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ABSTRACT

Context. Implicit solvers present strong limitations when used opestcomputing facilities and in particular for adaptive mes
refinement codes.

Aims. We present a new method for implicit adaptive time-steppingadaptive mesh-refinement grids. We implement it in the
radiation-hydrodynamics solver we designed forRAMSES code for astrophysical purposes and, more particularfypfotostellar
collapse.

Methods. We briefly recall the radiation hydrodynamics equations #medadaptive time-stepping methodology used for hydrody-
namical solvers. We then introduce théfelient types of boundary conditions (Dirichlet, Neumanr Robin) that are used at the
interface between levels and present our implementatitimeafiew method in thRAMSES code. The method is tested against classical
diffusion and radiation hydrodynamics tests, after which weearean application for protostellar collapse.

Results. We show that using Dirichlet boundary conditions at levegifaces is a good compromise between robustness and egcura
and that it can be used in structure formation calculati®he. gain in computational time over our former unique tinepsnethod
ranges from factors of 5 to 50 depending on the level of adapiine-stepping and on the problem. We successfully coenberold
and new methods for protostellar collapse calculationsitivalve highly nonlinear physics.

Conclusions. We have developed a simple but robust method for adaptive-sipping of implicit scheme on adaptive mesh-
refinement grids. It can be applied to a wide variety of ptglgicoblems that involve fliusion processes.

Key words. hydrodynamics, radiative transfer - Methods: numericédrS formation

1. Introduction deal with difusion-like problems. This coupling of explicit and
L ) . implicit solvers is relatively straightforward and wetliglied on
The study of structure formation in the Universe 'nVOIVeﬁniformgrids (e.gl. Turner & Stofie 2001), but becomes faremo
multiscale highly nonlinear physics such as hydrodynam&s  gigicult on complex grids, such as those generated by adaptive
diative transfer, gravity, and magnetic fields. Numerioglesi- 1 ,asn-refinement (AMR, see tRAMSES cod2'

ments are the best laboratory for studying these structbres Commercon et al. 2011c).

they remain challenging. Thanks to the formidable develepm 14 jiystrate the main diiculties of designing an implicit
.Of supercompufing faC|I|t|es_, these numerical experimesn mqihqd for AMR grids, let us first consider the simple heatequ
integrate many dierent physical processes and use thousandsgf, i one dimension. The second-order parabolic paritéd

processors to achieve unprecedented numerical resalii®n o ptia| equations can be generalized asfeusion problem fol-
ertheless, @icient scaling often becomes problematic becau&g,ving

of the variety of dynamically important physical processes

volved. For instance, some physical processes, such & ragiy — Ks2 U = 0, (1)
tive transfer, involve dynamical timescales that are mundrter

than in hydrodynamics. If hydrodynamics and radiativesfan whereU(x,t) is function of positionx and timet, andK is the
are coupled in a unique nonrelativistic system of equafithes diffusion codficient. Numerically, equatiofif1) can be integrated
time step at which this system can be integrated is limitethby with explicit or implicit methods to advance from time leveio
one derived from radiation transport at the speed of light. | time leveln+1. Explicit discretization of{1) leads to the Courant
plicit methods have thus been developed and coupled to hydrgiedrich Levy (CFL) stability condition

dynamical solvers to handle the short characteristic thales

of physical processes such as thgdiion. In general, hydrody- AX?

namical codes use an operator splitting approach with ejt(pliAtexp < oK’ 2

solvers to integrate the Euler equations and implicit ssite
with Ax the size of the discretized mesh. The explicit CFL

Send offprint requests to: B. Commergon condition for difusion equation scales as<® and is thus far
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more stringent than the classical CFL derived for the stabilux limiter, Et is the total energfr = pe + 1/2ou° + E; (e is
ity of the hyperbolic system formed by the Euler equatiortke internal specific energyjp is the Planck opacityk; is the
(Athyp < AX/Cs, with cs the gas sound speed). This can lead t@diative energy, ané; is the radiation pressure.
extensive computing time when both hyperbolic and paraboli The method presented in paper | is based on an operator split-
equations are treated simultaneously. For that reasomtiequ ting scheme, where the hydrodynamical part is integratatjus
(@ is often integrated using an implicit scheme, which isam the hyperbolic explicit solver &AMSES and the radiative energy
ditionally stable. The implicit scheme requires solving atrix ~ diffusion and coupling between matter and radiation terms are
system of equatiohx = b, where matrixA has to be inverted to integrated using an implicit scheme. The method uses a €onju
get the vector solutior. While matrix inversion does not presengate gradient algorithm in which all the levels of the AMRdyri
strong conceptual fliculties for uniform grids using precondi-are coupled so that calculations advance in time followhngy t
tioned iterative methods, the problem becomes challengiven CFL conditions of the finest level of refinement. The main lim-
the grid is complex like the one generatedR#yISES. itation of this method is that it uses a unique time step, atd c
Another feature of AMR codes is the use of adaptiveulations can become very expensive in numerical expetisnen
time-stepping (ATS) in their hydrodynamical solvelmyi involving a large hierarchy of AMR levels. In the followinge
; [.2010; ' t al. 301Bresent an implementation of ATS for the implicit method-pre
to speed calculations up. For implicit solvers, ATS is not a&ented in Paper .
straightforward as for an explicit scheme, since an opeiato
tegrated with an implicit scheme caffect all the grids of the
computational domain. Some authors have designed the
method for implicit schemes derived fromfiiision equations Most astrophysical problems deal with a large range of phys-
h 2003; Zhang et al. 2011). In these metizal scales, as for instance in star formation, where séatehe
ods, the diusion equation is updated on a level-by-level basisize of the cloud (unit of a parsec) and of the protostar @frsio-
and the total radiative energy is conserved by storing fluket |ar radius, R ~ 10°8 pc) have to be considered simultaneously.
level interfaces. This produces a high level of hierarchy in AMR grids, eaclelev
In a previous paper, Commercon et al. (2011c), hereafter Paraving a size of\x’. For the classical Euler system of equa-
per |, proposed a method that integratesfeudion-like equation tions (conservation of mass, momentum and total energyd-a s
in the RAMSES code for radiation-hydrodynamics using a twobility condition can be calculated for each level followitie
temperature approach. The method in Paper | uses a unigeie {@FL condition, namely,
step for all the levels and does not take advantage of the ATS AX
method developed for the hydrodynamical solverRAMSES. At=C , 4)
The purpose of this paper is to present a new ATS method for lul + Cs
implicit solvers on AMR grids in order to speed up the solvavhereC < 1 is the CFL number anfii is the fluid velocity
of Paper |. We seek to keep the method as simple as possibla@gm.
allow quick implementation in other codes using ATS for thei  To integrate the Euler equations on AMR grids, a unique
hydrodynamical solver. time step can be used, meaning that all the levels evolve with
The paper is organized as follows. In Sect. 2, we recall tee same time step, given by the CFL condition on the finest
radiation hydrodynamics (RHD) equations we use and briefgVel {max. This method is very powerful, but can be expensive
present the flux-limited diusion solver we designed in Paper Iwhen a high number of AMR levels is used. In the ATS scheme,
The new implicit solver for thRAMSES code is presented in Sect.each level evolves with its own time step which considerably
3. In Sect. 4, the method is then tested against well-knost tduces the CPU timeRAMSES uses ATS for the hydrodynamics
cases for dfusion and RHD. As a final test, RHD dense corgolver [Teyssiér 2002), following the rule that the timepsté
collapse calculations with very high resolution are perfed in @ level¢ equals always the sum of two time steps on the finer
Sect. 5. Section 6 summarizes our work and the main resotls, devel, i.e At" = At{*1 + AtS*L. Ideally, if all the levels of the grid
presents our perspectives. hierarchy are #ective and if the problem is isothermal and has
a uniform velocity, we havetim= = 2maxAt0 whereAt? is the
_ time step of the coarser level. The scheme is only first-cader
2. Basic concepts curate at level interfaces, but the errors are localized ailevel
2.1. Radiation hydrodynamics in RANSES interfaces and generally the rati_o between _th(_a interf_adam
and the volume of the computational domain is relatively lsma
In Paper I, we presented an implementation of a RH(@therwise a uniform grid would be uséd, Teyssier 2002)dn a
solver intoRAMSES using the flux-limited dfusion approxima- dition, truncation errors can propagate only if waves mowenf

Aﬁ'g Adaptive time-stepping for hydrodynamics

tion (FLD, e.glMi 8; Levermore & Pomraning 1981)oarse to fine grids, which is not the case in accretion flohes (t
The RHD equations with all the radiative quantities estedah accretion shock moves from fine to coarse). InRA®SES im-
the comoving frame then read plementation, the fine levels are updated first. When ai gell
at level? is updated, the flu%ﬁjlﬂ/g'l that crosses the interface
o +V [pu] =0 with a celli at a coarser level- 1 during the two fine time steps
owpu +V [pu ®U + PI[] = —-AVE; AtC + At is
OEr+V[u(Er+P)] = -PV:u-AuVE 1 2 L
cl 3 -1 n+At! n+At+AL
W (%VEr) © Fln:lA/tZ = At + At (Atgl:prl/z1 + AtgFiJrl/Zl 2)’ (®)
OE; + V[UE] = -RV:u+V-(4VE) 114G
+kppC(arT? - Ey), such that the total conservative variables (mass, momeatan

total energy) are conserved. The aim of this paper is to eupl
wherep is the material density,is the velocity,P is the thermal an implicit solver to the hydrodynamical ATS scheme used in
pressurexgr is the Rosseland mean opacifyjs the radiative RAMSES.
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Fig. 1. Two dimensional sketch of possible AMR grid configuratiohsha interface between two levelseft: configuration 1 where cellis at
level ¢ and celli — 1 at levelf + 1 Right: configuration 2 where cellis at level¢ and celli — 1 at level? — 1. In both sketches, the vertical red line
represents the surface over which energy is exchanged wlielY lis updated. Similarly, the horizontal dashed red line re@nés the gradient
over which the flux is computed using the energy marked by atad(the value is interpolated using the value represenytdte attached blue
circle).

3. Numerical method We definelg as the mean diusion codicient at cells interface,
3.1, Definiti and A’ = KAt//(Ax")?. For a given leve¥, we thus have three
-+ Definitions types of coéficientC, namelyC~t, C~¢ and,C~1, de-

Let us consider the following ffusion equation on the ra-Pending on the grid configuration at cells interface
diative energ\E;

2
IE (»0-1  _  Epl
(9_tr = V.KVE,, (6) c 3N (11)
(-t _ 4
The finite volume discretization in thedirectiof of equation CHM B Ae’ (12)
() using an implicit scheme gives C = AL (13)
1 1 1
En - En Vi = K B — B S In the previous implementation of Paper |, the cells at Iéwel
At bTOETT A /2 are not interpolated at levéland theC~*! coefficient equals
Enfrl _ En_+1 23—nd|mA£/3.
—Ki 1/ o 1Sy, (7) In the following, we solve the dliusion equation for each

. level ¢ independently from the other levels. In the case where a
whereVi is the volume of cell, Si../> the surface of exchangeqg| of level ¢ is at an interface with a coarser or a finer level,
between cell and celli + 1, Ki.y/> is the mean diusion codli- \\e need to specify a boundary condition at the level inteac
cient computed at the cell interface (€l§..1/2 = (Kiw1 +Ki)/2). 1 solve the matrix system given by equatibh (8). We now study
Equation[(¥) can be written in the form different types of boundary condition at level interfaces that ¢
~Cic1)2E]iY + (14 Cicyj2 + Ciar2) N = Cii2ENYY = BN (8)  be used to compute the corresponding flux between celisl
whereCi.1/» = Kiz1/2Si21/2At/ (AxVi). Equation[[8) forms a ma- | = 1, 50 thaCi_1> = C" orCiyp = C"Llf cellis at

trix system,Ax = b, where matrixA has to be inverted to get thel€vel, celli — 1 can be either at levél+ 1 or at levelf — 1. We
new value of the radiative enerdg*! (the solution vectox). assume that celisandi + 1 are at the same level

TheCi.1/, codlicient depends on the grid configuration, namely

if the neighboring cells— 1 andi + 1 are or not at the same level
of refinement as cell In the first configuration, fid.]1a, celis
at level¢ and celli — 1 at level¢ + 1. In the simplest case, the3.2.1. Dirichlet boundary condition

neighboring cells at leveél + 1 are interpolated on a coarser cell . ) ) .

at level?, so that theC~*! coeficient calculations is reduced. The1D|r|chIet boundary is an imposed boundary condition,
to the one on a uniform mesh. We thus have e, EN, = Ef_. Equation[(8) then reads

C_f—>€+l Ki,l/g(AXZ)nd'mflAtg "

i-12 = AX (Axymdim (1+Ciyp + Ci+1/2)EEi+l - CieEl = B + CiiaEl g,
= M (9) where we moved the terms correspondingto , on the rand-
(Ax)? hand-side (RHS) of the matrix system, i.e., in theector.
wherendim is the number of dimensions of the problem. In the
opposite case, fifl]l 1b, where cklbk at level¢ and celli — 1 at
level¢ — 1, we have

Ki_1/2(Ax )Mdim-1A¢¢ The Neumann boundary corresponds to an imposed flux

3.2. Different types of boundary conditions

3.2.2. Neumann boundary condition

(—0-1 K .
Cisijz EXT Fi1/2, 1.e.,Cii12(EN — ENY) = Fi_yjo. Equation[[B) reads
2 Ki_12At’ 1 1
= §ﬁ. (10) 1+ Cip)EY" - CiapEl; = B + Fiogpa,

1 We assume that the radiative energy is uniform intaadzdirection Where the imposed flux is also computed in the RHS of the ma-
for a given position on the axis, i.e., plane parallel approximation.  trix system.
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3.2.3. Robin boundary condition 3.3.3. Energy loss with Dirichlet BC at coarse-to-fine

) ) interface
The Robin boundary corresponds to a mix between the

Dirichlet and the Neumann boundary conditions, i.e., the en Inthe case of a Dirichlet boundary condition, the error made

ergy exchange at level interfaces corresponds toq)F; 12 + ©On energy conservation at the_in;erface can be c_omput(_e;it_anal
a(EM! - EN_,)/Ax. Equation[(B) reads ically. We assume that the radiative energy is uniform withie

oct at levelf + 1, so that the restriction operation on the oct gives
=~ (-1 (-1
(1+aCi_1j2 + Ciy1/2)EN! - Ci+1/zEn»+11 = E\ +eCii1E] (Egimt )= (EI}*’“ ) '
o nr +E'1 oF m- The flux that crosses the surfagé = (Ax/)™™-1 petween
- i-1/2

celli and celli — 1 during the update of levélis given by equa-

tion ()

wherea is anad-hoc parameters, that gives the weight of each

type of boundary conditions (8 a < 1). Robin boundary con- /.1 _ 1 K (Enfmf + EMRAY _En ) (15)
ditions can be not only used as physical boundary conditiond-%/2 ~— 2 SAxe VT g ri-1)>

but also as virtual boundary conditions when solving large m

trix system with a parallel algorithm on subdomains ( where we assume that] = At} = 1/2At{™* and that the dfu-
[1992). sion codficientK is constant. Similarly, the flux that crosses the
same surface during levél- 1 update equals
3.3. Implementation in RAMSES -1-¢ K 24t PING
P Fi—1/2 = ZAXf( Eitlt - EPT t)- (16)

We distinguish two types of interface: the coarse-to-fingt an
the fine-to-coarse. When the neighboring cells are at theesam Energy conservation requires th%f[ll/;‘ = —Ffzfgl. In our
level, no special trick for the flux calculation is requirédd we implementation, the energy mismatch is
already mentioned, the fine levels are updated first iRMMSES

ATS algorithm. We defin@x as the size of the the grid mesh ahgE, = K (EPTM _ Epi+2At‘ + EPTM _ Epi_l) (17)
level ¢ (the mesh size is uniform in all direction). In the follow- GA)I(E ' ' ' '
ing, we assume that ATS is used for all levels by default. d

9 y +W (ER:ZJ_AI — Eni—l) . (18)
3.3.1. Fine-to-coarse interface We see that three quantities contribute to the energy lass, i

is proportional to the rate of change of the energy durinditiee
We consider the case where dell 1 is at levelf — 1. Inthis  |evel updatesli[‘ﬁm” - Epi+2At‘) and also directly to the first inter-
case, we use a simple Dirichlet boundary condition, wheee t ; '
radiative energy at the coarser level is set to be constaimglu
the two time steps of level. To compute the radiative energye

Hwediate flux EP}A“ — Eli_1)- Second, it mainly depends on the
nergy change on the coarse cell itself during the coarsatepd

£ . .
gradient at the interface, we also assume that the raditisay (Eﬂi*ff " — Ej_y)- Energy conservation can then be strongly vio-
is uniform within the neighboring coarse cell (no interpinia, lated in case of large energy gradients and energy chandg (ea
see fig[lb), so that time of an energy pulse propagation).

En B ”

Fii12 = —Ki_2
/ / gAX

The contribution 01E{‘yi_1 is then moved to the RHS of the ma-

trix system. At the end of the flusion update, the flub?i_l/z is

stored at the interface boundary following equatidn (53gimg
energy conservation.

> X

Fig. 2. lllustration of the negative energy problem. The grid meshe

represented by the dashed lines and the energy gradierg bsdlcurve.

The stored flux at the level interfaces (dashed blue) aresepted by

the blue arrow. In this case, more energy goes out than cameken
ting the coarse level.

3.3.2. Coarse-to-fine interface

In this case, we allow the use of the threéelient types of
boundary conditions presented previously. As will be eixad
below, each has its pros and cons. In the case of the Neum
boundary condition, the flux that is imposed at the levelrinte
faces is given by the flux that has been stored during the apdat
of level ¢ + 1. This ensures energy conservation but can lead to
negative energy problems (dee_313.5). For the Dirichlendeu 3.3.4. Implicit update
ary type, a restriction operation is performed on the neighb

arent cell (oct) using the updated value of the leaf cellevat We follow the same iterative method as in Paper | to solve
P %+At,+AtP the implicit system of the coupled equations governing te r
1

t+1, i.e.,E{fitAltM =E, ;" *. The Robin condition uses a mixdiative and gas internal energies using the two-tempezap¥
between the stored flux and the updated neighbor energy, witleach. As in Paper | the coupled system of equations is eztluc
parameterr being a user defined parameter.{Lr) gives the to a single equation on the radiative energy thanks to the lin
relative amount of the energy that is conserved at the Bxterf earization of the emission term. The onlyffdrence is that the
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iterative method is called on a level-by-level basis afer iy- 3.3.5. Limitations and comparison to other methods
perbolic update of each AMR level. We use a conjugate gradien
algorithm with a diagonal preconditioner. The stoppingecion
is based on the A.norm of the residual’/ry < eonv (Whererg
is the initial residual) and on the.lLnorm of the relative change
of the radiative energy between two iterations &nd (j — 1),

_ ; 0 o _ _
1€, ma*ESJ) N Ef‘ )l/EEJ ) < €conv. More details on the itera- Secondly, Dirichlet boundary condition at the fine-to-sear
tive sollver and the two equations implicit system solver ban interface is a common approximation made by various authors
found in Paper I. (Howell & Greenough 2003; Zhang etlal. 2011). Itis a reldjive
crude approximation since it can lead to flux over-(undest e
mate at level interfaces. This flux is stored at the end of the fi

The first limitation of our scheme is that it uses a fully im-
plicit method, which is first-order in time so that it is geakdy
dominated by the truncation error due to the time discrétina
This could be improved in the future by using a Crank-Nicaolso
integrator scheme.

d ‘ ‘ ‘ AMR 1 ‘ ;4 level update in order to allow for energy conservation whpn u
evel - 1 - . ~
Analytic --- dating the coarse level. Nevertheless, this flx;,2, has been
P : Noo=lo— 43 computed using a desynchronized value of the coarse level en
4r 3 f 0 1@ ergy, so that it actually does not correspond to the corragt fl
o or ? e FMl . Energy conservation is then ensured using artificial flux
) 15~ i-1/2
? | E 2 = corrections. This inaccuracy can be improved using a neutil
oL 1 < solver as proposed hy Howell & Greenolgh (2003). However,
I = for the sake of simplicity, we have decided not to use this in
L B the present work, a choice justified by the strong perforraafc
L E our method in the tests below. Another drawback of flux sterag
.19 E"' . 0 at level interfaces is that the location where energy isestds
o E certainly not the correct one. Contrary to the case of the ATS
g 107'f method for the explicit hyperbolic solver, information qamop-
o - agate across many cells during a single time step with the im-
S 107%F plicit scheme. For instance, energy could have been tratespo
0] E 4 much further than the cell boundary to even coarser levats. O
& 107t : : : : 1 the other hand, we showed that using a Dirichlet boundary con
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 dition at the coarse-to-fine interface leads to unavoidiaiske(or
X gain) of energy. This can be improved using the Robin bouyndar
Fig. 3. Linear difusion test.Top: radiative energy profile at time condition.
t = 2 x 10713 for three calculations using = 1 (black),e = 0.5 (red), Sometimes we experienced severe problems using the flux

anda = 0 (blue), i.e., using, respectively, Dirichlet, Robin, addu- conservation method in the case where a coarsefevelis sur-
mann boundary conditions at level interfaces. The analysolutionis rounded by finer levef with a gradient of energy following the
represented by the dashed line. The right axis shows the AMB,  sKetch presented in figul 2. The flux stored at the left iaterf
e, the ﬁectlve resolution 'proflle (dotFed lineottom: Correspond- is lower that the one on the right. Using an implicit scheme ca
ing relative error as a function of the distance. lead to large fluxes, and it is straightforward to see thatgne
conservation can lead to negative energy on lévell when

it will be updated. (More energy goes out than comes in.) This
is problem dependent, but unavoidable. Using Dirichletrizbu
ary conditions avoids negative energies and is in that seiose
robust.

4. Tests

.05 - - . . : . .
! In this section, we perform a suite of numerical experiments

to test and validate our method. We first test théudion opera-
tor using AMR, and then we perform a full RHD test.

ZE(t)/E,

1.00 4.1. Linear diffusion test

This first test is the same as in Paper |, Sec. 4.1. It consists
in letting an energy pulse filuse in a uniform medium. We only
consider the radiative energyfidision operator in the optically
thick limit

o
=0

X

(=X 00

L o
0950 . . . vy o
-13 -12 -12 -12 C
0 5.0x10 1.0x10 1.5x10 2.0x10 T_v. VE | =0. (19)
3okr

time (s) ot
We consider a box of length=1. The initial radiative en-
Fig. 4. Linear diffusion test: energy conservation as a function of tin‘@rgy corresponds to a delta function, namely it is equal to 1
for the three calculations using= 1 (black),a = 0.5 (red), andr = 0 everywhere in the box, except at the center where it equals
(blue). ErL2AX = Eg = 10°. We chooseoxgr = 1. We apply peri-
odic boundary conditions to ensure energy conservatioruste
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three levels of refinement with a coarse grid of 32 celffe(e

tive resolution of 256 cells at the maximum level of refinemen 4§ §4

¢ = 3). The mesh is refined when the radiative energy rela- E ]

tive gradient exceeds 25% in a cell (e.g., if in celve have 3k 13

2|E;; — Erjal/(Er; + Eriz1) > 0.25). Each additional level uses a 13

time step twice as smaller as the coarser one. The coansest ti 18

step is kept constant #t® = 3.125x 10-*° which gives a dfu- W 2F 12

sion CFL of~ 4 on the maximum level of refinement. We present 1 2

three calculations using fiierent values ofr corresponding to N ﬁMRl 1erl 1

different boundary condition at level interfaces, namely 1 F DA ©

for Dirichlet, @ = 0.5 for Robin, andr = 0 for Neumann. The F — DTU E

convergence criteriogny is set to 108. 0f jo
Figure[3, top panel, shows the radiative energy profiles (Ief§ 10-15 ;

axis) for the three calculations using= 1 (black),a = 0.5 § ¢

(red), andr = 0 (blue) attime = 2x 1073, as well asthe AMR o 10 N

levels (right axis, dotted line). The three calculationsehahe S 107°F

analytic solution (dashed line) remarkably well, even wean < 107*E

ergy is not conserved at the interfacesff&iences only appear * E

at the center of the domain as illustrated in the bottom panel
showing the corresponding relative error profiles. Thersrre-

0.0

.2 0.4

0.6 0.8 1.0

X

main of the order of a few percent and below except in the tily 5 Equilibrium test with nonlinear diusion codficient. Top: Ra-

of the difusion patch. At this location, the increase in the relaative energy profile for the DTA (adaptive time step, bleakd DTU
tive error is the same in the three models as a consequertfoe ofdinique time step, red) models, and for the stationary gicadplution

truncation error due to the time discretization (first-gjdEig-

(dashed line). The right axis indicates the AMR levels of EFA and

ure[4 shows the total energy conservation as a function @& tifATU models (dotted lineBottom: Relative error profiles for the DTA

for the three calculations. As expected, energy is pesfecth-
served in the case whene= 0, but increases by a few percent
(up to~ 8%) in the cases wheke # 0. Usinga = 0.5 results

in better energy conservation compared the Dirichlet bawd
condition. Finally, it is interesting to note that once tlealia-
tive energy profile becomes smoother{ 1071?), the energy
gain (or loss) is stabilized, indicating that energy couaton

0.0100 ¢

(black), DTU (red) and uniform grid (256 cells, blue) models

T

- Ax

=
I
+

Ax)?

TA
DTU
Uniform

N
O

is much improved thereafter. This first test indicates trsg :
Dirichlet boundary condition and ATS is reasonable everefer £ r ,’
treme initial conditions such as a Dirac pulse. In the follayy ’
all the calculations we present have been run using theHbetic
approximation when ATS is used.

nor
N

2
=
N

T
|

Error L

0.0010 g
4.2. Equilibrium test with nonlinear diffusion coefficient [

In this second test, we check that the introduction of subcy- I
cling does not change the global second-order accuracyaitesp I ,
of the scheme. Commercon ef al. (2011c) showed that the com- 7
bination of AMR and a unique time step is globally secondeord 0.00010 . . % ., s e
accurate in space.

We consider a uniform density = 1) within a box of L=1.

We impose two dierent radiation energies at the domain bound-
aries, i.e. Er(x = 0) = 4 andE(x = 1) = 0.5. The initial radia- Fig. 6. L, norm of the error as a function of the minimum grid size for
tive energy is initialized as a step function, i.B;x<05 = 4 and the three models: DTA (black square), DTU (red triangle}i aniform

E x-05 = 0.5. The Rosseland opacity is a nonlinear functioresolution (blue cross). The dotted line gives the slopeithpropor-
of E;, kr = 10'9E2 with a = 3/2. The system relaxes towardgional toAx (first-order accuracy in space) and the dashed lineA§ (

a steady state solution so that we can test the accuracy of H§€e (expected second-order accuracy).

scheme without any limitation due to truncation errors inei

The analytic stationary soluti X) is given b

Y Y BendX) 15 G Y DTA model), the unique time step method of Commercon et al.

1/(n+1) émt), DTU model, and for uniform grids ranging from 8 to

128 cells. In the DTA and DTU runs, we let vary the maximum
level of refinement to achievefective resolutions comparable
to the uniform grid calculations.
The coarser grid comprises 8 cells, and we allow for up to four Figure® (top) shows the radiative energy profile for the DTA
levels of refinementff,ax = 4, up to an &ective resolution of (black solid line) and DTU (red solid line) calculations whe
128 cells). The convergence criterieg,, is set to 162 and four levels of refinement are allowed and the analytic eluili
the mesh is refined where the radiative energy relative gnadirium solution (dashed line). The DTA and DTU calculationgegi
exceeds 10 %. We perform calculations using 1 and ATS nearly identical results, showing that the stationaryedtais been

AxX

EandX) = [(Er(x = 1)*" = E(x = 0F) x + E(x = 0]
(20)
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Fig. 7. Radiative shock test.eft: gas (blue line) and radiative (red line) temperature as atiom of the distance to the shock in the subcritical
radiative shock 1 = 2) at time £0.1 (top panel). The semi-analytic solutions of the gasdsgjuand radiative (diamond) temperatures from
[Lowrie & Edwards|(2008) are over plotted. The AMR level iswhqright axis, dotted line). The bottom panel shows theesponding relative
error for the gas (blue) and radiative (red) temperatuRaght: same as left panels for the supercritical radiative shitk=(5).

reached. Figuriel 5 (bottom) shows the corresponding relativ limitations of using Neumann boundary conditions at level i
rors for the DTA and DTU models, and for a simulation run witkerfaces. Last but not least, we see that the error only dkpen
a uniform grid of 256 cells. The relative errors is of the ardeveakly on the method used to compute the flux at level bound-
of a few percents, except close to the right boundary, whege aries, and the Dirichlet method, which does not conserveggne
energy gradients are the strongest. gives remarkably good results.

Figure® shows the norm of the lerror, calculated as

4.3. Radiative shocks

NceII
L, = 1 Z [(Eri — Eand X)) AX]?, (21) Radiative shocks are good laboratories to test our radiatio
Nerr 4 hydrodynamics method. Classical analysis of radiativeckfio
can be found in_Mihalas & Mihalas (1984). We choose initial
whereNe is the number of cells given by théective resolution conditions following Lowrie & Edwards (2008) who describe a
at the maximum level of refinement and is the number of semi-analytic method for the exact solution of radiativec
cells in the calculations. The,lnorm is plotted as a function of profiles with gray nonequilibrium éiusion in an optically thick
the minimum grid size reached using AMR for the DTA (blacknedium. This setup has the advantage of resulting in a s&tjo
square) and DTU (red triangle) models, and against the mestpck and the semi-analytic solution can be directl gghar
size of the uniform grid models (blue cross). The first imaott with numerical results. We follow the initial setup.o ,
result is that the scheme remains globally close to secodero (2011) for the sub- and super-critical radiative shockemond-
accuracy in space even with AMR and ATS. The use of the AMIRg to Mach numberb of 2 and 5, respectively.
weakens the slope to first-order compared to the uniform grid The initial setup consists of a one dimensional region made
one when more than two levels of refinement are used, since ofiwo uniform states which satisfy the jump relation for died-
numerical scheme is only first-order accurate in space &t leing fluid in an optically thick medium (e.d., Mihalas & Mihala
interfaces. The ratio between the number of level intedarel ). The boundary conditions are imposed at the initatest
the total number of cells in the computational domain is higralues throughoutthe calculation time. We use an ideal gas-e
(1/7) and the errors are dominated by the one of the coarser leN@h of state, an adiabatic index = 5/3, a mean molecular
which explains that the second-order breaks. Second-acder weightu = 1, and an optically thick medium, i.eq, = 1/3.
racy can be recovered when the coarse grid resolution isleddubMatter and radiation are assumed to be initially in equilitor,
(Guillet & Teyssier 2011). Itis also worth mentioning thiagter- i.e., T = T,. The Planck and Rosseland opacities are set to
ror in the DTA model remains very close to the DTU one, whicke = 3.93x 10°° cm™* andkr = 0.848902 cm?. The initial grid
indicates that the error introduced by the lack of energyseon is made of 32 cells and allows for maximum six additional lsve
vation at level boundaries is limited. There are only 28<c#ll of refinement. The refinement criteria are based on the gredie
the AMR DTA and DTU models for the most resolved calculasf the density and the radiative energy. We usetth&iemann
tions (128 cells ffective resolution). solver for the hydrodynamics with a CFL factor ab0We use
The calculations run witkk = 0 crashed when we used mordirichlet boundary conditions at level interfaces £ 0). The
than two levels of refinement. This is due to negative ensrgigonvergence criteriogony is set to 108,
that appear at the beginning of the calculations, when thréhme For the subcritical shockM = 2), the one dimensional
is refined only at the center and is thus in a situation sintdar region ranges from -1000 cm to 1000 cm and the discontinu-
that of figure[2 close to the left box boundary. This shows tlity between the two initial states is locatedxat= 0 cm. The
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Fig. 8. Spherical collapse test. Density, temperature, and uglpedfiles as a function of the radius and distribution of pemature as a function
of the density for two calculations using adaptive timgptag (DTA, solid black line) and with a unique time step (DTddtted red line) when
the central density is. ~ 1 x 1071 g cnr3,

two states characteristics agg: = 5.45887x 1072 g cnr3, state values reagi = 1.964050<10°*?g cnm?3, ug = 1.63x10°
u. = 2.3545x 10° cm st and T = 100 K for the left state, cm s andTg = 85572 K. A cell is refined when the gradients
andpr = 1.2479x 10*?2 g cnt3, ur = 1.03x 10° cm s? of density and radiative energy exceed 1 % and 10% resphbctive
andTr = 207.757 K for the right state. A cell is refined whenFigure[7 (right) shows the profiles of radiative and gas tempe
the relative gradient of density or radiative energy exsegd tures (and the corresponding relative errors) followingsame
%, which provides good resolution at the shock front and momenclature as Fifl 7 (left). In this case, tfieetive resolution
the radiative precursor. Figuié 7 (left) shows the gas tempereached at the shock location+s0.98 cm (2048 cells) and the
ture (squares) and radiative temperature (diamonds) gsdfidp total number of cell in the computational domain is 225. The n
panel), and the corresponding relative errors (bottomlpafiee merical and semi-analytic solutions agree again very wih w
semi-analytic solutions are also plotted (blue line for g&s relative errors of a few percent at most. Compared to theugniq
temperature and red line for the radiative temperature)ntite time step method, the gain in CPU time is about a faet80 in
that we needed to shift slightly the positigr= 0 since the shock this case.
moved a little from the initiak = 0 discontinuity during a short
period of adjustment to reach the steady state as the shock st
ture develops from the initial step profile. The AMR levebfrt
axis) is plotted in dotted line. Once the steady state ishedc
only four levels of refinement are used (130 cells in the AMR Adaptive mesh-refinement is particularly well-suited for
hierarchy), for an #ective resolution of 512 cells (8cm). The complex problems using deep hierarchies of levels such as
agreement between the numerical and the analytic solutsonghose generated in collapse calculations. Moreover, irstae
very good as indicated in the relative error plots which shoiormation framework, radiative transfer plays a key role in
errors below 1% except at the location of the gas temperatgiie thermal behavior of the collapsing gas and alters dramat
spike. The shock is captured within only two cells thankd® t ically the fragmentation of prestellar cores (emo
AMR capabilities. Compared to our previous unique time st&ffner et al.[ 2009 Commercon et al. 2011b). The method we
method, the gain in CPU time is about a factor 50. presented in Paper | has been used with success in star for-
For the supercritical shockM{ = 5), the one dimensional mation studies/(Commercon ef al._ 2010, 2012; Hincelinlet al.
domain ranges from -4000 c¢m to 4000 cm and the discontinU@13) and successfully compared to 1D spherical calculstid
between the two initial states is placedat 0 cm. The left state [Commercon et all (2011a). Nevertheless, this method waes tim
values are identical to those of the subcritical shock aadight consuming because of the unique time stepping. The improve-

5. Application to star formation
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Fig. 9. Boss and Bodenheimer test. Density (top row) and gas tertypergoottom row) maps in the equatorial plane at tigre 1.73 kyr for the
DTA and t+ 1.69 kyr for the DTU (with g the time at which the density first exceeds*#@ cnt3). The black contours in the density maps shows
the contour ap = 10'? cm3 (~ 3.87 x 107%2 g cnT?) to identify the fragments.

ment we presentin this paper with adaptive time-steppitigiis the simulations with ATS, we use Dirichlet boundary corafig
of prime importance for star formation purposes. at level interfaces« = 0). The convergence criteriagony is set
to 107 for the iterative solver. We run the calculations until the

late evolution of the first Larson corle (Larfon 1969).
5.1. Spherical collapse

We present in this section a spherical collapse test of an iso
lated and gravitationally unstable 1.Mphere of molecular gas,
similar to the one presented in Paper I. We wish to compare the
results obtained with ATS and with a unique time step. We con- Figure[8 shows the density, temperature, and velocity pro-
sider a uniform densityg = 1.14x 1078 g cn3) and tempera- files as a function of the radius, and the correspondingiblistr
ture (To = 10 K) dense core. The ratio between the thermal atidn of temperature as a function of density for the caldoret
gravitational energiesyerm = SRoks To/2GMgumy, is 0.5 (free  with ATS (DTA, solid black line) and with a unique time step
fall time ty ~ 62.3 kyr), which gives an initial radiuRy ~ 0.024 (DTU, dotted red line) when the central densitypjs~ 1x 10710
pc. The ratio of specific heatsys= 5/3 and the mean molecularg cn3. The two calculations agree remarkably well for all the
weight isy = 2.33. For the opacity, we use the gray opacitiedifferent quantities given that the hydrodynamic and the radia-
of \Semenov et all (2003) as tabulated in Vaytet et al. (20d2) tion solvers are subcycled in the DTA calculations. We oely s
homogeneous spherical dust grains and normal iron contentifew diferences at the tail of the radiative precursor in the tem-
the silicates (F€Fe+Mg) = 0.3). The coarsest grid is made operature profiles (more extended in the DTU model). The first
328 cells and we use a refinement criterion based on the locare mass and radius are respectiveR46< 102 M, and 14.2
Jeans length, which ensures that the latter is always regdly AU for the DTA and 637 x 1072 M, and 14.2 AU for the DTU.
at least eight cells. We use the Minerbo (1978) flux limitee t The acceleration in term of CPU time thanks to ATS is about a
hll Riemann solver, and a hydrodynamic CFL factor & @-or factor 25 and the calculations have been run on eight process
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Fig. 10. Boss and Bodenheimer test. Distribution of the gas in theitletemperature plane for the DTA (left) and DTU (right)aaations and

at the same time as in figl 9. The color coding indicates thesrastained within each bin in the density-temperatureepldie oblique lines
show the iso-Jeans mass, ranging from>1d@,, to 10 M,.

5.2. Boss & Bodenheimer test the fragments. Figure L0 shows the density-temperatute-dis
bution in the two calculations at the same time as inffig. 9. The

This last test revisits a well-known numerical exerciseolor coding indicates the mass contained within each bihen

on protostellar collapse. It is based on the early work ensity-temperature distribution. Again, the agreemehwben

IBoss & Bodenheimen (1979). It consists of the collapse ofthe two methods is good, in particular for the green area that

uniform density and temperature sphere in solid body mtatirepresents most of the mass contained within or aroundaige fr

with an azimuthal density perturbation of amplitudleThis type ments. The typical Jeans mass of the fragments are als@simil

of test invokes many physical processes: hydrodynamies; grin this last test, the gain in term of CPU time is about a fabtor

ity, and radiative transfer. In addition, the high nonlirigaof

the problem tends to shorten the horizon of predictabildy s ]

that the comparison between two methods is challenging, (e Conclusion and future work

[Commercon et al. 2008). We choose the same ratio of thermal

to gravitational energy as in the last sectiaferm = 0.5, a

We have presented in this paper a new method for implicit
, : > . solvers on adaptive mesh-refinement grids in the contexifof d
pertutrk;)atut)r:] amtplltu?é\t_t_ O'l'l z;md the_tanuIzTr VeloCito - f,gjon problems. The method can deal with an adaptive time-
IS S? y the ratio of rotational 1o gravitational encfgy = stepping strategy such as those used by hydrodynamicalrsolv
R305/3GMo = 0.4. The model has a high initial rotation, whichy irathod has been successfully implemented irRH¥SES
favors the formation of a large disk that is prone to fragment, o ¢, radiation-hydrodynamics using the flux-limitedfui
t|(r)n\}iWe lisetthe san?[ef |n|tt;]al anfq ”“me;'cﬂ'tp?rame;.efﬁ deein gion approximation. The principle of this new solver is ta€o
pre oudste? ' eXC‘?Fi or Je re |n|emet?] (_:rr;]enon whic t‘f'“as sider each level of the AMR hierarchy independently from the
creased 10 ten Points per Jeans eng & € maxi %€ others and to use simple recipes for the boundary conditibns
resolution that is reached is 131072 cellS (2 0.15 AU), COr- o6 nterfaces (Dirichlet, Neumann, and Robin condisipiVe

responding to twelve additional levels of refinement. Wetwm o 4o monstrated that each of thiatent boundary conditions
calculations, one with a unique time step (DTU) and another oy, ¢ pros and cons. In particular, the Neumann conditions

with ATS (DTA). In the DTA calculations, the five first IevelsWhiCh ensures energy conservation, can lead to negative ene

share the same time steps and the seven other use ATS. gies and errors in the deposit of energy that is stored at leve
Figure[® shows the density and temperature maps for the timterfaces. On the opposite, we showed that the simple létc
models, at timegt+ 1.73 kyr for the DTA andg+ 1.69 kyr for the condition is much more robust even if it does not strictly -con
DTU (with tg the time at which the density first exceedsfQy serve energy. We tested our method against classical ncaheri
cm™®). The qualitative agreement between the two calculatioasercises (dfusion test, radiative shocks) and compared our re-
is good, given that in this comparison of methods, not only &ilts with analytic solutions. The new method is close t@rde
the radiative solver subcycled, but also the hydrodynamuick order accuracy in space and the error only depends weakheon t
the gravity solvers. The collapsing cores yield the same-nutgipe of boundary condition used at level interfaces. Weieppl
ber of fragments (ten at this time). The mass within the fratite method to a star formation test case and successfully com
ments, i.e., where the density exceed$’kfn23, is 0.098 M, pared the new results to the ones obtained using the unimee ti
for DTA and 0.1 M, for DTU. The biggest fragments have astep method presented in Paper |. The gain in CPU time can vary
mass of 35x 1072 M, for DTA and 356 x 10> M., for DTU.  from a factor 5 to a factor 50, depending on the problem.
The temperature maps show also similar features, such as tem This new method makes use of a simple conjugate gradient
perature spikes in the shocked region and heated regionsdraalgorithm as an iterative solver to integrate thé&udiion oper-
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ator. Since all the levels evolve independently from theeth

we plan to allow the use of super-time- steppm
[1996; Commercon et Al. 2011c) and of explicit time integrati
depending on the ratio between the Courant condition for the
diffusion and the one for the hydrodynamics. Concerning radia-
tive transfer, the method presented in this paper is lintiegay
radiation. Extension towards multigroup radiative trans$ in
progress (e.d., Vaytet etlal. 2012).

Last but not least, the implicit adaptive time-stepping ban
applied to the study of astrophysical structures in whidieot
diffusion-like problems such as the propagation of cosmic rays
and the anisotropic electronic conduction are involved.
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