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ABSTRACT
NASA’s NICER telescope has recently provided evidence for non-dipolar magnetic field structures in rotation-powered millisec-
ond pulsars. These stars are assumed to have gone through a prolonged accretion spin-up phase, begging the question of what
accretion flows onto stars with complex magnetic fields would look like. We present results from a suite of GRMHD simulations
of accreting neutron stars for dipole, quadrupole, and quadrudipolar stellar field geometries. This is a first step towards simulating
realistic hotspot shapes in a general relativistic framework to understand hotspot variability in accreting millisecond pulsars. We
find that the location and size of the accretion columns resulting in hotspots changes significantly depending on initial stellar
field strength and geometry. We also find that the strongest contributions to the stellar torque are from disk-connected fieldlines
and the pulsar wind, leading to spin-down in almost all of the parameter regime explored here. We further analyze angular
momentum transport in the accretion disk due to large scale magnetic stresses, turbulent stresses, wind- and compressible effects
which we identify with convective motions. The disk collimates the initial open stellar flux forming jets. For dipoles, the disk-
magnetosphere interaction can either enhance or reduce jet power compared to the isolated case. However for quadrupoles, the
disk always leads to an enhanced net open flux making the jet power comparable to the dipolar case. We discuss our results in the
context of observed neutron star jets and provide a viable mechanism to explain radio power both in the low- and high-magnetic
field case.
Key words: accretion, accretion discs – magnetic fields – stars: neutron – pulsars: general – X-rays: binaries.

1 INTRODUCTION

Many of the fundamental observational properties of neutron stars,
such as their dynamics, emission, and thermal state, are associated
with their strong magnetic fields. However fundamental questions
about those fields - their formation, structure and evolution - re-
main open (for reviews see Konar 2017; Beskin 2018; Igoshev et al.
2021). One such question is whether the magnetic field is a simple
centered dipole, or whether neutron stars have offset or multipolar
magnetic fields (see e.g. Jones 1980; Barnard&Arons 1982; Harding
& Muslimov 2011; Gralla et al. 2017; Sur et al. 2020; Pétri 2021).
Theoretically this is certainly plausible: higher order multipoles can
be formed during the supernova (Ardeljan et al. 2005; Obergaulinger
& Aloy 2017), or a complex field may develop during the neutron
star’s life as a result of processes like accretion (Suvorov & Melatos
2020).
The NICER collaboration has recently provided strong evidence

for the presence of multipolar magnetic field configurations in old,
recycled rotation-powered millsecond pulsars (Riley et al. 2019,
2021; Bilous et al. 2019; Miller et al. 2019, 2021). Offset dipole
or quadrudipolar magnetic fields seem to be required to explain the
location and shape of the magnetic poles. It is then interesting to look
at the evolutionary history of these stars, which are thought to have
been through an extended accretion phase in a Low Mass X-ray Bi-
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nary (LMXB) (Alpar et al. 1982; Radhakrishnan & Srinivasan 1982;
Bhattacharya & van den Heuvel 1991).

Interaction between the accretion flow and the magnetic field is
expected, and assumed to explain the phenomenon of accretion-
powered millisecond pulsars (AMPs), where the bulk of the accre-
tion flow is thought to be channeled onto the magnetic poles of
the star. Assuming that the star is not an aligned rotator, a clean
view of the heated magnetic poles rotating in and out of the line
of sight leads to rotationally-modulated X-ray emission. However
of the ∼ 130 known neutron star LMXBs, there are only 20 AMPs
(some of which are intermittent) (Patruno & Watts 2021; Di Salvo
& Sanna 2020). This begs the question of why. Perhaps the stars
are aligned rotators (Lamb et al. 2009), or the accretion rate is high
enough to overwhelm the magnetic field, disrupting channeled evo-
lution (Psaltis & Chakrabarty 1999; Kulkarni & Romanova 2008;
Romanova et al. 2008). Other options that have been discussed in
the literature include suppression of pulsation amplitudes for high
neutron star masses (Özel 2009) or the effects of electron scattering,
although the latter seems to have been ruled out (Göǧüş et al. 2007).
The NICER results point to another possibility, which is that more
complex field structures lead to less clearly channeled accretion, from
which pulsations might not be visible. It is therefore interesting to
consider the nature of the accretion flows that develop on stars with
more complex fields. We note that complex field topologies could be
a generic feature of accreting stars, for example the magnetosphere of
several T-Tauri stars can be modeled with the addition of significant
octopolar contributions (Donati et al. 2007, 2008).
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The nature of the flows that develop is also interesting for other
reasons. Accreting neutron stars exhibit many types of variability, the
origin of which is not understood but is often attributed to interaction
between the accretion flow and the star’s magnetosphere (van der
Klis 2006). The torques that arise in these flows regulate the spin
distribution of the neutron star population, and determine whether
or not neutron stars can be spun up to break-up frequency (see for
example Andersson et al. 2005). Finally, a better understanding of
the surface patterns that develop during accretion are important to
efforts to use pulse profile modeling of accreting neutron stars to
determine the dense matter equation of state (Watts et al. 2016).
We here perform the first axisymmetric general relativistic magne-

tohydrodynamic (GRMHD) simulations of accretion onto composite
magnetic fields and contrast our findings with the standard dipo-
lar case. Over the years, numerous simulations of accretion onto
magnetized (neutron) stars have been carried out, both in the field
of young-stellar-objects (YSO) and compact objects. However, the
problem of MRI-driven accretion onto composite fields has not yet
been studied by either community.
Non-relativistic simulations with 𝛼-viscosity were presented for

example by Romanova et al. (2002); Bessolaz et al. (2008); Fendt
(2009); Zanni & Ferreira (2009, 2013); Romanova et al. (2021).
These have also been extended to include complex stellar field struc-
tures (Long et al. 2007, 2008) and approximations to the general
relativistic potential of the compact object (Kulkarni & Romanova
2005). Yet another flavor of such simulations considers the turbulent
viscosity driven by disk instabilities such as the magneto-rotational
instability (MRI). Non-relativistic 3D simulations of MRI turbulent
disks were first presented in the seminal paper of Romanova et al.
(2012) and more recently by (Takasao et al. 2018) who have per-
formed 3D simulations of accretion onto a weakly magnetized star,
showing that fast funnel wall accretion streams can emerge even
without stellar magnetosphere. The first fully general relativistic 2D
simulations of MRI turbulent disks were presented more recently by
Parfrey & Tchekhovskoy (2017, hereafter PT17) .
In general, there are many similarities in the physics of star-disk

interactions for compact objects and young stars. For example, the
process of disk-induced opening of the stellar magnetic flux and its
effect on the spindown torque was discussed (among others) by Fer-
reira et al. (2000); Matt & Pudritz (2005a) for YSOs and by Parfrey
et al. (2016) for millisecond pulsars. Star-disk interactions have a
strong impact on the accretion process and the relative strength of
the magnetic field, the accretion ram pressure and rotation of the
star is expected to give rise to discernible accretion states both for
YSOs and neutron stars. These are commonly described as “bound-
ary layer”, “accretion column” and “propeller” regimes (e.g. Matt
& Pudritz (2005b), PT17). Relativistic effects manifest themselves
near the light-cylinder where the electric field becomes dynamically
important. Thus once the field-line rotation becomes relativistic, we
expect a fourth regime where the Poynting flux due to the induced
electric field makes a significant contribution to spin-down and en-
ergy extraction from the star which, if put to the extreme, can ablate
the accretion disk via the “pulsar wind” (Parfrey et al. (2016), PT17).
While the pulsarwind is a truly relativistic effect, is worthmentioning
that the additional spin-down contribution of a stellar wind was also
considered in the context of T-Tauri stars by Matt & Pudritz (2005b)
and in the simulations of Zanni & Ferreira (2009). Hence while our
study is focused on modeling accreting millisecond pulsars, as far
as star-disk interactions and spin evolution are concerned, there are
many points of intersection with the YSO case and we expect our
results to have wider applicability.
In this paper, we extend the work of PT17 to investigate GRMHD

simulations with quadrupolar and quadrudipolar stellar fields. In or-
der to inform pulse-profile modeling, as a first step, we further study
the structure and variability of the stellar hotspots that form in our
simulations. Note that pulse profile modeling from compact stars
crucially depends on spacetime curvature effects which leave a fin-
gerprint on the pulse shape thus enabling to infer the compactness of
the star (Patruno & Watts 2021). This serves as strong motivation to
perform our study in full general relativity. This paper is structured
as follows: in Section 2, we describe our numerical setup, Section 3
elaborates on our results regarding accretion states and overall mor-
phology of the flow, spin-down torques, jet formation and accretion
hotspots. We discuss our results and conclude in Section 4. While
in principle star-disk interactions can be studied within a newtonian
framework the strong spacetime curvature at the stellar surface leaves
a fingerprint on the emission from surface hotspots which asks for a
general relativistic treatment (Patruno & Watts 2021).

2 NUMERICAL SETUP

We solve the GRMHD equations using BHAC (Porth et al. 2017;
Olivares et al. 2019) in Schwarzschild coordinates

∇` (𝜌𝑢`) = 0 (1)
∇`𝑇

`a = 0 (2)
∇★
`𝐹

`a = 0 . (3)

Here 𝑇 `a is the energy-momentum tensor of an ideal magneto-fluid;
★𝐹`a is the dual of the Faraday tensor 𝐹`a and 𝜌, 𝑢` , are rest-mass
density and fluid 4-velocity respectively.
Our inner boundary of the domain is set to the stellar radius,

𝑅★ = 4𝑟𝑔 (rg = GM/c2). In the magnetosphere (𝑟 < 𝑟LC = 𝑐/Ω), the
initial pressure and density is set such that magnetization (𝜎 = 𝑏2/𝜌)
and plasma beta (𝛽 = 2𝑝/𝑏2) are 100 and 0.01 respectively and
smoothly transitions to follow 𝑟−6 outside the light cylinder. We
initialize the domain with a standard hydrodynamic equilibrium
Fishbone & Moncrief (1976)- torus with constant angular mo-
mentum, inner edge rin = 60𝑟𝑔 and density maximum located
at 85𝑟𝑔. The torus is magnetised with poloidal loops defined by
𝐴𝜙 ∝ max(𝜌/𝜌max − 0.2, 0) such that 2𝑝max/𝑏2max = 100 (where
the subscript max indicates the individual maxima of the quantities
as customary in black hole torus setups (e.g. Porth et al. 2019)).
Outside the torus, the magnetosphere is initialised with the station-
ary, axisymmetric vector potentials for the vacuum multipole field in
Schwarzschild space-time following Wasserman & Shapiro (1983).
We perturb the pressure with 10% white noise in order to excite the
magnetorotational instability (MRI) inside the torus. At the start of
the simulations, the stellar rotation is switched on by prescribing
𝑣𝜙 = Ω at the inner radial boundary.
Regarding the boundary conditions, the problem presents three

distinct physical regions at 𝑟 = 𝑅★: (a) the wind region, (b) the ac-
cretion column region and (c) the closed field deadzone. Our choice
of numerical boundary conditions follows physical considerations in
each of these regions. We extrapolate pressure and density in the
accretion columns and set them to initial (low) values in the non-
accreting regions. In particular the boundary for the magnetic field
requires special attention: everywhere at 𝑟 = 𝑅★, we fix 𝐵\ to the
value given by the initial vector potential and let 𝐵𝑟 follow from
demanding ∇ · B = 0 in our staggered discretization of the magnetic
field. Regarding the toroidal field component, we assign 𝐵𝜙 = 0 in
the closed zone and use extrapolation in wind- and column- regions.
In practice, this is realized by dynamically tracing out the stellar
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magnetic fieldlines every few timesteps via the particle module of
BHAC. Here, all the fieldlines returning back to the star are tagged
as closed and all the open fieldlines or ones ending up in the disk
are identified accordingly. This is an important distinction as without
specifying 𝐵𝜙 in the deadzone, the boundary would be underde-
termined meaning that the deadzone solution would depend on the
details of the extrapolation, e.g. leading to spurious 𝐵𝜙 ≠ 0. The need
for providing one additional boundary condition in the deadzone be-
comes apparent as by definition, the deadzone fieldlines do not cross
the light-cylinder which otherwise supplies one internal boundary
condition (see e.g. Bogovalov 1997; Porth & Fendt 2010 and McK-
inney (2006) for the boundary conditions in force-free simulations
of aligned rotators).1 To provide velocity boundary conditions for
both the accreting and force-free regimes, we project the velocity
onto the magnetic field direction and extrapolate the parallel veloc-
ity component 𝑣 ‖ following PT17. Rotation is enforced by adding a
constantΩ in the azimuthal direction. Hence in the force-free regions
we essentially enforce uniform rotation withΩwhile in the accretion
columns we allow matter to leave the domain along the field lines.
We verified our force-free boundary conditions against the aligned
rotator solution (e.g. Gruzinov 1999; McKinney 2006) and recover
the expected spin-down power with an agreement of < 5%.
We assume that the parts of the magnetosphere disconnected from

the disk (the wind and deadzone regions) are filled with tenuous
plasma resulting in high magnetization similar to the isolated pulsar.
In the context of T-Tauri stars, it has been argued that some fraction
of the accreted mass is can be diverted from the stellar surface into
a stellar wind (Matt & Pudritz 2005b). Whether this is possible
for neutron stars depends on how mass and energy spreads from
the accretion hotspot and thus relies on modeling of the surface
physics which is beyond the scope of this work. Generally though
it is thought that the accreted mass forms an “ocean” from which
material can be lifted up only during brief episodes of thermonuclear
bursts Galloway & Keek (2021); Keek et al. (2018). In line with this,
we here assume that the magnetization in the wind- and deadzone
regions is “high”, rendering the dynamics in these regions close to
the time-dependent, force-free, degenerate electrodynamic limit of
relativistic MHD (Komissarov 2002).
To maintain force-free like conditions in the magnetosphere (𝑟 <

𝑟lc) we adopt the prescription of Tchekhovskoy et al. (2013) and PT17
hence we drive pressure (p), density (𝜌) and 𝑣 ‖ to target values 𝜌t =
𝑏2/𝜎t, 𝑝t = 𝑏2𝛽t/2 and 𝑣 ‖,t = 0. The variables 𝑘 = (𝜌, 𝑝, 𝑣 ‖) are
driven towards 𝑘t = (𝜌t, 𝑝t, 𝑢 ‖,t) with the prescription 𝑘 = 𝑘t + (𝑘 −
𝑘t)exp(−^Δ𝑡/𝜏) at the end of each time-step following Tchekhovskoy
et al. (2013). Here ^ = (cos\m, cos\m, 1), \m = magnetic colatitude,
Δ𝑡 is the time-step and 𝜏 = 𝜏(𝑟) is the driving time-scale. We adopt
immediate driving (𝜏 = 0) within 𝑟 < 0.5𝑟lc and 𝜏(𝑟) is chosen to
smoothly switch off driving (𝜏 → ∞) for 𝑟 → 𝑟lc such that the MHD
solution will never be modified beyond 𝑟lc.
In order to distinguish the accreting fluid from the force-free re-

gions, we introduce a tracer-fluid (T ) with the torus initialized as
T = 1 and the rest of the domain with T = 0. The tracer is passively
advected with the flow by solving the extra equation ∇` (T 𝜌𝑢`) = 0.
The tracer hence separates the regions of the flow: in the magneto-
sphere, thus for T = 0, we drive 𝜌,p and v‖ to target values as
discussed above. Inside the accretion flow (T = 1), the solution
follows that of the unmodified ideal GRMHD equations. In the tran-

1 On the other hand, we have verified that fixing globally 𝐵𝜙 = 0 leads to a
discontinuity in the wind zone Poynting flux which is under-estimated by a
factor of ≈ 3 compared to the analytic pulsar wind solution.

sition region 0 < T < 1, the solution is a mixture of force-free and
MHD as we interpolate with weight T between the two solutions.
For numerical stability, next to the driving described in the pre-

vious paragraph, we maintain global floor and ceiling values for 𝛽
and 𝜎 respectively, and inject gas pressure and density such that
𝛽 > 10−3 and 𝜎 < 103 respectively (common practice in simu-
lations of magnetically arrested black hole disks, Olivares et al. in
preparation). In practice, this is only activated in the early evolution-
ary times of the dipolar cases where magnetic field is compressed
against the incoming accretion flow.
For the time evolution, we use a total variation diminishing Lax-

Friedrich scheme for fluxes along with Piecewise Parabolic recon-
struction scheme and second order modified Euler time-stepper. The
domain is logarithmically spaced in the radial direction extending
from 𝑟in = 4𝑟𝑔 to 𝑟out = 30000𝑟𝑔. This ensures that the outer bound-
aries are causally disconnected from the region of interest for the
entire duration of the simulations. We employ a three-level adaptive
mesh (AMR) with base resolution of 𝑁r × 𝑁\ = 480 × 192 cells,
resulting in an effective numerical resolution of 1920 × 768 cells.

2.1 Units and fiducial scaling

In the following sections we report simulation quantities in code units
where we have 𝑐 = 1, 𝑟𝑔 = 1. Since our simulations neglect the effect
of radiation (which is a reasonable assumption for 𝐿Acc . 1%𝐿Edd),
once the stellar radius is fixed, we have the freedom to constrain one
additional variable to scale our simulations to a physical system. For
definiteness we set the radius 𝑅★ = 10km. Choosing a fiducial polar
field strength of 𝐵0,cgs, e.g. 108G
means that all quantities of interest can be converted to their cgs

values via multiplication with the corresponding scale factors. For a
simulation with a given dipolar moment (`)2, the conversion factors
are

𝜌cgs = 10−6
(
𝐵0,cgs

108𝐺

)2 ( `

30

)−2
g cm−3 (4)

`cgs = 1.6 × 1024
(
𝐵0,cgs

108𝐺

) ( `

30

)−1
Gcm3 (5)

¤𝑀cgs = 3 × 10−11
(
𝐵0,cgs

108𝐺

)2 ( `

30

)−2
𝑀� year−1 (6)

Since the polar field strength implicitly sets the scaling for the
mass accretion rate, it is worthwhile checking up to which polar field
strength the assumption of radiatively inefficient flow remains valid.
For an accretion rate in code units ¤𝑀 (typically 0.1 − 0.4, see Table
1), the Eddington factor becomes

𝐿Acc/𝐿Edd = 2 × 10−3
(
𝐵0,cgs

108𝐺

)2 ( `

30

)−2 ¤𝑀 (7)

where the accretion luminosity is simply defined as 𝐿Acc :=
𝐺𝑀 ¤𝑀/𝑅★. Hence the radiatively inefficient accretion flow (RIAF)
assumption is expected to hold up to polar field strengths of
𝐵0,cgs ' 2.4 × 108`30 ¤𝑀−1/2G ≈ 109G. With these choices, the
scaling for the rotation of the star becomes

𝑃 = 1.75
(

Ω

0.03

)−1
ms . (8)

2 This scaling also applies for quadrupole topologies with the substitution
` = 𝑄/2.76 where Q is the quadrupolar moment.
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Table 1. Parameters for different models. `, Q, ¤𝑀 and ¤𝐿 are given in code
units with ¤𝑀 , ¤𝐿 extracted at 𝑟 = 𝑅★. Angular brackets (〈〉) denote the
average of the quantities over time for t ∈ [10000, 30000]𝑟𝑔/𝑐. cv = Stan-
dard deviation( ¤𝑀 )/mean( ¤𝑀 ) shows the variability index. 𝑟m,num shows the
approximate range of magnetospheric radius as seen in the simulations and
𝑟m shows the theoretical magnetospheric radius (b𝑟A, b = 0.7) using ¤𝑀 ex-
tracted at the stellar surface in the dipolar case. 𝐵di (𝑅★, 0)/𝐵t (𝑅★, 0) shows
the dipolar fraction at \ = 0 for quadrudipolar fields at the stellar surface.

Field Strength Ω 〈 ¤𝑀 〉 〈 ¤𝐿〉 cv 𝑟m,num 𝑟m

Dipoles (`) [𝑐/𝑟𝑔 ] SD( ¤𝑀 )
〈 ¤𝑀〉 [𝑟𝑔] [𝑟𝑔]

5 0.03 0.2361 0.7246 1.0253 𝑅★ (= 4) 2.4
30 0.03 0.2124 1.3141 1.4765 [6.5,10] 6.8
45 0.03 0.1845 2.1344 2.5822 [12, 15] 9.0
70 0.03 0.1157 2.9979 2.8489 [13,15] 13.3
160 0.03 0.0855 6.4696 4.0206 [19.5,22] 23.2
250 0.03 0.0526 11.5847 5.1989 [21,23] 34.4
30 0.016 0.4615 0.3713 1.0126 [6.5,10] 5.5
30 0.02 0.4269 0.5851 0.9844 [6.5,10] 5.6
30 0.04 0.1566 2.0605 2.2646 [6.5,10] 7.4
30 0.05 0.1112 2.2218 2.9187 [6.5,10] 8.2

Quadrupoles (Q)

25 0.03 0.2613 0.2880 0.9852
70 0.03 0.2734 0.3015 0.8605

82.8529 0.03 0.298 0.3323 0.9369
120 0.03 0.2199 0.3116 1.1707
250 0.03 0.1089 0.209 2.1647
82.8529 0.016 0.3096 0.0009 0.8236
82.8529 0.02 0.2552 0.1469 0.9211
82.8529 0.04 0.2717 0.5180 1.0978
82.8529 0.05 0.2343 0.9245 1.3433
350 0.1 0.004 13.6665

Quadrudipoles (`, Q) 𝐵di (𝑅★,0)
𝐵t (𝑅★,0)

` = 25, Q = 13.8088 0.03 0.2508 1.1077 1.395 0.8333
` = 20, Q = 27.6176 0.03 0.2587 1.0323 1.0662 0.6667
` = 15, Q = 41.4264 0.03 0.301 0.8272 1.2141 0.5000
` = 10, Q = 55.2352 0.03 0.2378 0.4902 1.0539 0.3333
` = 5, Q = 69.0441 0.03 0.2744 0.5225 1.0241 0.1667

3 RESULTS

We perform a set of runs for different parameters and different initial
stellar magnetic field topology as summarized in Table 1. The table
also reports the averages of accretion rate and torque extracted at the
stellar surface. In general, our simulations give rise to highly variable
accretion as quantified by the variability index 𝑐v ∼ 1 − 5 that com-
pares the standard deviation with the mean of ¤𝑀 (see also Appendix
A for time-series of the accretion rates). We will first discuss general
solution characteristics for dipoles (3.1), quadru(di)poles (3.2) and
thereafter quantify the accretion torques (3.3) and outflows (3.4). We
will return to the issue of variability in Section 3.5 on the accretion
hotspots.

3.1 Dipoles

For reference we discuss the evolution for three different accretion
states for stars with dipolar magnetic fields. Here we adopt a fiducial
value of Ω = 0.03 and vary the magnetic moment ` ∈ {5, 30, 160}.
The general time evolution is described as follows: as we switch on
stellar rotation at t = 0, the rotating star launches an Alfvén wave

which engulfs the torus. As the wave propagates outwards, within
a few lightcrossing times across the lightcylinder (𝑟lc = 1/Ω), the
inner regions of the magnetosphere relax to the steady-state solution
of the isolated pulsar (Komissarov 2006; Spitkovsky 2006).At around
≈ 2800𝐺𝑀/𝑐3, the MRI driven turbulence starts to drive material
inwards. This transient phase lasts until ∼ 10 000𝐺𝑀/𝑐3, afterwards
we obtain a quasi-stationary state which is characterized by a constant
average accretion rate and angular momentum flux and as well as
constant open magnetic flux from the star (see e.g. Figures 12, D1).
In the equatorial plane, material proceeds until a balance between
stellar magnetic pressure and ram pressure of the accreting material
is obtained, defining the magnetospheric radius 𝑟m. Customarily one
defines the Alfvén radius

𝑟A =

(
`4

2𝐺𝑀 ¤𝑀2

)1/7
(9)

(Elsner & Lamb 1977) and sets 𝑟m = b𝑟A with b ≤ 1. Typically
b ' 0.5 (e.g. Bessolaz et al. 2008; Zanni & Ferreira 2013). In our
simulations, we find that the magnetospheric radius is well captured
by the slightly larger parameter b ≈ 0.7, which might be explained by
the fact that our thick disk simulations are closer to being spherical,
as assumed in the classic derivation of the Alfvén radius. The ranges
of the simulated 𝑟m,num are compared with the analytic expectation
for b = 0.7 in Table 1.
Depending on `, the location of the magnetospheric radius will

give rise to various accretion states as described by PT17. The loga-
rithmic densities along with the characteristic radii are illustrated in
Figure 1. In the first panel (1a), we recover the boundary layer regime
with 𝑟m < 𝑅★ for ` = 5. Increasing ` leads to higher 𝑟𝑚 where the
disk couples to the magnetosphere to form accretion columns yield-
ing the channeled accretion regime (Figure 1b). A further increase
in ` results in the propeller regime with 𝑟co < 𝑟m < 𝑟lc (Figure 1c),
where

𝑟co = (𝑟2lc𝑟𝑔)
1/3 (10)

is the expected corotation radius for a disk in Keplerian rotation.
However, as we will discuss below, the actual corotation radius in
the simulations is somewhat smaller due to the sub-Keplerian nature
of the inner disk (see e.g. Figure 8). In this state, the magnetosphere
centrifugally ejects most the accreting gas from the corotation radius
while allowing a few occasional streams to reach the stellar surface.
In the propeller regime (at high values of ` = 160, 250), Table 1
shows that Eq. (9) predicts larger magnetospheric radii than observed
numerically. This can be explained by the fact that in this regime, a
significant amount ofmass is diverted into an outflow before reaching
the stellar surface. The theoretical 𝑟m values however use the lower
¤𝑀 extracted at the stellar surface which results in an over-estimation
of the true 𝑟m.

3.2 Quadrupoles and quadrudipoles

Next, we initialize the star with a quadrupolar magnetic field. As in
the dipolar case, field lines initially open up at the the light cylinder
radius, however, in the isolated quadrupolar case two radial cur-
rent sheets are obtained at angles of roughly arctan(2) ' 63◦ from
the poles. The time evolution is illustrated in Figure 2 for Q = 70
where the initial disk magnetic field is anti parallel to both the stellar
closed zone and the equatorial open flux in the northern hemisphere,
and parallel in the southern hemisphere. As the gas travels inward,
the disk magnetic field reconnects with the stellar field and even-
tually opens up the previously closed stellar flux in the northern
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Non-dipolar neutron star accretion in GRMHD 5

Figure 1. Different accretion regimes depending upon magnetic strength of the star for angular frequency of Ω = 0.03 in the quasi stationary state at
𝑡 = 19000𝑟𝑔/𝑐. (a) Boundary layer, (b) channeled accretion and (c) Propeller regime. The solid and dashed lines represent the light cylinder radius and the
corotation radius respectively. The pink lines show the last closed fieldline for respective isolated pulsars.

Figure 2. Evolution of the disk in presence of a pure quadrupole with Q = 70, rotating at Ω = 0.03. The different panels represent logarithmic density profiles
at different snapshots. All the labels are same as in Figure 1.

hemisphere. Meanwhile the field in the lower hemisphere is com-
pressed, shifting the lower y-point towards the pole. The asymmetric
disk-magnetosphere coupling modifies the initial quadrupolar mag-
netosphere to resemble a quadrudipolar field in the vicinity of the
stellar surface. Once inside the light-cylinder, the gas flows primarily
through the quadrupolar opening at the equator, forming a “belt”. For
our simulation with Q = 70 ,Ω = 0.03, we hence obtain two accretion
columns, one at the equator and other closer to the northern pole
3. The location of the polar hotspot depends on the initial star-disk
magnetic field configuration which is further illustrated in Figure 3
where the initial disk magnetic field is flipped. The open equatorial
flux which contributes to the southern jet shields the lower closed
zone, thus preventing formation of a southern hotspot (Figure 2d).
However, this highly asymmetric inner magnetospheric configura-
tion seems to have only a small impact on the net open flux in the
upper and lower hemispheres resulting in relatively symmetric jets
(see section 3.4 for further discussion).
To investigate the dependence of the accretion column structure

as function of quadrupole moment, we perform two sets of experi-
ments in the regime 𝑟m < 𝑟co: in the first sweep, we adopt a pure
quadrupole with increasing moment Q∈ {25, 70, 120, 250}. In the
second sweep, for a given polar field strength, we successively in-
crease the quadrupole contribution from the pure dipole case to the
pure quadrupole case.We opt to fix the total polar field strength in the
second sweep since this parameter can in principle be derived from

3 https://youtu.be/58CXMXrmhy8

Figure 3. Different hotspot locations for different star-disk magnetic field
orientation for Q = 70, Ω = 0.03 at t = 25000𝑟𝑔/𝑐. Here the left panel
shows density profile (log10 (𝜌)) for initial disk magnetic field anti-parallel
to the stellar field in the northern hemisphere and parallel in the southern
hemisphere (our default configuration). The opposite case is shown in the
right panel. All the labels are same as in Figure 1.

observations of cyclotron resonant scattering features (see Staubert
et al. 2019) which are thought to constrain the polar field strength
(but note Kylafis et al. (2021) for a discussion of the caveats with
the probed location). This allows us to investigate how the accretion
process changes for a given polar field strength (determined model-
independently) when changing the dipole to quadrupole ratio. Figure
4 shows density profiles in the quasi-stationary state for different
quadrupolar strengths in the first set. At the lowest quadrupolar mo-
ment (Q = 25), the disk crushes the northern closed zone leading
to boundary layer accretion through upper hemisphere. Increasing
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Figure 4. Different hotspot size for different magnetic strengths. Density profiles at t = 28120𝑟𝑔/𝑐. (a) Q = 25, (b) Q = 70, (c) Q = 120, (d) Q = 250. All the
labels are same as in Figure 1.

quadrupolar strength (Q) has two main effects: first, it halts the disk
at increasingly larger radii as in the dipolar case. Second, it affects
the width of the accretion columns. Truncation of the disk at larger
radii leads to thin accretion columns in the equatorial region. There
is a pronounced asymmetry of the upper and lower deadzone with
the lower one being more extended. This can be attributed to differ-
ential disk induced flux opening which is discussed in more detail in
Section 3.4.
The non-equatorial accretion stream also grows weaker with the

increase in magnetic strength. For the highest quadrupolar strength
in our case (Figure 4(d)), the upper accretion column has become
so weak that it becomes difficult to resolve numerically and often
stops midway between the corotation radius and the stellar surface.
The stopping of the upper column is however not a purely numerical
effect and is expected from physical grounds: for one, we observe
that a strong asymmetric pulsar wind ablates column material to
entrain it along the outflow. Further, as 𝑟m approaches 𝑟co, imperfect
disk-magnetospheric coupling occurs when a blob of gas, instead
of coupling to the stellar fields at 𝑟m retains its Keplerian velocity.
Often, such blobs of gas “hovering” on top of the column within
𝑟co either get ejected along the jet or accreted through the equatorial
hotspot. This effect is more prominent in the quadrudipoles.
Figure 5 shows the distribution of matter in presence of a

quadrudipolar stellar magnetic field. While in the pure quadrupole,
increasing Q had the main effect of increasing the magnetospheric
radius while leaving the column footpoints roughly in place; for the
quadrudipoles, increasing the quadrupolar contribution leads to a
progressive shift towards the northern hemisphere. Further, since
the magnetic pressure of the quadrupole decreases more rapidly,
the magnetospheric radius also moves inwards with an increasing
quadrupolar contribution. This is best seen in the diminishing of the
closed zone with increasing Q in Figure 5.

3.3 Torque

The accretion torque is directly extracted from the angular momen-
tum flux through the stellar surface defined as

¤𝐿 = 2𝜋
∫ 𝜋

0
𝑇𝑟
𝜙

√−𝑔𝑑\ . (11)

The torque experienced by accreting stars can be divided into two
components. The “matter” torque due to accreting material and the

“EM” torque due to the stress exerted by the electromagnetic fields.
The corresponding tensorial components read

TMA𝑟𝜙 = (𝜌0 + 𝑢𝑔 + 𝑝𝑔)𝑢𝑟𝑢𝜙 (12)

TEM𝑟

𝜙 = 𝑏2𝑢𝑟𝑢𝜙 − 𝑏𝑟 𝑏𝜙 (13)

Here 𝑢𝑔 is the internal energy density, 𝑝𝑔 = (�̂� − 1)𝑢𝑔 is the ideal
gas pressure, �̂� is the adiabatic index, 𝑝𝑏 = 𝑏`𝑏`/2 = 𝑏2/2 is the
magnetic pressure and 𝑏` describes the fluid frame magnetic field
as defined for example in Porth et al. (2017).
Figure 6 illustrates the evolution of angular momentum flux at

the stellar surface for ` = 30 and Q = 82.85 for Ω = 0.03. As a
positive angular momentum flux means that angular momentum is
transported away from the star, a positive (negative) torque therefore
leads to spin down (up) of the star. The upper panel in Figure 6
represents the evolution of the total torque for a dipolar field at the
stellar surface. For stars having magnetic strength high enough to
couple to the flow outside of the star (𝑟m > 𝑅★), at 𝑟m, the accreting
gas transfers most of its angular momentum to the electromagnetic
fields via magnetic stress and correspondingly, matter contributes
only a negligible torque (Romanova et al. (2002); PT17) at the stellar
surface. The remaining matter torque is always negative, thus acting
towards spin-up.
The electromagnetic torque can be either positive or negative de-

pending upon 𝑟m and 𝑟co and can be further divided into two compo-
nents, an enhanced spin-down torque from the pulsar wind (Parfrey
et al. 2016), and a variable spin up/down torque from the stellar
fieldlines connected to the disk. We separate these two components
by considering whether the corresponding fieldlines are “open” or
“disk-connected”.Wedefine an openfield line as one that reaches past
the light cylinder (in practice, we demand 𝑟 > 2𝑟lc or 𝑟 sin \ > 𝑟lc)
and stays within the highly magnetized polar region characterized
by 𝜎 > 1. All other field lines are either closed dead-zone field or
attach to the accretion flow via the column and outflow impacting on
the disk. The fieldlines connected to the disk inside and outside of
𝑟co result in spin-up and spin-down respectively. In our simulations,
the dominant spin-down component comes from the disk-connected
fieldlines (Figure 6), however, the wind torque contributes on a sim-
ilar level.
The lower panel of Figure 6 shows the time evolution of torque

at the stellar surface for an initial quadrupolar stellar magnetic field.
For these parameters, the magnitude of the total torque averaged over
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Figure 5. Effect of increasing quadrupolar contribution on the accretion flow (right to left). Different panels represent the logarithmic density profiles at t =
20270𝑟𝑔/𝑐 for different dipolar and quadrupolar contribution, where Q and ` are varied such that the surface polar field strength stays constant. All the labels
are same as in Figure 1.
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Figure 6. Torque evolution of the neutron star with a dipolar field, magnetic moment with ` = 30 (upper panel) and quadrupolar field with Q = 82.85 (lower
panel) rotating at an angular velocity of Ω = 0.03, both having same polar magnetic field strength at the stellar surface. Here the green solid line shows the
time evolution of total torque and blue and orange solid lines show the total electromagnetic (EM) and matter torque respectively. The total EM torque is
further separated into wind and disk contribution where the black and red dashed lines show the wind torque and the ‘disk connected’ torque (see Section
3.3) respectively. The blue, orange and green dash-dotted lines represent the averaged values (𝑡 ∈ [10000, 30000]𝑟𝑔/𝑐) for EM, matter and the total torque
respectively. The upper x-axis denotes time in terms of stellar period with 𝑃𝑠𝑡𝑎𝑟 = 209.43𝑟𝑔/𝑐.

time (t ∈ [10000, 30000]𝑟𝑔/𝑐) is roughly half for the quadrupolar
case (both cases effectively spin down the star). Several factors come
into play that tend to weaken the torque in the quadrupolar case:
(a) For quadrupoles (Q = 82.85), since the disk can come much
further in towards the stellar surface, the fraction of fieldlines inside
the corotation radius is larger compared to dipoles. Thus, the spin-
down torque from the “disk-connected” field is smaller compared
to dipoles. (b) For quadrupolar fields, most of the time, matter can

directly hit the stellar surface through the equatorial belt. This leads
to a larger spin-up matter torque component (around 40 percent of
the total torque) compared to dipoles. (c) Lastly, also the wind torque
is roughly 2 times smaller in the quadrupolar case with Q=82.85 (see
also Section 3.4). All these factors contributes to less spin-down for
quadrupoles as compared to dipoles for same polar magnetic field
strength.

Figure 7 shows the instantaneous angular profiles of the torque
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Figure 7.Different torque components as a function of \ at the stellar surface
for a dipolar field with ` = 30 (a)Ω = 0.03 at t = 25790𝑟𝑔/𝑐, (b)Ω = 0.0166,
at t = 26000𝑟𝑔/𝑐. The black dashed line represents the extent of the wind
zone from the poles in both hemispheres (defined by angular positions of
fieldlines reaching either 2𝑟lc or 𝑟 sin \ > 𝑟lc while ensuring 𝜎 > 1).

at the stellar surface for a dipolar field with ` = 30 and Ω = 0.03
(top) and Ω = 0.016 (bottom). The black dashed lines illustrate the
separation of the wind zone from the “disk-connected” zone as per
our criteria. One can see that at this point, the electromagnetic torque
departs from the wind profile near the poles and increases sharply
in the accretion column, also characterized by non-vanishing ¤𝑀 and
spin-up matter torques.
As we decrease Ω to 0.016, the scale separation between 𝑟m and 𝑟co
increases and the electromagnetic stresses in the column start con-
tributing to spin-up. This is best seen in the northern column (around
\ ' 0.35 in Figure 7). However, overall, the average total torque for
Ω = 0.016 is still positive, spinning down the star. According to Eq.
(10), the classical corotation radius for Ω = 0.016 is ' 16𝑟𝑔 which
is roughly a factor two larger than the magnetospheric radius for the
run in question. One might hence wonder why we don’t observe a
stronger spin-up effect due to the magnetic stresses of the column.
To elucidate this point, in Figure 8 (a) we show the averaged

radial dependence of the angular velocity in the equatorial plane for
dipolar stellar fields with fixed ` = 30 and different stellar rotation
parameters Ω ∈ [0.0166, 0.03, 0.05]. All three simulations have a
similar magnetospheric radius of 𝑟𝑚 ≈ 8𝑟𝑔. While the rotation at
large distances is Keplerian, starting at ∼ 2𝑟𝑚, the disk becomes
sub-Keplerian. This is similar to magnetically arrested black hole
accretion disks (Narayan et al. 2003; Porth et al. 2021; Begelman
et al. 2021), which feature sub-Keplarian rotation in the inner regions
where magnetospheric effects become noticeable. The behaviour is
further illustrated in the averaged equatorial profiles of sound-speed
𝑐𝑠 =

√︁
𝛾𝑃/𝜌ℎ, Alfvén velocity 𝑣𝐴 =

√︁
𝑏2/(𝜌ℎ + 𝑏2) and rotation

velocity (Figure 8 (b)). The deviation from theKeplerian profile starts
where magnetic and pressure support become comparable to the
Kepler speed. Furthermore, the magnetization in the sub-Keplerian
regions is substantial and we obtain plasma-𝛽 around unity. As a
consequence of the modified rotation profile of the disk, in all our
simulations, the effective corotation radius is significantly shifted
inwards compared to the expectation. This is one of the main reasons
for the decreased spinup via the magnetic stresses in the accretion
column.
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Figure 8. (a) Solid lines show times averaged omega profiles (t ∈
[10 000, 30 000]𝑟𝑔/𝑐 ) in the equatorial plane for the different stellar angular
frequencies with dipolar strength of ` = 30weighted by the metric. The blue,
green and red dashed lines show the stellar angular frequencies. The black
dashed line shows 𝑟−3/2 dependence. (b) Different curves represent alfven
speed (𝑣𝐴), sound speed (𝑐𝑠), azimuthal velocity (𝑣𝜙 = 𝑟2Ω) and Kepler
velocity in the equatorial plane averaged over t ∈ [10 000, 30 000]𝑟𝑔/𝑐.
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Figure 9. Averaged angular momentum flux for quadrudipoles as a function
of increasing quadrupolar contribution. The upper horizontal scale represents
the fraction of dipolar field at the stellar surface (\ = 0). All the quantities
are averaged over t ∈ [10000, 30000]𝑟𝑔/𝑐.

There are several other factors that contribute to the overall spin-
down of the Ω = 0.016 run: first, variations in 𝑟m lead to electro-
magnetic stresses in the column sometimes switching to spin-down,
second, the “disk-connected” field lines at the column boundaries
can impact the disk at radii 𝑟 with 𝑟co < 𝑟 < 𝑟LC and thus exert a
strong spin-down visible as steep gradients at the column edge (see
e.g. southern column at \ ' 2.8).
Figure 9 shows the dependence of different components of torque

on the quadrupolar strength. For a fair comparison, we increased the
quadrupolar contribution and the corresponding dipolar contribution
is varied such that effective polar magnetic strength at the stellar
surface remains constant. Here Q = 0 represents a pure dipole with
` = 30 and Q = 82.85 represents a pure quadrupole with same
surface field-strength. The total torque decreases with an increase in
quadrupolar contribution.
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Figure 10. Angular momentum flux at the stellar surface averaged over 𝑡 ∈
[10000, 30000]𝑟𝑔/𝑐 as a function of Ω for dipole with ` = 30.

Initially, the matter torque increases as we increase Q (consistent
withLong et al. 2007) and stabilizes to a constant value forQ≥ 41.42.
The diminishing increase in matter torque is simultaneous to the
development of the accretion belt into a narrow accretion column
(cf. Figures 4, 5). This suggests that for large Q, the matter torque is
transferred to the disk-connected fields again.
The net torque in all of the parameter regime and magnetic field

geometry explored here is positive, i.e. spinning down the star. Figure
10 illustrates the variation of different components of the torque as
a function of Ω for ` = 30. As we start increasing the rotation rate,
for a fixed magnetic strength (𝑟𝑚 ≈ constant), stronger disk-induced
spin down results. However, as the corotation radius approaches the
magnetospheric radius for the largest spin value (Ω = 0.05), the
disk contribution starts to diminish. This behavior is expected as
the increase in rotation leads to lesser star-disk connectivity with Ω.
Nevertheless, the effective spin-down torque continues to rise with
increasing Ω due to the contribution of the pulsar wind. We note
that the linear trend in wind torque is consistent with the behavior of
the jet power discussed in the next section. The matter torque stays
negligible and does not vary appreciably with the angular frequency
of the star.

3.3.1 Stress analysis

In order to separate out the role of mean and turbulent stresses and
investigate the influence of the accretion columns on the disk, we
perform a Reynolds decomposition of velocities 𝑢𝑟 , 𝑢𝜙 , magnetic
field components 𝑏𝑟 , 𝑏𝜙 as well as 𝜌ℎtot whereby ℎtot = ℎ + 𝑏2 is
the total specific enthalpy. The decomposition of an (instantaneous)
quantity 𝑋 is defined as

𝑋 = 〈𝑋〉 + 𝛿𝑋 (14)

where 〈·〉 denotes the average over time 𝑡 ∈ [10 000, 30 000]𝑟𝑔/𝑐.
This allows to write the angular momentum flux as

Tr𝜙 = (〈𝜌htot〉 + 𝛿𝜌htot) (〈ur〉 + 𝛿ur) (〈u𝜙〉 + 𝛿u𝜙)

−(〈𝑏𝑟 〉 + 𝛿𝑏𝑟 ) (〈𝑏𝜙〉 + 𝛿𝑏𝜙) . (15)

Decomposing 𝜌ℎtot next to the usual decomposition of the veloc-
ity fields that make the Reynolds stress allows us to investigate the
role of compressible effects in the angular momentum transport of
the thick disk setup. The non-vanishing terms in 〈𝑇𝑟

𝜙
〉 are shown

in Figure 11. Here, the positive (red) and negative (blue) signs sig-
nify angular momentum transport outwards and inwards respectively.
Figure 11 (a) and Figure 11 (d) show the stresses due to the mean

Figure 11. Different terms in equation 15 for the dipolar fiducial run with
` = 30 with an angular frequency of Ω = 0.03.

magnetic field and due to its turbulent (Maxwell stress) part. The
mean magnetic field stresses resulting from the stellar fields spin
down the star and act within the jet and accretion column. The large
scale stresses of the column remain fairly localized near 𝑟m ' 8𝑟𝑔
and cease entirely at the equatorial plane. The rapid decline of the
mean field stress means that there is little evidence for a dynamically
significant “extended magnetosphere” connecting the star with the
disk beyond the corotation radius which would add further magnetic
spindown torques (Ghosh & Lamb 1979; Zanni & Ferreira 2009).
Insteadwe find thatmagnetic fields become turbulent leading to dom-
inant Maxwell stresses which provide the largest outwards angular
momentum transport throughout the disk.
Turning to the velocity fields, the mean velocity (Figure 11 (b))

results in an inward angular momentum transport from accreted ma-
terial via the equatorial region and the columns (blue regions) as
would be expected. However, we also observe a significant contribu-
tion of outwards angular momentum transport via the outflows from
the disk. Reynolds stresses (Figure 11 (c)) in the disk mostly trans-
port angular momentum outwards except for the accretion columns
where they contribute towards spin-up. In principle this behavior is
expected when the Reynolds stress is modeled as turbulent viscosity.
Since viscous momentum transport acts always against the gradient
of velocity, a decreasing rotation profile within the corotation radius
will tend towards spin-up. In the simulation shown in Figure 11 the
turbulent contributions in the accretion columns however are minor
as the columns are dominated by the mean magnetic field stresses.
Finally, in panels 11 (e) and (f), we show correlations of the fluid

enthalpy density with the velocity fields. As the former is dom-
inated by the rest-mass contribution, we are essentially sampling
how density fluctuations correlate with the velocity field due to in-
compressible effects. The most striking result is that large densities
correlate with large (inflow-) velocities, making a significant con-
tribution to inward angular momentum transfer. We attribute this
to convective motions whereby dense blobs of gas fall in relatively
quickly whereas lighter blobs have the tendency to buoyantly rise.
This behavior can also be observed in the movie of the density field
on YOUTUBE 4. The fact that thick advection dominated accretion
disks are notoriously convectively unstable has been known for some

4 https://youtu.be/cCl6ZK5vjSM
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time (Narayan & Yi 1994; Quataert & Gruzinov 2000; Narayan et al.
2000), however strong convective motions have been observed pri-
marily in earlier axisymmetric hydrodynamic studies and convection
is thought to play little role in the 3D MRI-unstable case (Stone &
Balbus 1996; Hawley et al. 2001) (though note the more recent work
in themagnetically arrested regime byBegelman et al. (2021)). It will
be very interesting to see if the compressible term 〈𝜌ℎtot𝛿𝑢𝑟 〉〈𝑢𝜙〉
remains important in the 3D case.
By integrating the individual terms over spherical shells (as in

Equation 11), we can assess their contribution to the total torque.
The radial profiles of the fluxes are shown in Figure 12 which also
compares 〈𝑇𝑟

𝜙
〉 with and without decomposition (solid blue respec-

tively black dashed curve). Three points are worth making regarding
these two curves: a) as expected there is net angular momentum
transport outwards, b) we obtain excellent agreement between the
curves indicating that the decomposition captures all relevant terms
and c) the total angular momentum flux is nearly constant through-
out the interval [𝑅★, 30𝑟𝑔] indicating that these regions have settled
into a quasi-stationary state. The latter point is also evidenced by
the constancy of the mass accretion rate shown in the lower panel
of Figure 12. Large scale magnetic stresses (indicated as brown dot-
dashed) provide the dominant contribution within 𝑟𝑚 ' 8𝑟𝑔 where
both column- and wind- torque are relevant. After ∼ 10𝑟𝑔, a constant
spindown contribution from the jet remains. As could already be
seen in Figure 11, turbulent Maxwell stresses govern outwards an-
gular momentum transport throughout the disk, however, we also
obtain a large net outwards contribution from to the mean flow
〈𝜌ℎtot〉〈𝑢𝑟 〉〈𝑢𝜙〉 (solid orange curve). Hence in the total angular
momentum balance, the disk wind at high latitudes dominates over
the mass inflow in the equatorial region (cf. Figure 11 (b)). Reynolds
stresses (solid green) are smaller than Maxwell stresses by a factor
' 3, which is slightly below the ratio of 4 − 6 which is typically
found in studies of MRI driven turbulence (e.g. Hawley et al. 1995;
Pessah et al. 2006; Blackman et al. 2008; Shi et al. 2016). Next to
these well known terms, Figure 12 also shows the contribution of
compressible effects which originate in the non-vanishing 𝛿(𝜌ℎtot).
While 〈𝛿𝜌ℎtot𝛿𝑢𝜙〉〈𝑢𝑟 〉 remains negligible (solid red line), as seen
also in Figure 11, the inward transport via 〈𝛿𝜌ℎtot𝛿𝑢𝑟 〉〈𝑢𝜙〉 is essen-
tial for the total angular momentum balance (solid purple line). To
our knowledge this term has not been in the focus of previous inves-
tigations. It remains to be seen if it also survives in the 3D case as
azimuthal shearing motions and magnetic tension from the toroidal
field will surely dampen the convective motions responsible for the
correlation of density perturbations and inflow velocity seen in our
axisymmetric study.

3.4 Jets

The disk collimates the open polar field lines into a jet. To investigate
the dependence of jet properties on parameters, we here define the
jet as the magnetically dominated region 𝜎 > 1 around the axis.
Figure 13 (a) and (b) illustrates the magnetization profiles (𝜎) with
contours of 𝑟 sin \𝐵𝜙 (black) in the polar regions (𝜎 > 1) showing
the disk induced collimated jet for dipolar and quadrupolar stellar
fields respectively. Unlike expected, the highly asymmetric inner
magnetosphere for quadrupoles has little impact on the large scale
jet structure and is discussed in more details at the end of this section.
Interaction of the stellar magnetic fields with the disk fields can

lead to an enhancement or decrease of the open magnetic flux which
comprises the jet. According to PT17, in our dipolar case, where the
initial magnetic loop in the disk is anti-parallel to the dipolar stellar
field (at the interface between them), a net flux-opening is expected.

Figure 12. Angular momentum fluxes in the fiducial case with stellar dipole
with ` = 30 and Ω = 0.03. (a) Radial profiles of different components of the
〈Tr

𝜙
〉 (Equation 15) for 𝑡 ∈ [10000, 30000]𝑟𝑔/𝑐 integrated over \ ∈ [0, 𝜋 ],

(b) Mass accretion rate across shells of the disk showing that a stationary state
has been reached in the domain under investigation.

This would lead to an enhancement of Poynting-flux compared to the
case of the isolated pulsar. To quantify flux opening and jet power,
we place an extraction surface at 𝑟 = 50𝑟𝑔 and integrate Poynting-
and magnetic flux for the region 𝜎 > 1. The variation of open
flux (Φopen) and jet power (𝑃jet) as a function of the stellar angular
frequency and magnetic strength are shown in Figure 14 (dipoles)
and Figure 15 (quadrupoles). All the quantities are averaged over t ∈
[10000,30000]𝑟𝑔/𝑐. In the far field solution beyond the light-cylinder
𝑟 � Ω/𝑐, one has 𝐸\ ' 𝐵𝜙 ' −(Ω𝑟 sin \/𝑐)𝐵𝑟 (Vlahakis 2004) and
hence the Poynting flux can be expressed entirely in terms of open
magnetic flux and rotation Ω (e.g. Tchekhovskoy et al. 2015; Parfrey
et al. 2016). For example, for an isolated rotator in flat spacetime,
one finds to good approximation

𝑃jet ≈
2
3𝑐

Ω2Φ2open . (16)

Up to a constant coefficient, this scaling (which is analogous to the
celebrated Blandford & Znajek (1977) jet-power) is also expected to
hold in the case of a collimating jet (Tchekhovskoy et al. 2008).
Considering first the dipolar case, according to the “disk induced

flux-opening” model (Matt & Pudritz 2005b; Parfrey et al. 2016),
the opening for disk-connected fields is determined by the position
of the magnetospheric radius to Φopen = Z𝑟lc/𝑟𝑚Φopen,0 where
Φopen,0≈2𝜋`/𝑟𝑙𝑐 is the open flux of the corresponding isolated pul-
sar and so anyΩ-dependence cancels out.5 For comparison, we show
Φopen,0 as red dashed curve in the figures. We find that for a constant
stellar magnetic strength with 𝑟𝑚 < 𝑟lc, the amount of open flux is
nearly constant with Ω giving Φopen ∝ Ω0.31, consistent with the
expectation for flux opening at the magnetospheric radius. However,
as we increaseΩ, the expected open flux for the isolated case scaling
as ∝ Ω1 overcomes the value of the disk-magnetosphere simulation

5 The parameter Z < 1 subsumes two effects: for one, as Φopen,0 is ob-
tained from the isolated (dipolar) flux function, it does not take into account
compression by the accretion flow. Compressed field lines crossing 𝑟𝑚 in
the equatorial plane connect to higher latitudes than the original dipolar field
which means that the open flux based on the unmodified dipolar flux function
would be overestimated. A second effect entering into Z is the presence of the
accretion column (comprised of disk connected field lines) with a width de-
termined by the turbulent magnetic diffusivity of the accretion flow (Parfrey
et al. 2017).
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Figure 13. Panel (a) and (b) shows magnetization (log10𝜎) for dipole with
` = 30 and quadrupole (𝑄 = 70) respectively at 𝑡 = 28120𝑟𝑔/𝑐. The black
lines represent the contours of 𝑟 sin \𝐵𝜙 . The jet is defined with the 𝜎 = 1
contour which is highlighted in white.
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Figure 14.Dipolar open flux (upper panels) and jet power (lower panels) as a
function of angular frequency (` = 30) and stellar magnetic field (Ω = 0.03).
The dashed red lines represent the isolated cases in flat spacetime. The black
dashed line in the lower right panel is put arbitrarily to show the expected
power-law scaling with surface magnetic strength. The blue shaded regions
show the expected jet flux and the jet power from the disk induced flux-
opening model.

at Ω > 0.03. This behavior was not reported before (the anti-parallel
configurations of PT17 always show enhanced open flux) and points
to a subtle issue of the initialization of the simulations which is
discussed further in Section 4.
Turning to the extracted jet power, Figure 14 (c) demonstrates a

powerlaw scaling 𝑃jet ∝ Ω2.2 which is close to the expected slope of
∼ 2.1 resulting from flux opening. In particular, the obtained slope is
significantly shallower than the isolated case ∝ Ω4. The dependence
of Φopen,0 and 𝑃jet with the stellar field strength is shown in Figure
14(b,d) for fixed Ω = 0.03. It can be observed that also here, the
open flux and jet power eventually falls behind the isolated pulsar
for higher (Ω, `). In our case the transition in open flux happens for
` > 30. We interpret the difference in the transition point in 𝜙open
and 𝑃jet to be caused by deviations from the monopolar solution in
the collimated jet. This behavior of the flux opening/closing of the
initial flux is corroborated by Figure 4 (c) which shows how the flux
contour of the isolated case (pink line) is buried under additionally
closed field lines comprising the dead-zone (dark-blue region) out to
𝑟m < 𝑟lc. Hence the accretion flow has in fact closed flux compared
to the case of the isolated pulsar with the same parameters. The
temporal evolution of open and closed stellar fluxes is exemplified in
Appendix D.
For a more quantitative comparison with the disk induced flux-

opening model, we overplot the expected open flux as blue shaded
region on the right-hand panels of Figure 14. Here we have used the
expression for 𝑟𝑚 = 0.7𝑟A given by Equation (9) which was found to
matchwellwithmagnetospheric radii obtained in the simulations (see
Section 3.1). This leads to an expectation for 𝑃jet ∝ `6/7Ω2 which
is also shown as a black-dashed line, roughly consistent with the flux
opening model for Z ∼ 0.3− 0.5. Thus given a numerically obtained
Z , the data shows that a reasonable prediction of the jet power is
possible once the magnetospheric radius and spin are known.
Before turning to the data of the quadrupole simulations, let us

first provide a simple extension of the disk induced flux-opening
model for comparison. The quadrupole flux followsΦ ∝ 1/𝑟2, hence
the total open flux can be written as Φopen = Z (𝑟LC/𝑟m)2Φopen,0.
Considering the quadrupole scaling of the magnetic pressure, the
Alfvén radius becomes 𝑟A = (Q4/8GM ¤M2)1/11 which determines
𝑟m = b𝑟A (b < 1) and Φopen,0 ∝ 𝑄Ω2/𝑐2. This leads to a theoret-
ical jet power estimate of 𝑃jet ∝ 𝑄6/11Ω2 which has the same Ω
dependence but shallower dependence on the stellar field strength
compared to the dipole.
Analogue to the dipolar case, Figure 15 shows open flux and

jet power for a stellar quadrupole field as a function of Ω and Q.
The total open flux is always above the isolated case suggesting an
efficient flux opening in all of the parameter regime considered here.
Quantitatively, we obtain 𝑃jet ∝ Ω1.8 in approximate agreement with
the expected powerlaw slope of 2 (whereas the isolated case features
a powerlaw slope of 6). Just like in the dipole case, the open flux
shows essentially no dependence on Ω.
While the nearly flat scaling Φopen ∝ Ω0.06 is expected, we also

observe that the open flux (and jet power) is independent of the
stellar field strength. For guidance, the expected slope of 𝑃jet ∝
𝑄6/11 is overplotted as a black-dashed line in the bottom right panel
of Figure 15. As the expectation also yields a fairly flat slope of
6/11 ≈ 0.55, we consider the flatness of the jet power curve with Q
noteworthy but likely not yet in strong tension with the theory. This
is especially so when allowing for a similar freedom in the range
of the efficiency parameter Z as in the dipole cases (blue shaded
area in Figure 14). Nevertheless, it is important to point out that the
disk induced flux opening of the quadrupolar case cannot just be an
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Figure 15.Quadrupolar open flux (upper panels) and jet power (lower panels)
as a function of angular frequency (Q = 82.85) and stellar magnetic field
(Ω = 0.03). The red dashed lines represent the isolated cases in flat spacetime.
The black dashed line in the lower right panel is put arbitrarily to show the
expected power-law scaling with surface magnetic strength.

extension of the dipolar case as the quadrupolar case features both the
“parallel” (lower hemisphere) and the “anti-parallel” configuration
(upper hemisphere). To open up the magnetosphere, stellar field lines
first need to reconnect to disk field-lines which is favoured in the
upper deadzone (see also Figure 3). At the same time, the open flux
from the lower polar cap is closed due to the presence of the parallel
disk field and the equatorial open flux powers the southern jet instead.
As the inner magnetosphere of the quadrupolar cases is highly

asymmetric (c.f. Figure 4), it is worthwhile considering how this
affects the overall symmetry of the jet. In order to measure the
difference in the jet power in the upper and lower hemisphere,
we adopt the asymmetry parameter 𝑃jet,asymm (Nathanail et al.
2020, and Appendix B). We find small values of the asymmetry
𝑃jet,asymm = 0.08−0.15with the upper jet being only∼ 10% stronger
than the lower one (see also Figure B1). The disk induced flux open-
ing operates only in the upper hemisphere resulting in slightly higher
power in the northern hemisphere.

3.5 Hotspots

As the channeled matter impacts the stellar surface, hotspots and
shocks will form at the base of the accretion columns. 6 Detailed
modeling of the resulting pulsed emission would require us to take
into account NS surface models and radiation transport (see for ex-
ample Poutanen & Gierliński 2003; Salmi et al. 2018). Here, as a
first step, we present a simplified treatment of the surface emission
following Romanova et al. (2004). This enables us to explore some
of the issues that will be relevant to more sophisticated modeling.
Assuming that the entire matter-kinetic energy flux of the column

plasma is emitted as black-body radiation at the stellar surface gives

𝑇eff =

(
𝐹𝑚

𝜎

)1/4
(17)

6 Hotspots and accretion columns in our axisymmetric simulations can be
interpreted as hot rings and funnel flows respectively.
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Figure 16. Time-averaged hotspot sizes for (a) dipoles, (b) quadrupoles and
(c) quadrudipoles for t ∈ [6000,30000]𝑟𝑔/𝑐. There are clear differences in the
degree of channeling for the different magnetic field configurations: dipoles
typically show two clear streams close to the poles; quadrupoles have chan-
neling concentrated in one hemisphere; for quadrudipoles there is at least one
strong stream no matter what the configuration but the stream in the other
hemisphere is weak. For both quadrupoles and quadrudipoles, the asymme-
try between the hemispheres could lead to large differences in pulse visibility
depending on observer inclination.

where

𝐹𝑚 = 𝑇MA
𝑟

𝑡 = (𝜌0 + 𝑢𝑔 + 𝑝𝑔)𝑢𝑟𝑢𝑡 (18)

where 𝐹𝑚 is the totalmatter energy flux,𝑇eff and𝜎 are the effective
black-body temperature and Stefan-Boltzmann constant. Since the
average accretion rate (in code units) typically lies within 0.1-0.4
(apart from strong propeller regimes, see Table 1), we convert the
temperature values by assuming that a dimensionless accretion rate
of ¤𝑀 = 0.1 corresponds to 1% ¤𝑀Edd with a radiative efficiency of
0.1.
Figure 16 shows the resulting average hotspot temperature as a

function of polar angle for different surface magnetic field strengths
and geometry. The average is taken for t ∈ [6000, 30000]𝑟𝑔/𝑐 ≈ 200
milliseconds (∼ 100 rotational cycles) for typical 𝑅★ = 10km,
For centered dipolar fields, we obtain two accretion columnswhich

are symmetric with respect to the equatorial plane and correspond-
ingly two symmetric hotspots as shown in Figure 16(a). For suffi-
ciently high magnetic strength (𝑟𝑚 > 𝑅★), a change in ` leads to
a variation in both the location and size of the hotspots. As we in-
crease `, the magnetic pressure halts the disk at increasingly larger
radius (𝑟𝑚 increases) which leads to coupling of accreting matter
to stellar fieldlines closer to poles. The hotspot is characterized by
two angles: \min which is given by the last open fieldline and \max
which is given by the fieldline bordering the deadzone and accre-
tion column. We can qualitatively understand the behavior of these
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angles as follows: (a) \max depends upon the position of the inner
disk radius. For an ideal aligned dipole the opening angle can be cal-
culated as \max = sin−1 (

√︁
𝑅★/𝑟m). However, as the disk enters the

light-cylinder, it compresses the closed stellar fieldlines towards the
neutron star, placing \max closer to the poles compared to the ideal
dipolar case as discussed in Zanni & Ferreira (2009). The vertical
lines in Figure 16 (a) show the expected \max for an ideal dipolar
field for different `. It is roughly twice as far from the pole as the one
obtained in our simulations. (b) The position of the last open fieldline
which sets \min depends on the connectivity of star-disk fields and
on the effective diffusivity of the turbulent disk making it difficult
to determine this angle from first principles (see 3.3). However, we
note that \min is fairly constant with ` which leads to a decrease in
the column thickness with increasing `.
Figure 16 (b) represents the hotspot sizes for the quadrupolar cases.

Apart fromQ= 25, all the quadrupolar field strengths considered here
give rise to channeled accretion with two columns, one at the equator
and other closer to either of the poles depending upon the relative
disk-magnetosphere field orientation (see Figure 3). Increasing Q
leads to a narrower and stronger equatorial hotspot along with a
weaker polar hotspot. Similar to the dipolar case, here too the lower
altitude edge of the polar accretion column \max is set by the disk
truncation radius (in the northern hemisphere in the case shown
above).
As pointed out earlier by Romanova et al. (2004), we find that the

size of the hotspots increases with 〈 ¤𝑀〉. One of the common features
in both the dipolar and quadrupolar case is the accretion columns
becoming thinner with increase in surface stellar magnetic field.
Figure 16(c) shows the hotspot sizes for quadrudipolar fields with

different quadrupolar strengths where the corresponding dipolar field
strength is varied such that we end up with the same polar field
strength as the pure dipole with ` = 30. As we increase `, the equa-
torial spot becomes broader and shifts towards the lower hemisphere.
The shift in the location of the equatorial hotspot towards the lower
pole is due to the stellar magnetic field approaching the dipole con-
figuration (Figure 5).
While the previously discussed profiles resulted from a long-term

average, in Figure 17 we illustrate the temporal variation of the
hotspot temperature profiles for the reference case ` = 30. We
obtain strong variability of the hotspot sizes and temperatures on
timescales as short as ∼ 10ms. At the same time, the location of the
hotspots given by \min ' 0.3 and \max ' 0.4 stays approximately
constant. The hotspot sizes in our simulations reflect the size of the
accretion column near the stellar surface and the fluctuations in the
overall hotspot temperature derive from the strong variations in ¤𝑀 .
We also observe instances with multiple peaked structures in the
temperature profiles resulting from branching of the accretion col-
umn mostly occurring at lower ¤𝑀 . Such an event is also represented
for quadrudipoles in Figure 5, panels (c,d). Whether this variability
might be detectable is an interesting question that needs to be ex-
plored by more sophisticated models of the emission process that
take into account the thermal response time of the surface layers and
shock.

4 DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

We have performed a suite of axisymmetric GRMHD simulations to
explore accretion onto stars with multipolar surface magnetic field
configurations. The initial stellar field strength and angular frequency
in our simulations are in the range observed in accreting millisecond
pulsars. First, as a reference, we investigated accretion onto stellar

dipoles.We recover different accretion states for the dipolar field with
anti-parallel star-disk field configuration depending on `, similar to
PT17. The magnetospheric radius for the dipolar case in our simula-
tions for 𝑟m < 𝑟co is well described by 𝑟m = b𝑟A, with b = 0.7. For
stellar quadrupoles, the presence of parallel and anti-parallel initial
star-disk magnetic field configuration in two-hemispheres results in
an asymmetric disk-magnetospheric coupling, and in turn, modifies
the initial stellar field to resemble a quadrudipolar configuration. For
lower field strength, the disk crushes one of the stellar closed zones
leading to a slightly asymmetric boundary layer accretion. However,
for field strengths typically high enough to balance ram pressure
of the disk outside of the star, the accreting materials start to get
channeled along the field forming two accretion columns, one at
the equator and another closer to the pole. The equatorial hotspot is
generally much stronger and less channeled compared to the polar
one and this effect increases with Q. In the mixed cases with both
dipole and quadrupolar contribution, increasing the dipolar contribu-
tion shifts the equatorial column towards the pole, making the inner
magnetosphere more symmetric, like the dipolar case.
Considering a star with polar field strength 108 Gauss correspond-

ing to ` = 30, with the scaling choices mentioned in Section 2.1,
we get an effective spin-down of ¤a ≈ 1.8 × 10−15𝐵28`

−2
30 Hz/s where

𝐵8 = 𝐵0,cgs/108G and `30 = `/30. This is well within the range
predicted by the existing torque models, a summary of which can be
found in Parfrey et al. (2016). It is important to mention that in our
simulations, the disk connected fieldlines (including the accretion
column) always make a significant contribution to the total electro-
magnetic torque, being either larger or comparable to the wind torque
at the stellar surface. This disk torque component was neglected en-
tirely in the model of Parfrey et al. (2016).
Significant magnetospheric effects at the inner disk regions leads

to sub-Keplarian disks in our simulations. This results in smaller ef-
fective corotation radius leading to a net spin down torque for almost
all of the parameters explored here. A further investigation into total
angular momentum transport shows that although the mean mag-
netic field stresses dominate angular momentum transport in both
accretion columns and the jet, it drops rapidly beyond the magne-
tospheric radius, suggesting a minimal role of the “extended disk-
magnetosphere” in the net spin-down observed in our simulations. At
the magnetospheric radius, Maxwell stresses dominate immediately
leading to an outward angular momentum transport throughout the
disk. The mean velocities result in both inward and outward angular
momentum transport in the equatorial and wind region. The radial
angular momentum flux profile show an increasing contribution of
the wind in outward angular momentum transport with radius. The
Reynolds stress is smaller than the Maxwell stress by a factor of ∼ 3
and leads to an overall outward angular momentum transport in the
disk. We find that a strong (inward) contribution to the total angular
momentum transport in the disk comes from the correlation between
density and radial velocity fluctuations which can be explained by
a scenario where denser plasma has a stronger tendency to rapid
inward motion than lighter buoyant gas – as in convection. However,
whether these correlated density-radial velocity fluctuations survive
in absence of axisymmetry needs further study by means of 3D
simulations.
The spin-down torque decreases due to the presence of non-dipolar

fields at the stellar surface. We find that for sufficiently low stellar
frequency, the net torque at the star varies significantly depending on
initial field geometry. At a fixed stellar frequency, more quadrupolar
contribution decreases the spin-down EM torque and increases the
matter torque (which is always spin-up) simultaneously, leading to a
net decrease in the total spin-down torque at the star. The effect of
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Figure 17. Temperature profiles at the stellar surface averaged over 1200𝑟𝑔/𝑐 (≈10ms for a typical 𝑅★= 10 km) for 8 consecutive time windows, for a dipolar
field with ` = 30. The black dashed curve represents the averaged temperature profile(same as Figure 16 shown for reference). The color gradient shows the
temporal progression of the averaged temperature profiles within t ∈ [20400,30000]𝑟𝑔/𝑐 ≈ 80ms.

different stellar field geometry on the torque was previously explored
by Long et al. (2007, 2008) where an increase in quadrupolar contri-
bution instead lead to less spin-up torque. The difference in behaviour
can be understood as follows: (a) the higher ¤𝑀 considered in Long
et al. (2007) results in a spin-up EM torque compared to the spin-
down contribution in our case; (b) their thin non-magnetised disk
retains the initial quadrupolar field which leads to only one accretion
column through the equator, whereas in our simulations, in case of
a pure quadrupole, the disk field reconnects with the initial stellar
geometry to form two accretion columns, one through the equator
and other closer to the pole. This increases the star-disk connectivity
in our case, leading to transfer of angular momentum to the field at an
effective magnetospheric radius that results in a dominant EM spin-
down torque. This EM spin-down torque is however smaller than in
the corresponding dipole case. Thus when the quadrupolar contri-
bution is increased (while keeping the polar field strength fixed), we
obtain a decrease in spin-down EM torque and an increase in the
spin-up matter torque, leading to a net decrease in total spin-down
torque at the star.
As a possible caveat of our analysis we should mention that the

separation criterion for the wind zone at the star (see Section 3.3) is
dependent on the 𝜎 threshold (𝜎cut = 1) where increasing 𝜎cut can
lead to a slight decrease in the wind contribution. We checked that
the open flux corresponding to our measured wind torque agrees with
the jet flux (defined with 𝜎 = 1 contour and extracted at 𝑟 = 50𝑟g)
to within ≈ 10% showing that what we denote as “wind” will indeed
reach large distances. Thewind zone contours on the torque \ profiles
at the stellar surface (Figure 7), along with the conservation of open-
flux, supports our threshold choice for the disk- and wind-torque
separation.
We find that the presence of the accretion flow significantly mod-

ifies the open magnetic flux, torque and jet power compared to the
case of the isolated pulsar. For the configuration studied here, where
disk field and stellar field are anti-parallel (at their intersection),
field-lines can become connected to the accretion disk via magnetic
reconnection. The differential footpoint rotation then leads to bal-
looning of the field lines, which quickly rip apart to generate new
open magnetic flux. The latter process was described in a number of
works, for example Uzdensky et al. (2002a,b); Lynden-Bell (2003);
Parfrey et al. (2016); Ferreira et al. (2000). Our results for the dipo-
lar stellar field are qualitatively consistent with the “disk induced
flux opening model” of Parfrey et al. (2016), that is, with reference
to the isolated spindown power 𝐿0 ' `2Ω4/𝑐3 (Gruzinov 2005),
the enhanced power due to disk induced open flux is determined

by 𝑃jet = (Z𝑟LC/𝑟m)2𝐿0 which results in a parameter dependence
∝ `6/7Ω2. The best fitting slope for the spin in our simulations is
𝑃jet ∝ Ω1.8, very near this expectation, and the scaling with ` is
recovered when allowing for a range in Z . We note that our obtained
efficiency parameter 0.3 < Z < 0.5 is lower than in the similar study
by PT17 who quote 0.5 < Z < 0.75. More importantly, we obtain a
different scaling of the jet power with spin frequency: PT17 report
the steeper dependence 𝑃jet ∝ Ω3.6 which is closer to the scaling of
the isolated dipole ∝ Ω4. Further, we observe for our high spin and
magnetic field simulations that magnetic flux is in fact closed com-
pared to the isolated pulsar case. This is theoretically possible since
the accretion flow compresses the closed zone to within the initial 𝑟lc
in the isolated regime. In principle, this behaviour is expected only
for “parallel” configurations, which points to a subtle dependence on
the initial conditions discussed further below.
Flux opening in the quadrupole configuration proceeds differently

to the dipolar case: by simply extending the analysis of the disk in-
duced flux opening model to quadrupoles, we obtain an intrinsically
weaker dependence of the open polar field strength than in the dipole
case (∝ `6/7 vs. ∝ 𝑄6/11). More importantly, quadrupole stellar
fields give rise to both “anti-parallel” and “parallel” regions, de-
pending on the hemisphere under consideration. It is hence far from
obvious whether and how flux opening proceeds in the quadrupolar
case. Our numerical experiments demonstrate that flux opening is
also efficient in case of quadrupoles and turns out to be independent
of the strength of the stellar field, in contrast to the case of stellar
dipoles.
While the upper hemisphere jet emanates from field lines rooted

in the polar region (“isolated” ones plus newly opened up ones),
the lower hemisphere jet is composed of field-lines rooted in the
equatorial region. These shield the accretion flow from reaching the
star and thus disallow the formation of an accretion column in the
lower hemisphere. This geometry of the open field lines gives rise
to a slight asymmetry (∼ 10%) in jet power from quadrupole stellar
fields.
Formation of asymmetric and even one-sided jets from complex

stellar fields was previously reported by Lovelace et al. (2010). In
their study, a thin viscoresistive accretion disk interactedwith quadru-
dipolar stellar fields with varying contributions. Most notably, their
pure dipolar configurations displayed one-sidedness and a cyclic flip-
flop behavior. None of our simulations exhibit such time-dependence,
which seems to imply that themechanism is limited to thin-disks only.
When the disk scale height is large, we expect that the compression
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of the stellar field is more homogeneous, which avoids the creation
of energetically favored upward- or downward- accretion paths.
If we scale our fiducial case (` = 30, Ω = 0.03) to polar field

strengths of 109G, we obtain a jet power of ' 1.7 × 1035ergs−1,
sufficient to explain the inferred radio jet power from the neutron star
X-ray binaries Cir X-1 and Sco X-1 of > 1035ergs−1 (Fender et al.
2004). Importantly, we find that the case with quadrupolar stellar
fields of the same polar field strength (Q' 83) emits a comparable
amount of power. In both cases, the required accretion luminosity
stays below the Eddington limit with 𝐿Acc/𝐿Edd ' 5%. Allowing
our model to accrete at the Eddington limit (as expected for Sco X-1,
Bradshaw et al. 1999) and using the scaling of the jet power ∝ Ω2,
the power limit > 1035ergs−1 can be met for spin frequencies < 7ms.
Recently, radio jets have also been detected from strongly mag-

netized (> 1012G) neutron stars with periods above several sec-
onds (van den Eĳnden et al. 2018, 2021). However, with merely
∼ 1028erg s−1 their typical 6GHz radio power is substantially lower
than the inferred jet power of Sco X-1. In the case of Swift
J0243.6+6124 (hereafter SW J0243), the spin period is close to 10s
and a magnetic field strength of approximately 1013G was inferred
from modeling of the spinup torque (Doroshenko et al. 2018). The
X-ray luminosity places the source at or above the Eddington limit
(van den Eĳnden et al. 2018). Assuming that the scaling for the jet
power in the dipolar case obtained in Section 3.4 also holds at the
Eddington limit, we can write in convenient units

𝑃jet ' 9.7 × 1032
(
𝐵0,cgs

1012G

)6/7 (
𝑃

1s

)−2
erg s−1 (19)

which yields' 7×1031erg s−1 for the parameters of SW J0243. Thus
the radio power can easily be explained by our model and requires
only a small radiative efficiency ∼ 10−4.
Since the dependence of the jet power on the surface field is much

weaker for stellar quadrupoles (while they share the same 𝑃−2 period
dependence), it is interesting to ask whether such field topologies
can be ruled out by underpredicting the radio power of objects like
SW J0243. This is however not the case: even if we assume the
jet power is independent of the surface field strength, scaled to SW
J0243, the jet power from the quadrupole stellar field case still yields
' 8.4 × 1028erg s−1. If we adopt the Q6/11 dependence instead, the
power falls just an order of magnitude short of the dipolar scaling,
thus still allowing enough room for the radio emission.
One striking difference of our results compared to PT17 is that

although we consider the anti-parallel case, our simulations do not
uniformly open up stellar magnetic flux, but the cases with ` >

50 lead to more closed flux compared to the case of the isolated
pulsar (see e.g. panel (b) of Figure 14). This can also be seen in
Figure 1 where the flux contour of the isolated case is buried under
additional closed field lines. The reason for this extra closed flux
can be understood when inspecting the initial transient phase of the
simulations: as the stellar rotation is switched on, an Alfvén wave
sweeps through the domain which pushes the magnetic flux initially
located between the light-cylinder and the torus towards the torus
edge. These trapped fieldlines being parallel to the stellar closed zone
field represent excess flux that can close through theY-point when the
deadzone is pushed by the accretion flowwithin the light-cylinder. As
the strength of the stellar field is increased, also the contribution of
the “excess flux” increases. The initial excess flux is negligible in the
case of stellar quadrupole fields as these have vanishing meridional
fields at the equator. Correspondingly, we always recover significant
flux opening in the quadrupolar cases. In the setup of PT17, we
expect that this effect is diminished as the initial stellar dipole field
is modified to “loop around” the torus.

This somewhat subtle issue points out the dependence of the sim-
ulation on the initial conditions. It has already been demonstrated
by PT17 that parallel and anti-parallel configurations yield vastly
different results, with the parallel cases leading to a suppression of
the stellar jet. The variant described here indicates once more that
the amount of open flux and whether or not a jet will be formed in
the accreting system depends on the initial conditions (or accretion
history) of the object. In the field of black hole accretion simula-
tions, the dependence on the initial magnetic field configuration in
the accretion flow has been known for some time (see Komissarov &
Porth 2021, and references therein) and the generation and transport
of large scale magnetic fields is an important open question. Unsur-
prisingly, it seems that simulations of accreting neutron stars are no
different.
How accretion is channeled onto the star’s surface determines

whether or not it will be detectable as an X-ray pulsar. Our sim-
ulations show that where hotspots would form, and their size and
temperature distribution, depends strongly on magnetic field con-
figuration. For quadrupolar and quadrudipolar configurations, there
are pronounced differences in the flows impacting the two different
hemispheres: observer inclination would then be even more impor-
tant in determining whether the detected emission is pulsed. We
also find high levels of variability in the channeled accretion flows,
something that may contribute to the high frequency variability and
timing noise in X-ray emission from accreting neutron stars (see for
example Hartman et al. 2008; Bachetti et al. 2010; Patruno & Watts
2021;Méndez&Belloni 2021). There are also implications for future
attempts to do pulse profile modeling to measure mass and radius
of accreting neutron stars. Pulse profile modeling uses physically-
motivated models for the generation of the pulsed emission. Pulse
profiles (detected counts, resolved in rotational phase and energy)
are built up over many rotational cycles, in order to obtain sufficient
numbers of photons for the analysis. If the underlying pulse gener-
ation process is highly variable, we will need to verify whether this
affects our ability to recover model parameters successfully. However
a full assessment of the degree of variability in pulse generation will
require 3D simulations and better models of the emission process.
This axisymmetric GRMHD study of accreting neutron stars has

shown that magnetic field geometries more complex than a dipole
can have major effects on channeling of accretion flows. Our next
step will be to extend this study to 3D, where it will be interesting
to see whether the same features that we have observed in 2D persist
in the higher dimensional problem. We also need to consider disk
thickness in more detail. The thick disk simulations presented here
should be appropriate for the low-luminosity hard-state or the super-
Eddington regime, as argued in PT17 and Parfrey et al. (2017). At
the low accretion rate end this would cover some of the accretion
rates observed for the accretion powered millisecond pulsars, which
typically accrete at less than 10% of the Eddington rate (Patruno &
Watts 2021). However many accreting neutron stars, including those
with thermonuclear bursts but without detected accretion-powered
pulsations, have intermediate accretion rates (Galloway et al. 2020).
Modeling this accretion rate regime will require the investigation of
thin accretion disks, which we also plan to do in a follow up study.
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APPENDIX A: VARIABILITY OF THE MASS ACCRETION
RATE

Figure A1 shows the mass accretion rate in logarithmic scale for
stellar dipoles and quadrupoles for a few selected cases with Ω =

0.03 and different magnetic field strengths. The first panel (a) in
Figure A1 is our fiducial channeled case with persistent columns.
The second panel (b) shows the episodic behaviour in the propeller
regime with some accretion streams occasionally falling into the
star. The quadrupolar case (c) is also in the channeled regime and
shows weaker variability than the ` = 30 dipole (also quantified by
variability indices 𝑐v = 0.8605 vs. 𝑐v = 1.4765, c.f. Table 1). Finally,
the largest shown quadrupolar case (d) also occasionally enters into
the propeller regime resulting in large drops in mass accretion ration.
Common to all our models is that the variability increases with
increasing magnetization (e.g. larger magnetospheric radii).

APPENDIX B: ASYMMETRY OF THE QUADRUPOLAR
JETS

The asymmetry parameter is defined as

𝑃jet,asymm =
𝑃jet,north − 𝑃jet,south
𝑃jet,north + 𝑃jet,south

(B1)

with 𝑃jet,north and 𝑃jet,south being the power in the upper and
lower hemisphere respectively. Hence 𝑃jet,asymm = −1, (+1) cor-
responds to a jet purely in the southern (northern) hemisphere and
𝑃jet,asymm = 0 is the symmetric case. Figure B1 shows the resulting
asymmetry from our quadrupolar cases. It is worth pointing out that
jet asymmetry does not vanish even near the boundary layer regime
(Q=25) and is only mildly dependent on the magnetization (i.e. we
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Figure A1. Mass accretion rate for stellar dipoles and quadrupoles rotating
at Ω = 0.03. (a) ` = 30, channeled regime (Dipole) (b) ` = 160, Propeller
regime (Dipole) (c) Q = 70 (Quadrupole) (d) Q = 250 (Quadrupole)
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Figure B1.Quadrupolar jet asymmetry as a function of surface polarmagnetic
field strength averaged over t ∈ [10000,30000]𝑟𝑔/𝑐. The vertical bars show
the standard deviation over the averaging interval.

have 𝑃jet,asymm = 0.08− 0.15 essentially from the boundary-layer to
the propeller regime).

APPENDIX C: VECTOR POTENTIALS AND RADIAL
MAGNETIC FIELDS

The dipolar, quadrupolar and quadrudipolar vector potentials are
given as follows,

𝐴
dipole
𝜙

=
−3` sin2 \
2𝑀

[
𝑥2log

(
1 − 1

𝑥

)
+ 𝑥 + 1

2

]
(C1)

𝐴
quadrupole
𝜙

=
5𝑄 sin2 \ cos \

𝑀2

[
(3 − 4𝑥)𝑥2 log

(
𝑥 − 1
𝑥

)
+ (1 − 4𝑥)𝑥 + 1

6

]
(C2)
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Figure D1. Fraction of closed (upper panel) and open flux (lower panel) as a
function of time for ` = 30 and ` = 160.

𝐴
quadrudipole
𝜙

= 𝐴
dipole
𝜙

+ 𝐴
quadrupole
𝜙

(C3)

where x = r/2M and ` and Q are the dipolar and quadrupolar moment
respectively. The radial polar magnetic field strength at the stellar
surface is given by,

𝐵𝑟 (𝑅★, 0)dipole = 0.036` (C4)

𝐵𝑟 (𝑅★, 0)quadrupole = 0.013𝑄 (C5)

APPENDIX D: TEMPORAL EVOLUTION OF OPEN AND
CLOSED FLUX

Figure D1 shows the evolution of open and closed flux for dipolar
case with different surface polar field strength. For lower surface field
strength, simillar to PT17, the disk opens up initial closed stellar field
lines leading to an increase in net open flux as shown in Figure 14.
This was also observed in case of protostellar disk- magnetosphere
interaction resulting in strong winds (Ferreira et al. 2000). For higher
dipolar strength, the disk closes the initial open stellar flux and leads
to an decrease and increase in open and closed flux respectively.

This paper has been typeset from a TEX/LATEX file prepared by the author.
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