents a considerable complinatioce
it implies that it is usually not possible to decribe, withire same
set of equations, both the interior of compact objects aeil thag-
netospheres.

Theoretical work to derive a fully relativistic theory of mo
ideal hydrodynamics and non-ideal MHD has been carried put b
several authors in the past (Isfael 1976: Stewart|1977eCa901;
Lichnerowicz 1967; Anilé 1989) and is particularly simptethe
case of the resistive MHD description. The purpose of thiskwo
is indeed that of proposing the solution of the relativisésistive
MHD equations as an important step towards a more realisig: m
elling of astrophysical plasmas. There are a number of ddyas
behind such a choice. First, it allows one to use a single eaath
matical framework to describe both regions where the camguc
ity is large (as in the interior of compact objects) and sr(el in
magnetospheres), and even the vacuum regions outsidertipacb
objects where the MHD equations trivially reduce to the Makw
equations. Second, it makes it possible to account selistmmtly
for those resistive effects, such as current sheets, whichreerget-
ically important and could provide a substantial modificatof the
whole dynamics. Last but not least, the numerical solutibthe
resistive MHD equations provides the only way to control disd
tinguish the physical resistivity from the numerical onéeTatter,
which is inevitably present and proportional to truncateror, is
also completely dependent on the specific details of the rioaie
algorithm employed and on the resolution used for the smuti

As noted already by several authors, the numerical solution
of the ideal-MHD equations is considerably less challegdhran
that of the resistive MHD equations. In this latter case,dntf
the equations become mixed hyperbolic-parabolic in Neiaton
physics or hyperbolic with stiff relaxation terms in spédiela-
tivity. The presence of stiff terms is the natural consegeenf the
fact that the diffusive effects take place on timescales dha& in-
trinsically larger than the dynamical one. Stated diffélseim such
equations the relaxation terms can dominate over the phygigr-
bolic ones, posing severe constraints on the timestep éoevblu-
tion. While considerable work has already been made todotte
numerical techniques to achieve efficient implementatiomsther
regime (Komissarov_2004; Komissarov et al. 2007; Komissaro
12007; Reynolds et al. 2006; Graves €t al. 2008), the use skthe
techniques in fully three-dimensional simulations isl ifficult
and expensive.

In order to benefit from the many advantages discussed above
in the use of the resistive MHD equations, we here presenvel no
approach for the solution of the relativistic resistive MHQua-
tions exploiting the properties of implicit-explicit (IME Runge
Kutta methods. This approach represents a simple but irfesm-
lution to the problem of the vastly different timescaleshaitit sac-
rificing either simplicity in the implementation or the nuroal
efficiency. By examining a number of tests we illustrate the a
curacy of our approach under a variety of conditions and demo
strate its robustness. In addition, we also compare it Wighal-
ternative method proposed @OO?) for thetwolu
of the same set of relativistic resistive MHD equations.sTiaiter
approach employs Strang-splitting techniques and theyteellin-
tegration of a reduced form of Ampere’s law. While it workslwe
in a number of cases, it has revealed to be unstable wheredppli
to discontinuous flows with large conductivities; such diffties
were not encountered when solving the same problem witlgn th
IMEX implementation.

Because our approach effectively treats within a unified
framework both those regions of the flow which are fluid-puess
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dominated and those which are instead magnetic-pressuné do
nated, it could find a number of applications and serve as @ firs
step towards a more realistic modeling of relativistic @sitrysical
plasmas.

Our work is organized as follows. In SeLt. 2 we present the
system of equations describing a resistive magnetized, fivhde
in Sectior 8 we discuss the problems related to the numesical
lution of this system of equations and the numerical apgresc
developed to solve them. In particular, we introduce théckias-
tures of the IMEX Runge-Kutta schemes and recall their tabi
properties. In Se¢fl4 we instead explain in detail the imgieta-
tion of the IMEX scheme to the resistive MHD equations. Ripal
in Sect[b we present the numerical tests carried out eithame or
two dimensions and that span several prescriptions forahduc-
tivity. Sectior® is also dedicated to the comparison with$trang-
splitting technique. The conclusions and the perspecfardsiture
improvements are presented in SEEt. 6, while Appehndiix Aevesi
our space discretization of the equations.

Hereafter we will adopt Gaussian units such that 1 and
employ the summation convention on repeated indices. Rdman
dicesa, b, ¢, ... are used to denote spacetime componergs ffom
0 to 3), while 4, j, k, ... are used to denote spatial ones; lastly, bold
italics letters represent vectors, while bold lettersespnt tensors.

2 THERESISTIVE MHD DESCRIPTION

An effective description of a fluid in the presence of electag-
netic fields can be made by considering three different Setqua-
tions governing respectively the electromagnetic fieltds, ftuid
variables and the coupling between the two. In particuler glec-
tromagnetic part can be described via the Maxwell equatishie

the conservation of energy and momentum can be used to expres d,(pu”) =0,

the evolution of the fluid variables. Finally, Ohm'’s law, vegoexact
form depends on the microscopic properties of the fluid, esges
the coupling between the electromagnetic fields and the Viauid
ables. In what follows we review these three sets of equatepa-
rately, discuss how they then lead to the resistive MHD djgtan,
and how the latter reduces to the well-known limits of idi#tD
and of the Maxwell equations in vacuum. Our presentatiohbeil
focussed on the special-relativistic regime, but the esitento gen-
eral relativity is rather straightforward and will be presed else-
where.

The Maxwell equations

The special relativistic Maxwell equations can be written
as (Landau & Lifshitz 1980)
8bFab Ia7
ab*Fab O,

@)
@)

where F** and *F** are the Maxwell and the Faraday tensor re-
spectively and“ is the electric current 4-vector. A highly-ionized
plasma has essentially zero electric and magnetic subditjets
and the Faraday tensor is then simply the dual of the Maxwel t
sor. This tensor provides information about the electrid arag-
netic fields measured by an observer moving along any timelik
vectorn®, namely

Fab:naEb—nbEa-l—Eachc.

(©)

We are considering® to be the time-like traslational killing vector
field in a flat (Minkowski) spacetime, sa, = (—1,0, 0, 0) and the

(© 2008 RAS, MNRASD00, [TH15

Beyond ideal MHD 3

Levi-Civita symbole®*® is non-zero only for spatial indices. Note
that the electromagnetic fields have no components patellet
(i.e, E“ng = 0= B n,).

By using the decomposition of the Maxwell tenspl (3), the
equations[{l1)£{2) can be split into directions which areerand
orthogonal ton® to yield the familiar Maxwell equations

V-E = gq, (4
V-B = 0, (5)
WE-VxB = —J, (6)
#B+V xE 0, )

where we have decomposed also the current vd€tet gn®+J¢,
with ¢ being the charge densityp the convective current and”
the conduction current satisfyinff’ n, = 0.

The current conservation equation/® = 0 follows from the
antisymmetry of the Maxwell tensor and provides the evolutf
the charge density

8g+V-J=0, (8)

which can be obtained also directly by taking the divergesfdl)
when the constraintl(4J3(5) are satisfied.

The hydrodynamic equations

The evolution of the matter follows from the conservationttod
stress-energy tensor

WT =0, 9)

and the conservation of baryon number
(10)

wherep is the rest-mass density (as measured in the rest frame of
the fluid) andu® is the fluid 4-velocity. The stress-energy tensor
T** describing a perfect fluid minimally coupled to an electrgma
netic field is given by the superposition

Ty = TH+T50, (11)
where

, 1
Ten = FUF - 1(F“Fa)g”, (12)
T8 = hu'u’ +pg®. 13)

Hereh = p(1 + ¢€) + p is the enthalpy, witlp the pressure and
the specific internal energy.

The conservation law]9) can be split into directions patall
and orthogonal ta* to yield the familiar energy and momentum
conservation laws

8H’+V~F7—:0,
S +V-Fs=0,

(14)
(15)
where we have introduced the conserved quantitiesS'}, which

are essentially the energy density= T,,n*n’and the energy flux
densityS; = T.;n", and whose expressions are given by

1

5(132+132)+hw2—p, (16)

17

T

S ExB+hW?o.

Herew is the velocity measured by the inertial observer #id=
—ngeu® = 1/4/1 — v? is the Lorentz factor. The fluxes can then be
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written as

F,=ExB+hW?v, (18)

Fs = —EE — BB + hW?vv + B(E2 + B?) +p] g. (19)

Finally, the conservation of the baryon numterl (10) rediuceke
continuity equation written as

&D+V-Fp=0, (20)

where we have introduced another conserved quanlity: pW
and its fluxF p = pWo.

Ohm’slaw

As mentioned above, Maxwell equations are coupled to thd flui
ones by means of the current 4-vect6r whose explicit form will
depend in general on the electromagnetic fields and on tta loc
fluid properties. A standard prescription is to considerdheent

to be proportional to the Lorentz force acting on a chargetigha
and the electrical resistivity to be a scalar function. Ohm’s law,
written in a Lorentz invariant way, then reads

Ia+(1b Ub)ua :UFab ub7 (21)

with ¢ = 1/n being the electrical conductivity of the medium.
Expressing[(21) in terms of the electric and magnetic fields o
obtains the familiar form of Ohm’s law in a general inertiarhe

J=0cW[E+vxB—(E -v)v]+quv. (22)

Note that the conservation of the electric chafde (8) pewithe
evolution equation for the charge densityi.e., the projection of
the 4-currentl along the directiom), while Ohm’s law provides a
prescription for the (spatial) conduction currehfi.e., the compo-
nents ofI orthogonal ton).

It is important to recall that in deriving expressidnl(22) fo
Ohm’s law we are implicitly assuming that the collision foegcy
of the constituent particles of our fluid is much larger tha t
typical oscillation frequency of the plasma. Stated dédfely, the
timescale for the electrons and ions to come into equilibris
much shorter than any other timescale in the problem, soniat
charge separation is possible and the fluid is globally aéuthis
assumption is a key aspect of the MHD approximation.

The well-known ideal-MHD limit of Ohm’s law can be ob-
tained by requiring the current to be finite even in the linfitro
finite conductivity ¢ — o0). In this limit Ohm’s law [22) then
reduces to

E4+vxB—(E-v)v=0. (23)

Projecting this equation alongone finds that the electric field does
not have a component along that direction and then from steofe
the equation one recovers the well-known ideal-MHD conditi

E=-vxB, (24)

stating that in this limit the electric field is orthogonaktoth B and

v. Such a condition also expresses the fact that in ideal MHD th
electric field is not an independent variable since it canébedm-
puted via a simple algebraic relation from the velocity aradymetic
vector fields.

Summarizing: the system of equations of the relativistic re
sistive MHD approximation is given by the constraint eqoiasi
@—(8), evolution equationgl(6)3(8L.{14)=115) ahd (2@)ere the
fluxes are given by Eqs_(1L8)=(19) and the 3-current is given b

Ohm's law [22). These equations, together with a equatistatée
(EOS) for the fluid and a reasonable model for the condugtivit
completely describe the system under consideration pedvitn-
sistent initial and boundary data are defined.

Different limits of theresistive MHD description

At this point it is useful to point out some properties of tledar
tivistic resistive MHD equations discussed so far, to ulideitheir
purely hyperbolic character and to contrast them with tlddsther
forms of the resistive MHD equations which contain a parabol
partinstead. To do this within a simple example, we adophias-
tonian limit of Ohm'’s law[[2D),

J=0lE+v x B], (25)

where we have neglected terms of ord®fv?/c?), obtaining the
following potentially stiff equation for the electric field

OE -V x B=—0[E+ v x B]. (26)

Assuming now a uniform conductivity and taking a time detixe
of Eq. [@), we obtain the following hyperbolic equation wit-
laxation terms (henceforth referred simply as hyperb@iexation
equation) for the magnetic field
1
— —[0uB - V?B|=[0:B—-V x (vxB)]. (27)
If the displacement current can be neglected, :E ~
0B ~ 0, equation[(2l7) reduces to the familiar parabolic equa-
tion for the magnetic field

8tB—V><(v><B)—%V2B:0, (28)

where the last term is responsible for the diffusion of thgnetic
field. Itis important to stress the significant differencéhe charac-
teristic structure between equatiofis](27) (28). Botlations
reduce to the same advection equation in the ideal-MHD lohit
infinite conductivity ¢ — oo) indicating the flux-freezing condi-
tion. However, in the opposite limit of infinite resistivifg — 0)
Eq. [28) tends to the (physically incorrect) elliptic Laggaequa-
tion V2B = 0 while Eq. [ZT) reduces to the (physically correct)
hyperbolic wave equation for the magnetic field.

2.1 Theaugmented MHD system

The set of Maxwell equations described above can also bercast
an extended fashion which includes two additional fieldlsand

¢, introduced to control dynamically the constraints of thistem,
i.e., Egs [@) and(5). Thisaugmented”system reads

Op(F* +4pg™") = I°—ryn®, (29)
Mw(F™ + g™ = —ron®. (30)
Clearly, the standard Maxwell equatiord (IJ-(2) are reme
wheny = ¢ = 0 and we are in this way extending the space of
solutions of the original Maxwell equations to include taasith
non-vanishing{v, ¢}.

The evolution of these extra scalar fields can be obtained by
taking a partial derivativé, of the augmented Maxwell equations

(29)-[30) and using the antisymmetry of the Maxwell and &aya
tensors together with the conservation of charge to obtain

0,0 = —kKOa(yn®), (31)
0,0 ¢ —Kk0q(on") . (32)
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It is evident that these represent wave equations with seuiar
the scalar field$v, ¢}, which propagate at the speed of light while
being damped ik > 0. In particular, for any positiver, they de-
cay exponentially over a timescale 1/« to the trivial solution
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opposite limite — 0 (corresponding to the case of infinite conduc-
tivity), the system is instead said to béff, since the timescaleof
the relaxation (or stiff) ternR(U) is in general much larger than
the timescaler, of the hyperbolic parf’(U). In such a limit, the

¢ = ¢ = 0 and the augmented system then reduces to the stan-stability of an explicit scheme is only achievddvith a timestep

dard Maxwell equations, including the constraifils (4) &)dThis
approach, named hyperbolic divergence cleaning in theegbof

size At < e. This requirement is certainly more restrictive than the
Courant-Lewy-Friedrichs (CFL) stability conditioht < Ax/cp

ideal MHD 2), was proposed as a simple way of for the hyperbolic part and makes an explicit integratiopriacti-

solving the Maxwell equations and enforcing the conseovatf
the divergence-free condition for the magnetic field.
Adopting this approach and following the formulation pro-

posed b@OY), the evolution equations of thge a

mented Maxwell equationg (P9)=(30) can then be written as

o) +V-E q— K, (33)
#6+V-B = —ro, (34)
WE-VxB+Vy = —J, (35)
OWB+VXxE+Ve = 0. (36)

The system of equations (33)=[36), together with the cticen-

servation [(B), is the one we will use for the numerical evolut
of the electromagnetic fields within the set of relativisgésistive
MHD equations.

3 EVOLUTION OF HYPERBOL IC-RELAXATION
EQUATIONS

While the ideal-MHD equations are well suited to an efficient
merical implementation, the general system of relativiggsistive
MHD equations brings about a delicate issue when the coivityct
in the plasma undergoes very large spatial variations.dmefions
with high conductivity, in fact, the system will evolve omtgscales
which are very different from those in the low-conductiviggion.
Mathematically, therefore, the problem can be regardedhgper-
bolic one with stiff relaxation terms which requires spéciare to
capture the dynamics in a stable and accurate manner. Irettte n
Section we discuss a simple example of a hyperbolic equatithn
relaxation which exhibits the problems discussed abovetlaea
introduce implicit-explicit (IMEX) Runge Kutta methods tteal
with these kind of equations. In essence, these methodsthea
advection character of the system with strong-stabiligsprving
(SSP) explicit schemes, while the relaxation characten ait L-
stable diagonally implicit Runge Kutta (DIRK) scheme. Afpge-
senting the scheme, its properties and some examples, wesdis
in detail its application to the resistive MHD equations.

3.1 Hyperbolic systemswith relaxation terms
A prototypical hyperbolic equation with relaxation is givey

QU = F(U) + %R(U)7 37)
wheree > 0 is therelaxation time(not necessarily constant either
in space or in time)F'(U) gives rise to a quasilinear system of
equationsi(e., F'(U) depends linearly on first derivatives bf),
and R does not contain derivatives bf.

In the limit e — oo (corresponding for the resistive MHD
equations to the case of vanishing conductivity) the systehy-
perbolic with propagation speeds boundedchy This maximum
bound, together with the length scaleof the system, define a
characteristic timescale, = L/c;, of the hyperbolic part. In the

(© 2008 RAS, MNRASD00, [TH15

cal. The development of efficient numerical schemes for sysh
tems is challenging, since in many applications the relardatme
can vary by several orders of magnitude across the compuéhti
domain and, more importantly, to much beyond the one deteni
by the speed;,.

When faced with this issue several strategies can be adopted
The most straightforward one is to consider only the stiffilic —
0, where the system is well approximated by a suitable reduced
set of conservation laws callédquilibrium system” I.

1994) such that
R(U) = o0,
ol = GO).

(38)
39)

whereU is a reduced set of variables. This approach can be fol-
lowed if the resulting system is also hyperbolic. This iscsely

the case in the resistive MHD equations for vanishing riegigt

n — 0 (or o — o0). In this case, the equations reduce to those of
ideal MHD and describe indeed an “equilibrium system” in ethi
the magnetic field is simply advected with the flow. As disedss
earlier, this limit is often adequate to describe the behavf
dense astrophysical plasmas, but it may also stray awag im#y-
netospheres. A more general approach could consist ofiljid
the computational domain in regions in each of which a sifiegli

set of equations can be adopted. As an example, the ideal-MHD
equations could be solved in the interior of compact objettis
force-free MHD equations could be solved in the magnetagphe
and finally the Maxwell equations for the vacuum regions idets
the compact object. However, this approach requires theathve
scheme to suitably match the different regions so as to mlaai
global solution. This task, unfortunately, is far from kgstraight-
forward and, to date, it lacks a rigorous definition.

An alternative approach consists of considering the origi-
nal hyperbolic-relaxation system in the whole computaticto-
main and then employ suitable numerical schemes that work
for all regions. Among such schemes is the Strang-splitting
technique 8), which has been recently applied
by [Komissarov [(2007) for the solution of the (special) rielat
tic resistive MHD equations. The Strang-splitting schemvigles
second-order accuracy if each step is at least second-acder
rate, and this property is maintained under suitable assangp
even for stiff problems_(Jahnke & Lublch 2000). In practiney-
ever, higher-order accuracy is difficult to obtain even im-stiff
regimes with this kind of splitting. Moreover, when appli@dhy-
perbolic systems with relaxation, Strang-splitting sceemeduce
to first-order accuracy since the kernel of the relaxatioerafor is
non-trivial and corresponds to a singular matrix in thedinease,

therefore invalidating the assumptions made_by Jahnke &dtub

2 Implicit schemes could avoid this issue at an increased atatipnal
cost; however, an explicit second order accurate methorbapping iter-
atively the Crank-Nicholson scheme has been shown, in alsimpdel
with hyperbolic-relaxation terms, to work well when degliwith smooth
profiles without being too costly (M. Choptuik, private comnication)
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(2000) to ensure high-order accurecy. Komissarov (2008)d@d  tapje 1. Tableau for the explicit (et implicit (right) IMEX-SSP, 2, 2)
this problem by solving analytically the stiff part in a reda L-stable scheme

form of Ampere’s law. Although this procedure works well for 0 0 0 N N 0
smooth solutions, our implementation of the method hasatede 1 0 1=~ 1—2y o
problems when evolving discontinuous flows (shocks) fogdar 12 12 | 172 1/2
conductivities plasmas. Moreover, it is unclear whether tame
procedure can be adopted in more general configurationseveine y=1- L )
analytical solution may not be available.

As an alternative approach to the methods solving the rela-

tivistic resistive MHD equations on a single computaticthainain, o ) o )
we here introduce an IMEX Runge-Kutta methdd (Asher bt al. restrictions in some of the coefficients of their respecBugcher

1995 1997} Paresthi 2001: Pareschi & Riissol2005) to cope wit tableaus. Although each of them separately can have amaagbit

S

the stiffness problems discussed above. These methodsh ateé accuracy, this does not ensure that the combination of tiee tw
easily implemented, are still under development and haverfa- schemes will preserve the same accuracy. In addition toktbeea
atively minor) drawbacks. The most serious one is a degicdad conditions for each Runge-Kutta scheme, there are also addie
first or second-order accuracy for a range of values of traexagion tional conditions combining terms in the two tableaus whiulst

time e. However, since High-Resolution Shock-Capturing (HRSC) Pe fulfilled in order to achieve a global accuracy order fer¢bm-
schemes usually employed for the solution of the hydrodyaam Plete IMEX scheme.

equations already suffer from similar effects at discaritias, the ~ Since the details of these methods are not widely known, we
possible degradation of the IMEX schemes does not spoilte o first consider a simple example to fix ideas. A second-orddeXM

all quality numerical solution when employed in conjunatiwith scheme can be written in the tableau form given in Table 1.iithe
HRSC schemes. The next sections review in some detail thIME ~ termediate and final steps of this IMEX Runge-Kutta schemeavo
schemes and our specific implementation for the relativistsis- then be written explicitly as

tive MHD equations.
q v =U"+ %wR(U(”) :
U® =u"+ AtFUW)

+2H1 - ) RWD) + 9RO P)),

3.2 ThelMEX Runge-Kuttamethods

The IMEX Runge-Kutta schemes rely on the application of an im
plicit discretization scheme to the stiff terms and of anlieipone nt1l _ gen , AL 1) (2)
to the non-stiff ones. When applied to systéml (37) it takesdim u =U"+ T[F(U )+ FU)]

(Pareschi & Russo 2005) At

+5 [RUY) + RU™)).

1—1 v
UV =U"+AtY ay FUY)+ AtY ai;~RUY), Note that at each sub-step an implicit equation for the auryil
j=1 = € intermediate value& ) must be solved. The complexity of invert-
. . L @) v 1 ) ing this equation will clearly depend on the particular foofrthe
U™t =U"+ Aty @ F(U )+AtZWiZR(U ) operatorR(U).
i=1 i=1
(40)

where U are the auxiliary intermediate values of the Runge- 8.2.1 Stability properties of the IMEX schemes

Kutta scheme. The matriced = (a;;) and A = (a;;) are Stable solutions of conservation-type equations are lysaak-
v X v matrices such that the resulting scheme is explicitFin lyzed in terms of a suitable norm being bounded in time. \®ith
(i.e, a;; = 0for 7 > ) and implicit in R. An IMEX Runge-Kutta representing the solution vector at the time- n At, then a se-

scheme is characterized by these two matrices and the deeffic ~ quence{U™} is said to bé‘strongly stable” in a given norm - ||
vectors@; andw;. Since simplicity and efficiency in solving the  provided that| U™ | < ||U™| for all n > 0.

implicit part at each step is important, it is natural to ddes di- The most commonly used norms for analyzing schemes for
agonally implicit Runge-Kutta (DIRK) schemesse(, a;; = 0 for nonlinear systems are the Total-Variation (TV) norm andithe
j > i) for the stiff terms. finity norm. A numerical scheme that maintains strong sitstxt

A particularly convenient way of describing an IMEX Runge- the discrete level is called Strong Stability Preservin§R¥ (see
Kutta scheme is offered by the Butcher notation, in which the Spiteri & Ruuth (2002) for a detailed description of optin&®P
scheme is by a double tableau of the t 2003) schemes and their properties). Because of the stabilityepties

B . ) of the IMEX schemes_(Pareschi & Russo 2005), it follows tffat i
04’_~AT, 04’_77 (41) the explicit part of the IMEX scheme is SSP, then the method is
w w SSP for the equilibrium system in the stiff limit. This propeis
where the indeX’ indicates a transpose and where the coefficients €SSential to avoid spurious oscillations during the evofuof non-
&andc used for the treatment of non-autonomous systems are givenSmooth data.

by The stability of the implicit part of the IMEX scheme is en-
_ _ sured by requiring that the Runge-Kutta is “L-stable” and tiep-
o= ‘ resents an essential condition for stiff problems. In peactthis
€= Z; dij G = 2 ij (42) amounts to requiring that the numerical approximation isrioted
J= J=

in cases when the exact solution is bounded. A more striatieefi
The accuracy of each of the Runge-Kutta is achieved by imgosi  tion can be derived starting from a linear scalar ordinaffecéntial

(© 2008 RAS, MNRAS000,[THI5



Table 2. Tableaux for the explicit (first row) and implicit (secondwip
IMEX SSP-schemes. We use the standard notationk&SB, p), where
k denotes the order of the SSP scheme and the tfiplet, p) characterizes
respectively the number of stages of the implicit schemgtiie number of
stages of the explicit scheme)( and the order of the IMEX schemg)(

SSP2(3,3,2)

0 0 0 0

1/2 /2 0 0

1 /2 1/2 0
/3 1/3 1/3

1/4 /4 0 0

1/4 0 1/4 0

1 /3 1/3 1/3

/3 1/3 1/3

SSP3(3,3,2)
0 0 0 0
1 1 0 0
1/2 1/4 1/4 0
1/6 1/6 2/3
04 04 0 0
1—x 1—2y ¥ 0
1/2 1/2 -~ 0 5y
| 1/6 1/6  2/3
SSP3(4,3,3)
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
1 0 1 0 0
1/2 0 1/4 1/4 0
0 1/6 1/6 2/3
« a 0 0 0
0 —a « 0 0
1 0 1—« 0
1/2 B n 1/2-=B-n—a «
0 1/6 1/6 2/3
a = 0.24169426078821, [ = 0.06042356519705 ,
y=1-1/V2, n = 0.12915286960590 .

equation, namely
de 0 = qU . (43)

In this case it is easy to define the stability (or amplifica}ifunc-

tion C(z) as the ratio of the solutions at subsequent timesteps

C(z) = "' /¥", wherez = At q. A Runge-Kutta scheme is
then said to bd.-stableif |C(z)| < 1 (i.e, it is bounded) and
C(00) =0 .2003).

There are a number of IMEX Runge-Kutta schemes available
in the literature and we report here only some of the second an

third-order schemes which satisfy the condition that in lthat

e — 0, the solution corresponds to that of the equilibrium sys-

tem [38) (Pareschi & Russo 2005). These are given in theirtut

tableau form in Tablé]2 and are taken from Pareschi & Russo

(2005). In all these schemes the implicit tableau corredpdn
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4 IMEX RUNGE-KUTTA SCHEME FOR THE
AUGMENTED RESISTIVE MHD EQUATIONS

Having reviewed the main properties of the IMEX schemes, we

now apply them to the particular case of the special rektiw/ie-
sistive MHD equations. Our goal is to consider a numericallén
mentation of the general system that can deal with standahih
dynamic issues (like shocks and discontinuities) as wethase
brought up by the stiff terms discussed in the previous 8ecti
Hence, we adopt high-resolution shock-capturing algoritt{see
AppendixA) together with IMEX schemes. Because the firssone
involve the introduction of conserved variables in ordecast the
equations in a conservative form, we first discuss how toemgint
the IMEX scheme within our target system and subsequently ho
to perform the transformation from the conserved variabbethe
primitive ones.

4.1 IMEX schemesfor the M axwell-Hydrodynamic
equationsand treatment of theimplicit stiff part

For our target system of equations it is possible to intredac
natural decomposition of variables in terms of those whase e
lution do not involve stiff terms and those which do. More e
ically, with the electrical resistivity; playing the role of the re-
laxation parametee, the vector of fieldsU can be split in two
subsets{ X, Y}, with X = {E} containing the stiff terms, and
Y ={B,¢,¢,q,7,S, D} the non-stiff ones.

Following the prototypical Eq[{37), the evolution equato
for the relativistic resistive MHD equations can then beesahti-
cally written as

oY = E, (X7Y) ’ (44)
1
0 X mRX (X,Y), (45)

where the relaxation parameters allowed to depend also on the
Y non-stiff fields. The vectol” can be evolved straightforwardly
as it involves no stiff term. We further note that for our jpartar
set of equations, it is convenient to write the stiff part as

F. (X,Y)+

R, (X,Y)=A(Y)X + 8, (Y). (46)

As a result, the procedure to compute each stéffé of the IMEX
scheme can be performed in two steps:

(i) Compute the explicitintermediate valugX *, Y *} from all
the previously known levels, that is

1—1
Y =Y"+At> ayEUY), (47)
j=1
i—1 i—1 a
“_ xn ®) i ®)
X" =X"+At Zl aij Fy (UY) + At Zl T RUY),
Jj= Jj=

(48)

where we have defined”) = ¢(Y ) anda,; /"% in Eq. [48) is
a simple division and not a contraction on dummy indices.

(i) Compute the implicit part, which involves onlX, by solv-
ing

an L-stable scheme. The tableaus are reported in the notatio _
SSR(s,o,p), wherek denotes the order of the SSP scheme and YW =
the triplet(s, o, p) characterizes respectively the number of stages x () - x* 4 At
of the implicit scheme o), the number of stages of the explicit
scheme ¢), and the order of the IMEX schemg)(

YY", (49)

Q4 i
<5 B w?y. (50)

Note that the implicit equation, with the previous assuomp{E8),

(© 2008 RAS, MNRASD00, [TH15
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can be inverted explicitly

x® = M(Y™) (X" + ay EA<—£ S (Y7)), (51)
MY") = [I—as 2Eay), (52)

since the form of the matrix/ — a;; AtA(Y™)/e®] is known
explicitly in terms of the evolved fields.

The explicit expressions for stiff part are then given siyrip}

R, = -WE+W(E -v)v—WvxB, (53)
S, = —-WvxB, (54)
with the matrixA defined as
-1+ vﬁ Vg Vy Vg Vs
A=W Vg Uy -1+ vi Vy Uz (55)
Vs Vg V2 Uy -1+ vf

Hence, the matri¥// can be computed explicitly to obtain

1 a+ W+ aW?? aWQUzvy aW?v,v,
— aW2vwvy a+ W + aW2v§ aWQvaz
m aW?v,v, aWQUZvy a+ W + aW2vf

wherem = W2a + Wa? + W + a anda = ai; 0 At.

Summarizing: First, an intermediate staf&*} is found
through the evolution of the non-stiff part for the elecfradd. Sec-
ond, if the velocityv is known, the evolution of the stiff part can be
performed by acting witld/ to obtain

E = M(v) [E* +ai; At 09 S, (v, B)]. (56)

At this point the approach proceeds with the conversion ftioen
conserved variables to the primitive ones. Because of thplicm
between the electric and the velocity fields, such a proeedr
rather involved and more complex than in the ideal-MHD case;
detailed discussion of how to do this in practice will be preasd
in Sect[4.D.

Itis interesting to highlight the consistency at two known-|
its of the implicit solution of the stiff part. In the idealdND limit
(i.e., o — oo) the first term of Eq.[{36) vanishes, while the contri-
bution of the second term leads to the ideal-MHD condit[of) (2
On the other hand, in the vanishing conductivity liniie( o — 0)
the second term in EJ._(b6) vanishes, and the matrix redodéet
identity oneM (v) = I. In this case, the electric field is obtained
only by evolving the explicit pari,e., E = E*.

Finally, it is important to stress that one could, in prirejp
have considered the alternative route of adopting inst¥ad=
{E, q}, so that the right-hand-side gfwould be considered stiff
with R, = 0 andS, = V - R,. However, this choice could
lead to spurious numerical oscillations in the solutioncsithe
fluxes of ¢ can be discontinuous, while they would be evolved
with an implicit Runge-Kutta. As it has been shown underlyair
general conditions, high-order SSP schemes are necgssaril
plicit 1), so it follows that this part tife equa-
tions cannot be evolved with the implicit Runge-Kutta uslasow-
order scheme is implemented.

4.2 Transformation of conserved variablesto primitive ones

As mentioned in the previous Section, in order to evolve gsF s
tem of equations, the fluxe§F',,Fs, F'p} must be computed

{p, p, v, E, B}, which must be recovered from the evolved
conserved field§ D, =, S, E, B}. These quantities are related
by complicated equations which become transcendentapefme
particularly simple equations of state (EOS). As a reshé#,don-
version must be in general pursued numerically and the fivimi
variables are then given by the roots of the function

f(®) =plp,e) —p, (57)

wherep(p, €) is given by the chosen EOS apds the trial value
for the pressure eventually leading to the primitive vaeab

Note that since¥? = Y* [cf. Eq. [49)], the values of the
conserved quantitie§D, =, S, B} at time(n 4+ 1)At are ob-
tained by evolving their non-stiff evolution equations aHnj how-
ever, provide only an approximate solution for the electfietd
{E*}. As discussed in the previous Section, the final solution for
the electric fieldE requires the inversion of an implicit equation
and, hence, is a function of the velociiyand of the field B, E* }
[cf.Eq. (58)]. However, the velocity is a primitive quantity aifdis
not known at the tim¢n 4 1) At. Itis clear, therefore, that it is nec-
essary to obtain, at the same time, the evolution of thesiff of
the equations and the conversion of the conserved quarititi@to
the primitive ones. In what follows we describe how to do this
practice using an iterative procedure.

(i) Adopt as initial guess for the velocity its value at theyipus
time levelv = v™. The electric fieldE is computed by Eq[{36) as
a function of(E*, v, B).

(i) Adopt as initial guess for the pressure its value at trevip
ous time levep = p™. Compute in the following order

v — S —FExB
T T (BP+B)2+p
1
W= =,
V1—1v2
_ D
ro=
71— (E*+B*/2-DW+p(1-W?
€ = W . (58)

(iii) Solve numerically Eq. [(B7) by means of an iterative
Newton-Raphson solver, so that the solution at the itematiot 1
can be computed as

_ . flpm)
Pt =P = ()

The derivative of the functionf(p) needed for the Newton-
Raphson solver can be computed as

f'p) = v’ -1, (60)

with ¢s being the local speed of the fluid which, for an ideal-fluid
EOSp(p,e) = (I' — 1) p eis given by
2 F(F — 1)6

“ T U Te (61)

(iv) With the newly obtained values for the velocityand the
pressurep, the steps (i)—(iii) can be iterated until the difference
between two successive values falls below a specified tutera

(59)

The approach discussed above is a simple procedure that can
be implemented straightforwardly and works well for modera
ratios of | B|?/p, converging in less than0 iterations both for
smooth electromagnetic fields and for discontinuous onastefF
and more robust procedures to obtain the primitive vargbks-

at each timestep. These fluxes depend on the primitive fields tainly ca be implemented, but this is beyond the scope oftbik.

(© 2008 RAS, MNRASD00,[THI5
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Figure 1. Magnetic field componenB,, for a large-amplitude CP Alfvén
wave and for three different resolutiomsz = {1/50,1/100,1/200}.
The conductivity is constant with a magnitudecof= 10¢. The agreement
betweem the exact solution and that corresponding to the feigolution
one is excellent.

5 NUMERICAL TESTS

In this section we present several one-dimensional (1D)wor t
dimensional (2D) tests which have been used to validaterthe i
plementation of the IMEX Runge-Kutta schemes in the differe
regimes of relativistic resistive MHD. In all these tests evaploy
the ideal-fluid EOS witi" = 2 for the 1D tests and® = 4/3 in
the 2D ones. The different tests span several prescripfarthe
conductivity and compare the solutions obtained eithehn wibse
expected in the ideal-MHD limit or with those obtained wittet
Strang-splitting technique.

More specifically, in 1D we consider large-amplitude circu-
larly polarized (CP) Alfvén waves to test the ability of tbede to
reproduce the ideal-MHD results when adopting a very lagre c
ductivity. The intermediate conductivity regime is instdasted by
simulating a self-similar current sheet. Finally, a largege of uni-
form and non-uniform conductivities are used for a repregam
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1
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m>‘ 0; ,
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X

Figure 2. Magnetic field componenB, in a self-similar current sheet. The
solution is computed withV = 200 gridpoints Az = 1/200) and is
shown at the initial time¢ = 1 and att = 10. The conductivity is uniform
with a magnitude ot = 102 (i.e, = 1/¢ = 0.01). The numerical
solution is in excellent agreement with the exact one.

whereB, = By, k is the wave vector 4 is the amplitude of the
wave and the special relativistic Alfvén speedis given by

—1

2 2 2
= 1+\/1— (—QZABO > )
+ B3 (1+n%) h+ B5(1+n3)

(63)
In practice, using such ideal-MHD solution it is possibleasess
the accuracy of evolution of the resistive equations by iraoy
that for very large conductivities the numerical solutippeoaches
the exact one as the resolution is progressively incredsiscalso
worth remarking that although we do not expect the solutibn o
the resistive MHD equations to converge to that of ideal MD f
any finite value ofo, we also expect the differences between the
two to beO(v/o) and thus negligibly small for sufficiently large
values. For this reason, we have performed the evolutioh it
high uniform conductivity ofc = 10° for three different reso-
lutions N = {50, 100,200} covering the computational domain

shock-tube problem. In 2D, on the other hand, we first comside ¢ [-0.5,0.5]. In addition, the initial data parameters have been
a commonly employed test for ideal-MHD codes corresponding chosen so that = p = na = 1 and By = 1.1547, thus yielding

to a cylindrical explosion. Subsequently, we simulate anmdel
for a “magnetized neutron star” when modelled as a cyliradisic
symmetric density distribution obeying a Gaussian-profitee be-
haviour of the magnetic field is studied again for a range oftant
and non-uniform conductivities.

5.1 Onedimensional tests

5.1.1 Large amplitude CP Alfvén waves

This test is discussed in detail by Del Zanna étlal. (P007)wed
report here only a short summary. The solution describegrta-
gation of a large amplitude circularly-polarized Alfvéaves along
a uniform background fiel@, in a domain with periodic boundary
conditions. The exact solution in the ideal-MHD limit andas-

ing v, = 0 for simplicity, is given by|(Del Zanna et lal. 2007)

(B?J?BZ) =

naBo (cos[k(x — va t)],sin[k(z — va t)]),

VA
o (By7BZ)7

By (62)

('Uy, 'UZ) =

(© 2008 RAS, MNRASD00, [TH15

va = 1/2, with a full period being achieved at= 2.
Fig.[ confirms this expectation by reporting the component

B, after one period and thus overlapping with the initial one (a

= 0) for the highest resolution. This test shows clearly thahan
limit of very high conductivity the resistive MHD equatiotsnd
to a solution which is very close to the same solution obthine
the ideal-MHD limit. The convergence rate measured for tfferd
ent fields is consistent with the second-order spatial disation
being used as expected for smooth flows (see Appéndix A).

5.1.2 Self-similar current sheet

The details of this test are described ma@m@d),
again we provide here only a short description for complketen

We assume that the magnetic pressure is much smaller than the
fluid pressure everywhere, with a magnetic field givenBy—=

(0, By(z,t),0), whereB, (z, t) changes sign within a thin current
layer of width Al. Provided the initial solution is in equilibrium

(p = const.), the evolution is a slow diffusive expansion of the
layer due to the resistivity and described by the diffusiqnagion
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Figure 3. Left panel:Magnetic field componenB, in the solution of the shock-tube problem. Different lineger to three different resolutions and to the
exact ideal-MHD solution at = 0.4. The conductivity is uniform with a magnitude of = 10. Right panel:The same as in the left panel but for different
uniform conductivities. Note that fary = 0 the solution describes a discontinutiy propagating at fleed of light and corresponding to Maxwell equations
in vacuum. As the conductivity increases, the solution seladhe ideal-MHD one.
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Figure 4. Differences in the magnetic field componefif, between the
numerical solution computed with either the Strang or th&Kschemes
and the exact solution of the shock-tube in the ideal-MHDtliffhe differ-
ences are computed for several uniform conductivitiehpalyh the Strang-
splitting technique does not yield a stable solution foueal larger than
oo ~ 7000 for the reference resolution akz = 1/400 (i.e. with 400
gridpoints). Shown in the inset is the maximum conductifdy which a
solution was possiblermax, as a function of the number of gridpoints,.

[cf. Eq. [28) withv = 0]

1
OBy — ;aiBy =0. (64)
As the system expands, the width of the layer becomes mugérlar
than Al and it evolves in a self-similar fashion. For> 0, the
analytical exact solution is given by

By(l‘,t) = BO erf (% %) 5

where¢ = t/2* and ‘erf” is the error function. This solution
can be used for testing the moderate resistive regime. wrollo
ing7), and in order to avoid the singulamvébur
att = 0, we have chosen as initial data the solution at 1 with
p=>50,p=1,E =v = 0ando = 100. The domain covers the
regionz € [—1.5, 1.5] with N = 200 points.

(65)

The numerical simulation is evolved up to= 10 and then
the numerical and the exact solution are compared in[Figh2. T
two solutions match so well that they are not distinguisbadih
the plot, thus, showing that the intermediate-condugtirgégime is
also well described by our method.

5.1.3 Shock-tube problem

As prototypical shock-tube test we consider a simple MHG\oer

of the Brio and Wu tesﬂmm%), where the initial left
and right states are separated:at 0.5 and are given by

(" 0", By) (1.0,1.0,0.5),
(" p", BY = (0.125,0.1,-0.5),

while all the other fields set t06. We consider both uniform and
non-uniform conductivities. In the latter case we adoptfitiew-
ing prescription

oc=o00D",

(66)

thus allowing for nonlinearities in the dependence of thedewtiv-
ity on the conserved quantitf. This is one of the simplest cases,
but in realistic situations a more general expression fecctnduc-
tivity can be assumed, wheeeis a function of both the rest-mass
density and of the specific internal energg,, o = o(p, €).

The exact solution of the ideal MHD Riemann problem
was found by|(Giacomazzo & Rezzolla 2006), and in our partic-
ular case it has been computed with a publicly available code
[see_Giacomazzo & Rezzdlla (2006)]. Whiq = 0, the structure
of the solution contains only two fast waves, a rarefactioovim
ing to the left and a shock moving to the right, with a tanganti
discontinuity between them. More demanding Riemann proble
have also been performed but the procedure to convert the con
served variables into the primitive ones has shown in thase a
lack of robustness for large ratios |d8 | /p.

We have first considered the case of uniforfn £ 0) and
very large conductivity €, = 10°) as in this case we can use the
solution in the ideal-MHD limit as a useful guide. The profie
the magnetic field componer, for three different resolutions
Az = {1/100,1/200,1/400} and the exact solution are shown
in the left panel of Fig.3 at = 0.4. Overall, the results indicate

(© 2008 RAS, MNRAS000,[THI5
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Figure 5. Left panel:Evolution of a non-uniform conductivity in the shock-tube problem for different valuespfand indicated by the different lines
(00 = 106 for all lines). Notice the large variability on the magnieudf the conductivityRight panel:The same as in the left panel but for the magnetic field
component3,,.

that even in the presence of shocks our numerical soluticdheof are shown in the left panel of Figl 5, where the conductistglot-
resistive MHD tends to the ideal-MHD solution as the resotut ted att = 0.4 for several values of. Note that the conductivity
is increased. It is also interesting to study the behavidtine so- traces the evolution of the rest-mass density and that tiwico
lution for different values of the constaat while still keeping a can be found also whea varies of almostl2 orders of magni-
uniform conductivity {.e., v = 0). This is shown in the right panel  tude across the grid. Similarly, the right panel of Eilg. Sothys the
of Fig[3, which displays the different solutions obtainaag where componentB,, for the different values ofy. It should be stressed
itis possible to see how they change smoothly from a waveddk that because of the relation {66) betweemnd p, the region on
lution for oo = 0 to the ideal-MHD one fob = 10°. the left has at this time a very high conductivity and the nticaé
This set up is also useful to perform a comparison between the Selution tends to the ideal-MHD one. The opposite happertaen

IMEX and the Strang-splitting approaches. In Fily. 4 we shioe t right region, where the conduct'ivity is lower for higherm ofy.
L*'-norm of the difference between the numerical solution iolet Clearly, the results presented in Hig. 5 show that our impletar

with both schemes and the ideal-MHD exact solution, foredéht tion can handle non-uniform (and quite steep) conductitfiles
values of the conductivity wittN' = 400 points. even in the presence of shocks.

Several comments are in order. Firstly, the reported diffee
between the numerical solution for the resistive MHD ecdpregi 52 Two-dimensional tests

and the ideal-MHD equations should not be interpreted ag-an e o )
ror given that the latter is not the correct solution of theieq ~ °-2-1 The cylindrical explosion
tions. Hence, the fact that the use of a Strang-splittinghodbt
yields smaller differences is simply a measure of its ghdftbetter
capture steep gradients. Secondly, while the IMEX approaes
not show any sign of instability fory ranging betweer0? and
10°, the implementation adopting the Strang-splitting teghai
becomes unstable for moderately high values of the condiycti  present in all the possible directions and the numericalémpnta-
and, at least for the shock-tube problem, no numericalisolwtas tion is therefore tested in all of its parts. For this test esssquare
possible forry 2 7000 at the above resolution. Increasing the reso- domain(z,y) € [~6,6] with a resolutionAz = Ay = 1/200.

lution can help increase the maximum value of the resigtivitich The initial data is such that inside the radiusc 0.8 the pressure
can be handled, but since this gain is only linear with the lpem is set top = 1 while the density tgp = 0.01. In the intermedi-
of gridpoints aiming for higher conductivities results iraptical. ate region0.8 < r < 1.0 the two quantities decrease exponen-
This is shown in the inset of Fifl 4, which reports the maximum a1y up to the exterior regiom > 1, where the ambient fluid has
conductivity for which a solution was possible,ax, as a function p = p = 0.001. The magnetic field is uniform with only one non-

of the number of gridpointsy. Finally, we note that the difference  jvial componentB = (0.05,0,0). The other fields are set to be
between the IMEX numerical solution and the exact ideal-MHD  ,q,q f.e. E = ¢ = 0), which is consistent within the ideal-MHD

one saturates betweeg ~ 10° — 10°. This is not surprising since approximation.
the differences are expected to®é1/c), and thus the saturation
in the differences essentially provides a measure of oacation
error at the resolution used.

We now consider problems involving shocks in more than ore di
mension. A demanding test for the relativistic codes is <
drical blast wave expanding in a plasma with an initiallyfanin
magnetic field. Although there is no exact solution for thiskp
lem, strong symmetric explosions are useful tests sincekshare

The evolution is performed with a high conductivity= 10°
in order to recover the solution from the ideal-MHD approaim
tion. As shown in FiglJ6, which reports the magnetic field comp

A more challenging test is offered by the solution of the $hoc  nentsB,, (left panel) andB, (right panel) at time = 4, we obtain
tube in the presence of a non-uniform conductivity. In gaittr, we results that are qualitatively similar to those publisheddiffer-
have considered the same initial states and the same nformni ent works|(Komissardv 1999a; Neilsen el al. 2006; Del Zanmaél e
conductivity discussed above, but used different valueghie ex- [2007;| Komissarov 2007). While a strict comparison with aacéx
ponenty in (&8) while keepingro constant. The results of this test  solution is not possible in this case, the solution foundoimes ex-

(© 2008 RAS, MNRASD00, [TH15
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Figure 6. Magnetic field componentB.. (left panel) andB,, (right panel) for the cylindrical explosion test at time= 4.

tremely well the one obtained with another 2D code solvirg th
ideal MHD equations. Most importantly, however, the figurevss
that the solution is regular everywhere and that similanlts<an
be obtained also with smaller values of the conductivéyg{ no
significant difference was seen fer> 10%).

5.2.2 The cylindrical star

We next consider a toy model for a star, thought as an infinite
column of fluid aligned with the:-axis but with compact support

in other directions. Because of the symmetry in thdirection,
0.U 0 for all the fields and the problem is therefore two-
dimensional. More specifically, we consider initial dateegi by

—(r/ro 2
p = poe T, (67)
vo= (07,0%0%) = p(0,0°,0), (68)
2
_ T ) z\ r
B = (ByBaB)_p(07072BO(1_@)>7 (69)
wherer = /22 + y? is the cylindrical radial coordinate. The

other fields can be computed at the initial time by using tHg-po
tropic EOSp = p', the ideal-MHD expressiofi_(24) for the elec-
tric field, and the electric charge from the constraint eiguat
q = V - E. We have chosen, = 0.7, p = 1.0, w® = 0.1 and
By = 0.05. An atmosphere ambient fluid with = 0.01 is added
outside the cylinder. Finally, the resolutionds: = 1/200 and the
domain is(z,y) € [-3, 3].

of the resistive MHD system for different uniform condudiis in
the rangero € [102, 10°]. In the limiting casero = 0 the solution
corresponds to a wave propagating at the speed of light the
solution of the Maxwell equations in vacuum), while for largal-
ues ofa the solution is stationary (as expected in the ideal-MHD
limit). The behaviour observed in the left panel Hijy. 7 isoalse
expected one: the higher the conductivity, the closer thetisa

is to the stationary solution of the ideal-MHD limit. For lovon-
ductivities, on the other hand, there is a significant diffnof the
solution, which is quite rapid far, < 102 and for this reason those
values are not plotted here. We note that values of the comiyc
larger thanyo > 107 lead to numerical instabilities that we believe
are coming from inaccuracies in the evolution of the chaegesiy

¢, and which contains spatial derivatives of the currentaedh
addition, the stiff quantity?,. is seen to converge only to an order
~ 1.5. This can be due to the “final layer” problem of the IMEX
methods, which is known to produce a degradation on the acgur
of the stiff quantities. Luckily, this does not spoil the gergence
of the non-stiff fields, which are instead second-order eogent.
Itis possible that the use of stiffly-accurate schemes chue $lois
degradation of the convergence and this is an issue we a&erhe
exploring.

We finally consider the same test, but now employing the non-

This simple problem exhibits some of the issues present in a uniform conductivity given by Eq{66) witep = 10° and dif-

magnetized rotating neutron star: a compactly supportgdmeass
density distribution, an azimuthal velocity field and a pdéd mag-
netic field. Suitable source terms describing a gravitafigoten-
tial have been added to the Euler equations in order to gktast
at the initial time, a stationary solution. In the ideal-MHibit the
magnetic lines are frozen in the fluid and thus a static prisfiédso
expected for the magnetic field.

In the left panel of Fig.]7 we plot the slige= 0 of the mag-
netic field componenB~* att = 14 as obtained from the evolution

ferent values fory. The results are presented in the right panel of
Fig.[d, which shows that the magnetic fields inside the stabar
sically the same in all the cases, stressing the fact thahtagor

of the star will not be significantly affected by the exteigotution,
which has much smaller conductivity. However, the elecagm
netic fields outside the star do change significantly foredéht
values of~, underlining the importance of a proper treatment of
the resistive effects in those regions of the plasma wherédal-
MHD approximation is not a good one.

(© 2008 RAS, MNRASD00,[THI5
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Figure 7. Left panel:Slice, aty = 0, of the magnetic field componeit* for different conductivitiess and the exact solution in the ideal-MHD limit. The
resolution isAz = 1/200 and the solution is plotted at= 14. Right panelithe same configuration as in the left panel but with a noneamifconductivity
with o9 = 106 and~ = [0, 3, 6, 9]. The values inside the star are essentially the same fo amjile there are significant differences outside.

6 CONCLUSIONS

We have introduced Implicit-Explicit Runge-Kutta schentes
solve numerically the (special) relativistic resistive Mldquations
and thus deal, in an effective and robust way, with the probla-
herent to the evolution of stiff hyperbolic equations wigiaxation
terms. Since for these methods the only limitation on the sfzhe
timestep is set by the standard CFL condition, the approagh s
gested here allows to solve the full system of resistive MigDae
tions efficiently without resorting to the commonly adoplieait of
the ideal-MHD approximation.

More specifically, we have shown that it is possible to split
the system of relativistic resistive MHD equations into & ck
equations that involves only non-stiff terms, which can beheed
straightforwardly, and a set involving stiff terms, whicancalso
be solved explicitly because of the simple form of the s#ffnts.
Overall, the only major difficulty we have encountered inveaj
the resistive MHD equations with IMEX methods arises in thie-c
version from the conserved variables to the primitive oheshis
case, in fact, there is an extra difficulty given by the faett tinere
are four primitive fields which are unknown and have to beriace
simultaneously. We have solved this problem by using exéra-i
tions in our 1D Newton-Raphson solver, but a multidimenaion
solver is necessary for a more robust and efficient impleatiemnt
of the inversion process.

With this numerical implementation we have carried out a
number of numerical tests aimed at assessing the robusiness

of the (special) relativistic resistive MHD equations wihscalar
isotropic Ohm'’s law to the general relativistic case, ascaippli-
cation to compact astrophysical bodies such a magnetizehybi
neutron stars (Anderson ef al. 2008; Liu i al. 2008). Thatisol

of the resistive MHD equations can yield different resulhs only

in the dynamics of the magnetosphere produced after theemerg
but also provide the possibility to predict, at least in sapprox-
imation, the electromagnetic radiation produced by thegereof
these objects. The second improvement consists of congjdar
non-scalar and anisotropic Ohm’s law, so that the behawbtire
currents in the magnetosphere can be described by usingya ver
high conductivity along the magnetic lines and a negligiatyall

one in the transverse directioOO4). Suclman
provement may serve as a first step towards an alternative mod
elling of force-free plasmas.
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APPENDIX A: TVD SPACE DISCRETIZATION

We are generically interested in solving hyperbolic coveton
laws of the form

U + 8, "F(U) = S(U),

whereU is the vector of the evolved field&,F are their fluxes
and.S contains the sources terms. The semi-discrete versiomsof th
equation, in one dimension, is simply given by

(A1)

Fi+l/2 - 13‘1;1/2

Ol =~ Az

+S(U,), (A2)
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whereﬁiil/g are consistent numerical fluxes evaluated at the in-  Anile A., 1989, Relativistic fluids and magneto-fluids: Wétppli-

terfaces between numerical cells. These consistent flueesoan-

puted by using HRSC methods, which are based on the use of Rie-

mann solvers. More specifically, we have implemented a noadifi
tion of the Local Lax-Friedrichs approximate Riemann soive
troduced bMI .m‘ﬂ), which only needs the specadius
(i.e., the maximum eigenvalue) of the system. In highly relativis
cases, like the ones we are interested in, the spectrakradilose

to the light speed = 1 and so the Local Lax-Friedrichs reduces to
the simpler Lax-Friedrichs flux

1
Fipi)p= §[FL + Fr+ (ur —ur)], (A3)

whereur,,ur are the reconstructed solutions on the left and on
the right of the interface and’z, F'r their corresponding fluxes.
The standard procedure is then to reconstruct the solutiom r

by interpolating with a polynomial and then compute the fhuxe
Fr = F(ur) andFr = F(ugr). In our implementation we first
recombine the fluxes and the solution 007)

F'Z-i =F +u;. (A4)

Then, using a piecewise linear reconstruction, these auatibins
can be computed on the left/right of the interface as

1 _ _ 1. _
Ff :Fi++§A:r7 Fr=F i — §Ai+17 (A5)

whereAii are just the slopes used to extrapolﬁll% to the inter-
faces. Finally, the consistent flux is computed by a simpésaye

~ 1 _
Fij12 = §[FL+ + Fr]. (A6)
For a linear reconstruction the slopes can be written as
A;L = L(Fiil —Fi+7Fi+ _Fitl)v
Aijrl = L(Fiiz - Fiﬁl: Fiil - Fz'Jr) ) (A7)

so that it is trivial to check that the standard Lax-Frieksi€A3) is
recovered whem\;” = A;. The choice of these slopes becomes
crucial in the presence of shocks or very sharp profiles,enthié
use of some nonlinear operatdiéx, y) preserves the Total Varia-
tion Diminishing (TVD) condition on the interpolating palgmial.

In this way, the TVD schemes capture accurately the dynaafics
strong shocks without the oscillations which appear wigémdard
finite-difference discretizations. Monotonicity is typlty enforced

by making use of slope limiters and we have in particular enpl
mented the Monotonized Centered (MC) limiter

Lz, ) = lsign(e)+sign(y)] min(2le], 2lyl, 5la-+y), (A8)

which provides a good compromise between robustness and acc
racy. Note that with linear reconstruction the scheme insgc
order accurate in the smooth regions, although it dropsgbdider
near shocks and at local extrema.
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