
MNRAS 000, 1–14 (2024) Preprint 11 December 2024 Compiled using MNRAS LATEX style file v3.2

The coupled tearing-thermal instability in coronal current sheets from the
linear to the non-linear stage

Jordi De Jonghe1★ and Samrat Sen2
1School of Mathematics and Statistics, University of St Andrews, Mathematical Institute - North Haugh, St Andrews KY16 9SS, United Kingdom
2Instituto de Astrofísica de Canarias, Vía Láctea, E-38205 La Laguna, Tenerife, Spain

Accepted 2024 December 08. Received 2024 December 03; in original form 2024 October 03

ABSTRACT
In the solar corona, magnetically sheared structures are unstable to both tearing and thermal instabilities in a coupled fashion.
However, how the choice of linear perturbation modes influences the time-scale to achieve the thermal runaway in a coupled
tearing-thermal coronal current sheet is not well understood to date. Here, we model a force-free Harris current sheet under
solar coronal conditions to investigate this coupling in the linear and non-linear regimes. In the linear regime, we adopt the
magnetohydrodynamic spectroscopy code legolas to compare the current sheet under thermal and thermoresistive conditions,
after which we initialise non-linear simulations (with mpi-amrvac) with the unstable, linear tearing and thermal perturbations
obtained with legolas. It is shown that part of the unstable thermal quasi-continuum adopts tearing properties in the linear
stage, but that it is not until the non-linear stage is reached that a true thermal ‘runaway’ effect leads to condensations inside
tearing-induced flux ropes. Hence, the linear stage is governed by the dominant tearing instability whilst condensations form due
to tearing-thermal coupling in the non-linear stage. Our results imply that perturbing an equilibrium current sheet with the fastest
growing linear mode skips the mode mixing phase in which the dominant instability traditionally emerges, and significantly
reduces the time-scale to enter into the non-linear stage and thermal runaway process from its equilibrium configuration.
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1 INTRODUCTION

Many events in the solar corona are strongly tied to the process of
magnetic reconnection. In this fundamental process in a resistive
medium, magnetic field lines break and reconnect, converting mag-
netic energy into thermal and kinetic energy (Biskamp 2000). In the
solar atmosphere, this often leads to eruptions such as coronal mass
ejections (Gosling et al. 1995; Antiochos et al. 1999; Karpen et al.
2012) and solar flares (Giovanelli 1939; Priest & Forbes 2000; Hesse
& Cassak 2020).

When a current layer in a magnetically sheared plasma is per-
turbed, reconnection may be triggered by the tearing instability (Furth
et al. 1963), which fragments the current sheet by establishing re-
connection points along the sheet. As a result, the current sheet is
segmented into magnetic islands, or plasmoids. In the presence of
a guide field, these magnetic islands turn into a bundle of twisted
magnetic field lines wound about a common axis, and are called
magnetic flux ropes (Chen 2011; Priest 2014). After this first in-
stance of the tearing instability, the structure can become unstable
again to secondary tearing, creating long chains of plasmoids, thus
also referred to as the plasmoid instability (Loureiro et al. 2007;
Huang & Bhattacharjee 2013).

However, the dynamics of the solar corona are not only governed
by resistive effects, but depend strongly on the non-adiabatic effects
of thermal conduction, radiative energy loss, and background heat-
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ing. These three components form a delicate balance in the corona,
where an increase in thermal energy loss cools the plasma and leads
to a higher plasma density. In turn, this enhances the energy radia-
tion again, cooling the plasma even faster and triggering a ‘runaway’
process in which the plasma density increases rapidly and the temper-
ature drops significantly. This is known as thermal instability (Parker
1953; Field 1965), and was suggested as a driving force behind the
formation of prominence and arcade structures in the solar corona
(Smith & Priest 1977; Priest & Smith 1979). Since then, the effect
has been studied linearly in solar coronal conditions by van der Lin-
den & Goossens (1991a,b); van der Linden et al. (1992); Soler et al.
(2011) and, more recently, non-linearly in a variety of simulations
investigating prominence formation (Xia et al. 2012; Keppens & Xia
2014) and coronal rain (Fang et al. 2013, 2015a,b; Xia et al. 2017;
Kohutova et al. 2020; Li et al. 2022; Sen et al. 2024).

This overwhelming evidence for the importance of thermal insta-
bility in solar phenomena has led to a renewed interest in its fun-
damental properties, both linear and non-linear, and how it interacts
with other magnetohydrodynamic (MHD) waves and instabilities. In
Claes & Keppens (2019); Claes et al. (2020b), the authors studied the
interaction of slow MHD and thermal (entropy) modes, both linearly
and non-linearly, and in Hermans & Keppens (2021), they investi-
gated the influence of the radiative loss function on the onset and
long evolution of thermal modes. Though the interaction between
tearing and thermal instability has not received much attention, the
linear growth rate of the tearing instability in a pre-flare current sheet
was recently shown to be modified by the non-adiabatic effects of re-
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sistivity, radiative energy loss, and thermal conduction by Ledentsov
(2021a,b,c). The results were extended by Sen & Keppens (2022);
Sen et al. (2023) to incorporate background heating, and beyond the
linear evolution into the non-linear regime using 2D and 3D simu-
lations respectively. In 2D, they found that the tearing growth rate
increases by an order of magnitude when non-adiabatic terms are
included, and the current sheet formed a chain of cool plasmoids,
similar to prominence or coronal rain, due to the simultaneous oc-
currence of chaotic tearing and thermal runaway. In 3D, the tearing
instability dominated the early evolution, modifying the magnetic
topology forming magnetic flux ropes before the condensations are
formed due to the thermal instability. The choice of the perturba-
tions to initiate the instability in the current sheet reported in Sen &
Keppens (2022); Sen et al. (2023) were arbitrary, where they used
magnetic field perturbations in the form of multi-island structures.
However, how the choice of the linear tearing and thermal modes
influence the non-linear evolution of the current sheet is not well
understood, and warrants a deeper investigation.

In this work, we advance the latter study to investigate the 3D
evolution of the tearing-thermal evolution of a force-free coronal
current sheet by performing a preliminary parameter study of the
linear regime and exploiting the linear results to initiate non-linear
simulations, including resistivity, (field-aligned) thermal conduction,
radiative losses, and a constant and uniform background heating. The
paper is organized as follows. In Sec. 2, we introduce our exact con-
figuration and methodology. The results of the linear and non-linear
aspects of this study are presented in Sec. 3. Finally, we formulate
our conclusion in Sec. 4.

2 CONFIGURATION & METHODOLOGY

To model a solar coronal current sheet, we assume a static (velocity
𝒗 = 0), force-free Harris current sheet of width 𝑎,

𝑩0 = 𝐵0

(
tanh

𝑥

𝑎
𝒆𝑦 +

√︂
1 − tanh2 𝑥

𝑎
𝒆𝑧

)
, (1)

with 𝐵0 = 1, or 2 G in physical units (unit magnetic field strength
𝐵̄ = 2 G), and a constant plasma density 𝜌0, temperature 𝑇0, and
gas pressure 𝑝0. This magnetic field strength is in line with solar
coronal conditions at a height of 1.05 − 1.35 solar radii (Kumari
et al. 2019; Yang et al. 2020). Together with a typical length scale
of 𝐿̄ = 109 cm and 𝑇 = 106 K, this results in a reference density
𝜌̄ ≃ 1.93 × 10−15 g cm−3 for the fully ionized hydrogen plasma that
we will consider here. The dimensionless equilibrium parameters are
set to 𝑎 = 0.5, 𝜌0 = 0.2, and 𝑇0 = 0.5, with 𝑝0 = 𝜌0𝑇0 = 0.1. Hence,
the plasma-𝛽 is smaller than unity (𝛽 = 0.2), as is appropriate for the
solar corona.

To study this configuration, we consider the MHD equations in-
cluding resistivity, radiative cooling, background heating, and par-
allel thermal conduction. To quantify the natural oscillations and
instabilities of this current sheet, we rely on the open-source code
legolas (Claes et al. 2020a; De Jonghe et al. 2022; Claes & Kep-
pens 2023, see https://legolas.science), which implements
the linearised forms of the (dimensionless) equations
𝜕𝜌

𝜕𝑡
= − ∇ · (𝜌𝒗), (2)

𝜌
𝜕𝒗

𝜕𝑡
= − ∇𝑝 − 𝜌𝒗 · ∇𝒗 + 𝒋 × 𝑩, (3)

𝜌
𝜕𝑇

𝜕𝑡
= − 𝜌𝒗 · ∇𝑇 − (𝛾 − 1)𝑝∇ · 𝒗 − (𝛾 − 1)𝜌 (𝜌Λ(𝑇) − H)

+ (𝛾 − 1)∇ · (𝜿∥ · ∇𝑇) + (𝛾 − 1)𝜂 𝒋2, (4)

𝜕𝑩

𝜕𝑡
=∇ × (𝒗 × 𝑩) − ∇ × (𝜂 𝒋), (5)

𝑝 =𝜌𝑇, (6)

with 𝒋 = ∇×𝑩 the electric current density, Λ(𝑇) the radiative losses,
H the energy gain due to heating, 𝜿∥ the thermal conductivity tensor
along the magnetic field, and 𝛾 = 5/3 the ratio of specific heats for
a monoatomic gas (fully ionized hydrogen plasma). After imposing
a Fourier form for the perturbed quantities 𝑓1 ∈ {𝜌1, 𝒗1, 𝑇1, 𝑩1},
𝑓1 (𝒙, 𝑡) = 𝑓1 (𝑥) exp [i (𝑘2𝑦 + 𝑘3𝑧 − 𝜔𝑡)] , (7)

the resulting generalised eigenvalue problem is solved for the natural
frequencies 𝜔 and corresponding perturbation amplitudes 𝑓1 (𝑥) (see
Claes et al. 2020a, for a detailed overview of the methodology and
code). As we will show, the sheet is unstable to the resistive tearing in-
stability and has an unstable thermal quasi-continuum. To investigate
how these instabilities interact in the non-linear regime, each type is
added to the equilibrium to act as the initial condition in a non-linear
simulation with the open-source code mpi-amrvac (Porth et al. 2014;
Xia et al. 2018; Keppens et al. 2023, see https://amrvac.org),
where the MHD equations take the form

𝜕𝜌

𝜕𝑡
= − ∇ · (𝜌𝒗), (8)

𝜕 (𝜌𝒗)
𝜕𝑡

= − ∇ · (𝜌𝒗𝒗 + 𝑝totI − 𝑩𝑩), (9)

𝜕E
𝜕𝑡

= − ∇ · (E𝒗 + 𝑝tot𝒗 − 𝑩𝑩 · 𝒗) + 𝜂 𝒋2 − 𝑩 · ∇ × (𝜂 𝒋) (10)

− 𝜌(𝜌Λ(𝑇) − H) + ∇ · (𝜿∥ · ∇𝑇), (11)
𝜕𝑩

𝜕𝑡
= − ∇ · (𝒗𝑩 − 𝑩𝒗) − ∇ × (𝜂 𝒋), (12)

∇ · 𝑩 = 0, (13)

with 𝑝tot = 𝑝 + 𝑩2/2 the total pressure, I the unit tensor, and E the
total energy density

E =
𝑝

𝛾 − 1
+ 𝜌𝑣2

2
+ 𝑩2

2
. (14)

In both codes, the resistivity is assumed uniform and set to
𝜂 = 10−3 (or 1.28 × 1013 cm2 s−1) and the parallel thermal
conductivity is assumed to be of the Spitzer-type, i.e. 𝜿∥ ∼
10−6 𝑇5/2 erg cm−1 s−1 K−1, along the magnetic field. For the radia-
tive cooling, we use the Colgan_DM cooling curve, which combines
the results of Dalgarno & McCray (1972) for low temperatures and
Colgan et al. (2008) for high temperatures, and the background heat-
ing is set to balance the initial cooling due to radiation (no thermal
conduction in the initial state due to the isothermal condition), i.e.

H = 𝜌0 Λ(𝑇0), (15)

such that the heating is constant and uniform, and the initial con-
figuration is in thermal equilibrium. Note though that the form of
the heating is known to play a non-trivial role in the condensation
process (Brughmans et al. 2022). Exploration of different heating
prescriptions might be interesting to investigate in our model in the
future. This will lead us to a better understanding about the coronal
condensation mechanism in a reconnecting current sheet.

3 RESULTS

Now, we investigate the stability properties of the force-free coronal
current sheet introduced in Sec. 2. In Sec. 3.1, we apply the legolas
code to chart its linear regime. Subsequently, we focus on the non-
linear regime in Sec. 3.2 using simulations.
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Tearing-thermal instability in current sheets 3

3.1 Linear regime

In this section, the linear stability properties of our coronal current
sheet are probed with the legolas code (Claes et al. 2020a). Since
this equilibrium’s 𝐵𝑦0- and 𝐵𝑧0-gradients are strongly localised,
we discretise the domain 𝑥 ∈ [−10, 10] unevenly, accumulating
grid points near the centre using the algorithm and Gaussian pro-
file described in De Jonghe & Keppens (2024), with parameters
𝑝1 = 0.2, 𝑝2 = 0, 𝑝3 = 0.001, and 𝑝4 = 5, yielding a resolution
of 757 grid points. A perfectly conducting wall boundary condi-
tion is applied on either 𝑥-boundary. To obtain the full spectrum
and accompanying eigenfunctions, we use legolas’s QR-cholesky
solver. However, to execute parameter sweeps efficiently, we apply
the inverse-iteration solver to the eigenvalue problem.

3.1.1 Spectrum and perturbations

For a wave vector 𝑘2 = 2𝜋/15 ≃ 0.42, 𝑘3 = 0 (wavelength 𝜆 =

150 Mm), part of the eigenfrequency spectrum is shown in Fig. 1a. As
expected in a resistive medium, the slow (inner semi-circle), Alfvén
(outer semi-circle), and fast modes (outgoing sequences to the left
and right) are all damped. Zooming in, Fig. 1b reveals one discrete
tearing instability, as expected due to the magnetic shear, as well as an
unstable thermal quasi-continuum. Similarly to the well-known slow
and Alfvén continua, the combination of the non-adiabatic terms for
radiative losses, heating, and parallel thermal conduction results in a
continuous range of frequencies with singular eigenfunctions known
as the thermal continuum (van der Linden et al. 1991; van der Linden
& Goossens 1991b). Note that since legolas outputs a discrete
amount of modes, a continuum appears as a sequence of modes,
whilst in actuality every frequency along the imaginary axis between
the origin and the most unstable mode in this sequence is an unstable
eigenfrequency of the system. The continuum nature of these modes
can be verified by the discontinuities in their perturbation profiles
(see e.g. Goedbloed et al. 2019). With the inclusion of resistivity
though, the thermal continuum is replaced by a quasi-continuum,
i.e. a frequency range densely packed with solutions (Ireland et al.
1992). In a quasi-continuum, the continuum modes’ characteristic
discontinuities are replaced with sharp, oscillatory behaviour.

For a non-resistive, thermal setup (thermal conduction, radiative
cooling, and background heating, but zero resistivity), the part of the
legolas spectrum featuring the discretised continuum is shown with
blue dots in Fig. 2a. Taking the eigenfrequency 𝜔 ≃ 7.316 × 10−3 i
from this spectrum as an example, its 𝐵̂𝑥 (purely imaginary) and
𝐵̂𝑦 (purely real) perturbation amplitudes, also computed with lego-
las, are shown as solid, blue lines in Figs. 2b and 2c, respectively.
Note that due to the numerical approach, the discontinuities in the
eigenfunctions are not well-resolved and instead feature sharp jumps
around it, as is to be expected. In our case here, the current sheet
configuration results in two locations of discontinuity, symmetric
around the magnetic nullplane at 𝑥 = 0, where 𝒌 · 𝑩0 = 0.

However, when we now compare the ‘thermoresistive’ spectrum
(thermal conduction, radiative cooling, background heating, and re-
sistivity), shown as orange stars in Fig. 2a, to the thermal spectrum
(blue dots), we observe that the inclusion of resistivity further extends
the now quasi-continuum’s range into the unstable half-plane. Com-
paring both ranges to their analytic predictions by van der Linden
& Goossens (1991b) and Ireland et al. (1992) for the non-resistive
and thermoresistive cases, respectively (shown on the figure axes),
we find perfect agreement in both cases. In the overlapping area of
the thermal and thermoresistive continua, the resistive layer smooths
out the discontinuities in the eigenfunctions compared to the non-
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Thermal q asi-contin  m

Figure 1. (a) Central region of the legolas spectrum of complex eigen-
frequencies for 𝑘 = 2𝜋/15. (b) Zoomed view of the region around the
origin showing one discrete tearing instability and an unstable thermal quasi-
continuum.

resistive, thermal continuum modes. To illustrate this, the 𝐵̂𝑥 and 𝐵̂𝑦

perturbation amplitudes (where this modification is most profound)
of legolas’s thermoresistive eigenfrequency 𝜔 ≃ 7.319 × 10−3 i
(the closest computed thermoresistive mode to legolas’s thermal
𝜔 ≃ 7.316 × 10−3 i) are drawn as dashed orange lines in Figs. 2b
and 2c, respectively. Note that at the most unstable end of the ther-
moresistive quasi-continuum, the eigenfunctions feature only one
‘lifted discontinuity’, namely at 𝑥 = 0. As you move away from the
most unstable end towards the stable half-plane (downwards in Fig.
2a), the lifted discontinuities manifest on either side of the domain’s
centre (𝑥 = 0), and thus magnetic nullplane, at 𝑥 = 𝑥d− < 0 and
𝑥 = 𝑥d+ > 0. As shown in Fig. 3, we find that 𝑥d+ = −𝑥d− ≡ 𝑥d, and
𝑥d increases up to 𝑥d ∼ 0.64 for decreasing Im(𝜔) before reaching
the stable point.

Before discussing the upper, non-overlapping part of the ther-
moresistive quasi-continuum, we first turn to the tearing instability.
Its magnetic field perturbation amplitude parallel to the direction
of the equilibrium’s polarity inversion, 𝐵̂𝑦 , is zero at the magnetic

MNRAS 000, 1–14 (2024)
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(B̂

y
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Thermal
Thermal + resistive

Figure 2. (a) Part of the legolas eigenfrequency spectrum for 𝑘 = 2𝜋/15
comparing the non-resistive, thermal continuum (blue dots) and thermoresis-
tive quasi-continuum (orange stars). The analytic prediction for each (quasi-
)continuum range is shown in the corresponding colour on either side of
the panel. (b) Comparison of the perturbation amplitudes of the magnetic
field components 𝐵̂𝑥 and (c) 𝐵̂𝑦 for the thermal, non-resistive contin-
uum mode 𝜔 ≃ 7.316 × 10−3 i and thermoresistive quasi-continuum mode
𝜔 ≃ 7.319 × 10−3 i, highlighting the smoothing of the continuum mode’s cd
singularities by resistivity.

nullplane (𝑥 = 0) with extrema of opposite sign on either side. Si-
multaneously, the magnetic perturbation amplitude in the direction
of the equilibrium’s variation, 𝐵̂𝑥 , features symmetric extrema on
either side of the nullplane, as expected of a tearing mode. This can
be seen in Fig. 4a alongside the third magnetic field component, 𝐵̂𝑧 .

Now, as it turns out, the behaviour of the modes in the upper, non-
overlapping part of the thermoresistive quasi-continuum is different
between the two discontinuities compared to the outside regions.
Since the resistivity smooths out the discontinuity in the magnetic
field perturbation, the inner and outer solutions of the 𝑩-perturbation

0.000 0.002 0.004 0.006 0.008
Im(ω)

−0.6

−0.4

−0.2

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

x
d

xd+

xd−

Figure 3. Locations of discontinuity in the eigenfunctions of thermal modes
throughout the unstable thermal quasi-continuum of Fig. 1 (note: Re(𝜔) = 0).

have to be matched at the discontinuity locations. This results in two
types of modes, here referred to as Type I and Type II modes. Type
I modes have magnetic perturbation amplitudes that have the same
shape as the tearing mode outside of the thin layer between their per-
turbation discontinuities. To match the symmetry (antisymmetry) of
the tearing mode’s 𝐵̂𝑥 (𝐵̂𝑦) profile, their oscillatory part in 𝐵̂𝑥 (𝐵̂𝑦)
between their discontinuities is also symmetric (antisymmetric). The
𝐵̂𝑥 and 𝐵̂𝑦 amplitudes are shown for two such modes with solid,
blue and dash-dotted, green lines in Figs. 4b and 4c, respectively.
The approximate locations of transition (lifted discontinuities) be-
tween inner and outer solution are indicated with solid, black lines.
Type II modes on the other hand have an antisymmetric (symmet-
ric) oscillatory part in 𝐵̂𝑥 (𝐵̂𝑦) between their discontinuities, and
thus cannot match with a tearing-like outer solution. An example
of a Type II mode’s magnetic perturbation amplitudes is drawn in
dashed, orange lines in Figs. 4b and 4c. Note though that a Type II
𝐵̂𝑥 (𝐵̂𝑦) perturbation behaves like a Type I 𝐵̂𝑦 (𝐵̂𝑥) perturbation and
vice versa.

3.1.2 Dominant wave vector

Like many unstable equilibria, the current sheet considered here is
not equally unstable to all wavelengths. Therefore, we perform a
parameter sweep varying 𝑘2 and 𝑘3 simultaneously with 100 × 100
combinations, evaluated with legolas. The maximal growth rate is
visualised for each wave vector in Fig. 5a for the thermoresistive
current sheet described in Sec. 2. The tearing instability dominates
at intermediate values of 𝑘2, remaining approximately constant for
increasing 𝑘3 until a drop-off occurs around 𝑘3 ∼ 1. In the resistive,
non-thermal equivalent (no thermal conduction, radiative losses, or
background heating), the current sheet is found to be stable outside
of this strongly tearing-dominated region of the (𝑘2, 𝑘3) parameter
space, indicated by the non-thermal Im(𝜔) = 0.01 contour in white
in Fig. 5a, outside of which the tearing growth rate rapidly drops to
zero. In the thermoresistive case shown here, the tearing growth rate
vanishes, or is smaller than the thermal quasi-continuum’s maximal
growth rate, for the (𝑘2, 𝑘3) combinations outside of the contour, and
thus dominated by thermal instability at these wavelengths.

The most unstable wave vector is found to align with the axis
corresponding to the reversing magnetic field component, i.e. the 𝑦-

MNRAS 000, 1–14 (2024)
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Figure 4. (a) Non-zero magnetic field perturbations of the tearing instability.
(b) Magnetic field component 𝐵̂𝑥 and (c) 𝐵̂𝑦 perturbation amplitudes of an
arbitrary selection of quasi-continuum modes. The approximate locations of
the transitions are indicated with solid, black lines.

axis in our case, and its wave number is close to 𝑘2 ≃ 0.4 (and
thus to the wave number selected in Sec. 3.1.1) with a growth
rate of Im(𝜔t) ≃ 7.48 × 10−2 (or 9.61 × 10−4 rad s−1 in physi-
cal units). The decrease in growth rate is minimal when a small
𝑘3-component is added though. Quantifying 𝑘𝑎𝑆1/4 in Fig. 5b as
a means to distinguish between the constant-𝜓 (𝑘𝑎𝑆1/4 ≫ 1, red
region) and nonconstant-𝜓 (𝑘𝑎𝑆1/4 ≪ 1, blue region) regimes in
analytic theory reveals that the most unstable tearing modes (both
parallel and oblique) lie at or close to the transition between both
regimes, contrary to the results of Baalrud et al. (2012).

In comparison to the tearing instability, the growth rate Im(𝜔c)
of the unstable edge of the thermal quasi-continuum is more or less
constant throughout the parameter space, and slightly less than an

Figure 5. Growth rate of the most unstable mode in each spectrum for com-
binations of 𝑘2 and 𝑘3, for the thermoresistive current sheet described in
Sec. 2. The white contour corresponds to Im(𝜔) = 0.01 for the resistive,
non-thermal current sheet. (b) log(𝑘𝑎𝑆1/4 ) as a measure of constant-𝜓
(𝑘𝑎𝑆1/4 ≫ 1) versus nonconstant-𝜓 (𝑘𝑎𝑆1/4 ≪ 1) tearing regimes.

order of magnitude smaller than the maximal tearing growth rate, at
Im(𝜔c) ≃ 9.13 × 10−3 (or 1.17 × 10−4 rad s−1 in physical units).

3.2 Non-linear regime

To investigate this thermoresistive Harris sheet’s non-linear evolu-
tion, we set it up with mpi-amrvac (Porth et al. 2014; Keppens et al.
2021; Keppens et al. 2023) in a spatial domain ranging from −10
to 10 in the 𝑥-direction (200 Mm), and −15 to 15 in the 𝑦- and

MNRAS 000, 1–14 (2024)



6 J. De Jonghe and S. Sen

Figure 6. Initial state of the (a) density, (b) temperature, (c) thermal pressure, (d) 𝑣𝑥 , (e) 𝑣𝑦 , and (f) 𝑣𝑧 velocity components, and (g) 𝐵𝑥 , (h) 𝐵𝑦 , and (i) 𝐵𝑧

magnetic field components.

𝑧-directions (300 Mm), to be close to twice the most unstable wave-
length identified in Sec. 3.1.2. Initially, this domain is discretised
with 256× 3842 cubic cells (along the 𝑥-, 𝑦- and 𝑧-directions respec-
tively), after which the code’s adaptive mesh refinement (AMR) level
is set to 2, resulting in a maximum resolution of 512×7682. With our
length unit of 𝐿̄ = 109 cm, this corresponds to a physical resolution
of ∼ 391 km in each direction. To perturb the Harris equilibrium,
we add the perturbations of the 𝑘2 ≃ 0.42 tearing instability (the
most unstable wave number identified in Sec. 3.1.2) in all variables,
for 𝑡 = 0 in equation (7) and normalised such that the maximal 𝐵𝑦-
perturbation is 1 per cent of 𝐵0, i.e. max(𝐵𝑦1) = 0.01 max(𝐵𝑦0).
The resulting initial setup is visualised at 𝑧 = 0 in Fig. 6 (note that
it looks identical for all 𝑧 because 𝑘3 = 0). In line with legolas’s
boundary conditions, we apply perfectly conducting wall boundaries
in the 𝑥-direction and periodic boundaries in the 𝑦- and 𝑧−directions.

Past the initial setup, the system is allowed to evolve in time according
to equations (8)-(13), using a three-step Total Variation Diminishing
Lax-Friedrichs (tvdlf) flux scheme, minmod limiter, and Courant step
of 0.8. The simulation was allowed to evolve for 129.7 min, saving
data with a temporal cadence of 77.8 s for a total of 101 snapshots.
This took ∼ 57 hours to complete on 512 cores.

First, we generally describe the observed evolution. At the initial
time, the setup deviates only slightly from the Harris equilibrium.
The current is mostly confined close to the current sheet centre at
𝑥 = 0, with near-planar isosurfaces parallel to the 𝑦𝑧-plane, and the
magnetic field almost parallel to the 𝑦-axis, except near the current
sheet centre at 𝑥 = 0, where it reverses its direction rapidly across the
current sheet. This is illustrated in Figs. 7a and 7c. At the end of the
simulation, after 129.7 min, the sheet inside the simulation domain
is torn up into two plasmoids, whose helical flux rope structures
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Figure 7. (a-b) Isosurfaces of the current density squared 𝒋2 at the (a) beginning and (b) end of the simulation. (c-d) Selection of magnetic field lines at the (c)
beginning and (d) end of the simulation.

are clearly visible in Fig. 7d, and the corresponding current density
distribution is shown as isosurfaces of 𝐽2 in Fig. 7b. Considering
we limited the domain to twice the most unstable wavelength in the
𝑦-direction, this behaviour is in line with expectations.

Due to the dominance of the tearing instability in the linear regime
by an order of magnitude, the early evolution of the current sheet
progresses as one would expect from tearing, with plasmoids forming
and growing in size. Fig. 8a shows how after 14.3 minutes, the
magnetic field perturbation in the 𝑥-direction has quadrupled in size
compared to the initial perturbation in Fig. 6g whilst maintaining a
clean tearing signature, which is shown in Fig. 8c for the dashed line.
Since we initialised with the dominant tearing instability, this is a sign
of very little mode mixing with the thermal modes at this stage of the
evolution. Notably, the tearing signature remains relatively clean in

the outer regions throughout the simulation, but the central behaviour
is modified, as shown in Fig. 9. Now, comparing Fig. 8b to Fig. 6c,
we see that the thermal pressure inside the current sheet has doubled
since the initial time, whilst the environment’s pressure has remained
constant. Furthermore, we see that the thermal pressure inside the
plasmoids is larger than that of the surroundings, but smaller than
the pressure in the sheet between the plasmoids. This is due to the
conversion of magnetic into internal energy in the current sheet by
Ohmic dissipation, and the conversion of magnetic to internal energy
in the reconnection process.

The constant pressure away from the current sheet and the de-
veloping plasmoids, towards the 𝑥-boundaries, is maintained be-
cause in that region the radiative losses are balanced by the constant
background heating. Inside the current sheet and growing plasmoids
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8 J. De Jonghe and S. Sen

Figure 8. The (a) 𝐵𝑥 magnetic field component and (b) thermal pressure in
the early stages of the non-linear evolution, at 𝑡 = 14.3 min and 𝑧 = 0. (c)
𝐵𝑥 and (d) 𝑝 with respect to path length 𝑠 along the dashed lines in panels
(a) and (b).

Figure 9. (a) The 𝐵𝑥 magnetic field component at 𝑧 = 0 at the end of the
simulation, 𝑡 = 129.7 min. (b) 𝐵𝑥 along each cut in panel (a), showing how
the tearing signature changes within the plasmoid.

though, we expect an imbalance between these two effects with radia-
tive cooling dominating, and consequently, that the density and tem-
perature evolve towards a catastrophic stage, increasing density and
cooling the plasma significantly in a self-reinforcing cycle. There-
fore, we track the maximal density and minimal temperature in the
simulation domain in Fig. 10a. Here, it becomes clear that initially
the density inside the plasmoids is increasing steadily until around
𝑡 = 60 min, at a (linearly-fitted) rate of 1.21 × 10−19 g cm−3 s−1 for
𝑡 < 59.7 min, after which time the density increases sharply by an
order of magnitude at a rate of 2.29×10−17 g cm−3 s−1 in the interval
79.1 min < 𝑡 < 89.5 min, paired with a drop of more than an order of
magnitude in temperature at a rate of −4.49× 102 K s−1 in the inter-
val 75.2 min < 𝑡 < 85.6 min, reminiscent of prominence structures
and coronal rain. As can be seen from the temperature evolution at
𝑧 = 0 in Fig. 11, the thermal collapse first occurs at the flux rope
axis (Fig. 11c) before spreading perpendicularly to the current sheet
(Fig. 11d), forming ‘wings’. Similarly to Fig. 10a, Fig. 10b shows
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Figure 10. (a) Maximal density 𝜌 and minimum temperature 𝑇 in the sim-
ulation domain as a function of time. (b) Maximal value of each velocity
component magnitude in the simulation domain as a function of time.

how each velocity component’s maximal magnitude changes. Most
notably, coinciding with the drop in temperature, is a strong increase
in the velocity component parallel to the flux rope axes, revealing a
dynamical instability in the system at the condensation onset time.
We will return to the discussion of the velocity profiles shortly.

To understand the condensation process in Fig. 11, and the forma-
tion of these wings, it merits looking at the radiative losses. For this
reason, 𝜌2Λ(𝑇) is quantified throughout the condensation process in
Fig. 12. Panels a, b, and c in this figure shows the radiative losses in
the snapshots preceding the ones shown in panels b, c, and d of Fig.
11, respectively. Fig. 12d shows the radiative cooling at the end of the
simulation. Initially, in Fig. 12a, we observe the formation of regions
with higher radiative losses on both sides of the flux rope axis inside
each plasmoid, due to density enhancement there. These emissions
result in a vaguely plus-shaped region of lower temperature inside
the plasmoid, as seen in Fig. 11b. Only a bit later, in Fig. 12b, do we
observe a strong emission zone at the flux rope axis, leading to the
axial, catastrophic cooling in Fig. 11c. Finally, the wings become the
strongest radiative region in Fig. 12c, expanding the dense plasma
from the flux rope axis towards the plasmoid edges, perpendicularly
to the current sheet.

At the end of the simulation, as shown in Fig. 14d, the conden-
sations are flanked on both sides by a hot, weakly radiative region.
On the other hand, Fig. 12d shows that the strongest radiative losses
occur at the edges of the condensation’s wings whilst the flux rope
axis and inside of the wings are similar in radiative losses to the
environment, and thus balanced by the background heating. Conse-
quently, the temperature is not expected to drop much further, but

MNRAS 000, 1–14 (2024)



Tearing-thermal instability in current sheets 9

Figure 11. Temperature at the 𝑧 = 0 plane at (a) 𝑡 = 59.7 min, (b) 𝑡 =

71.3 min, (c) 𝑡 = 80.4 min, and (d) 𝑡 = 90.8 min.

Figure 12. Radiative cooling 𝜌2Λ(𝑇 ) in the 𝑧 = 0 plane at (a) 𝑡 = 70 min,
(b) 𝑡 = 79.1 min, (c) 𝑡 = 89.5 min, and (d) 𝑡 = 129.7 min.

the condensation region might expand slightly if the simulation were
allowed to continue.

To further illustrate how density and temperature are related in
this process, they are shown together in Fig. 13, at an early time
(𝑡 = 14.3 min) in various planes, where we see a clear inverse
correlation between density and temperature in the current sheet,
with lower temperature coinciding with higher density and vice versa.
When the thermal instability is triggered inside the current sheet near
the flux rope axes (at around 𝑡 = 80 min), condensation sites draw in
surrounding plasma. This is driven by the thermal pressure gradient
and magnetic tension, shown at 𝑡 = 77.8 min in Fig. 15, whilst
it is opposed by the magnetic pressure. This leads to the decrease
of plasma density of the surrounding elliptical patch regions of the
flux ropes. As our steady background heating is based on the initial
density and temperature, there is a net heating in those patch regions
which enhances the temperature. Indeed, this is reflected in Figs.
14a and 14d, where the hottest regions correspond to the lowest
density regions. Between the hottest regions lies the cool plasmoid
axis, with dense wings of a similar temperature extending outwards
perpendicular to the current sheet.

As a final note on Figs. 13 and 14, observe from the middle
and right columns that there is no variation along the 𝑧-axis (this
can also be seen in Fig. 7). Though we established in Sec. 3.1.2
that the dominant wave vector is parallel to the 𝑦-axis, i.e. 𝒌max ≃
(2𝜋/15) 𝒆𝑦 (dimensionless), the difference in growth rate with e.g.
𝒌 = 𝒌max + (2𝜋/30) 𝒆𝑧 is only marginal (for comparison in Fig. 5a,
note that log10 (2𝜋/30) ≃ −1.56). Hence, even though the simulation
was initiated with this dominant instability according to equation (7),
and thus lacking a variation in 𝑧 because 𝑘3 = 0, one might expect
mixing to occur and a 𝑧-variation to develop. However, since a value
of 𝑘3 = 2𝜋/30 has a wavelength in the 𝑧-direction equal to the
box dimension, its development should definitely be noticeable as
a periodic pattern from edge to edge, compatible with the periodic
boundary conditions. Since no such thing is observed, we must again
conclude that such mixing does not occur without deliberate breaking
of the symmetry in the 𝑧-direction.

To show the role of the pressure in the density increase at the con-
densation sites, Fig. 16 shows the thermal pressure 𝑝 = 𝑛𝑘B𝑇 , the
magnetic pressure 𝑝𝑚 = 𝑩2/8𝜋, and the total pressure 𝑃 = 𝑝 + 𝑝𝑚
at 𝑧 = 0 for 𝑡 = 14.3 min and 𝑡 = 77.8 min. Whereas the early
stage features high thermal pressure at the plasmoid centre and
strong magnetic pressure at the plasmoid edges, the condensation
(and post-condensation) stage displays the opposite behaviour (high
thermal pressure at the edges, strong magnetic pressure at the centre).
Furthermore, in the early stage thermal pressure constitutes about a
quarter of the total pressure whereas its contribution is significantly
reduced compared to magnetic pressure later in the evolution. There-
fore, even though the thermal pressure force points inwards, the
overall pressure force is aimed outwards. Hence, it is the magnetic
tension that is responsible for the mass migration to the plasmoid
centre, where it causes the observed condensations.

Returning to the velocity, of which it was already noted in the
discussion of Fig. 10b that the 𝑧-component grows notably at the
condensation time, Fig. 17 now displays each component in the 𝑧 = 0
plane after condensation formation, at 𝑡 = 90.8 min. Here, it becomes
clear that the interior of each plasmoid decomposes into four quad-
rants, each with their own unique velocity direction. Calculating the
angle between 𝒗 and 𝑩 reveals that close to the plasmoid axis and
at the plasmoid edges, the flow is anti-parallel to 𝑩 in the first and
third quadrant, in the view of Fig. 17c, and parallel in the second and
fourth quadrant. In a layer between this axial region and the plasmoid
edge, the direction of flow deviates from this magnetic field align-
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10 J. De Jonghe and S. Sen

Figure 13. (a-c) Density and (d-f) temperature at 𝑡 = 14.3 min in the (left to right) 𝑧 = 0 Mm, 𝑦 = 75 Mm, and 𝑥 = 0 Mm planes.

Figure 14. (a-c) Density and (d-f) temperature at 𝑡 = 129.7 min in the (left to right) 𝑧 = 0 Mm, 𝑦 = 75 Mm, and 𝑥 = 15 Mm planes.
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Figure 15. The components of the magnetic tension at 𝑡 = 77.8 min, 𝑧 = 0 Mm.

Figure 16. (a,d) Thermal pressure 𝑝, (b,e) magnetic pressure 𝑝𝑚, and (c,f) total pressure 𝑃 at 𝑧 = 0, (a-c) 𝑡 = 14.3 min and (d-f) 𝑡 = 77.8 min.

ment. The quadrupolar structure in the 𝑣𝑧-component is due to the
magnetic tension since neither the thermal nor the magnetic pressure
varies along 𝑧. As expected, this pattern is thus clearly present in the
magnetic tension force at 𝑡 = 77.8 min, where |𝑣𝑧 | starts to increase,
as shown in Fig. 11b. As such, it is a signature of reconnection-driven
flow, also seen in the 3D simulation of plasmoid instability without
thermal effects (see e.g. Wang et al. 2015). For the other two com-
ponents, it is evident from comparing Figs. 16d and 16e to Fig. 16f
that the thermal and magnetic pressure counteract each other near
the plasmoid edges. Furthermore, pressure (thermal and magnetic)

and magnetic tension also work against each other and the balance
between the two results in the observed 𝑣𝑥- and 𝑣𝑦-profiles. Note
though that a less refined version of the velocity profile in Fig. 17
(all components) is already present in the linear tearing solution, as
shown in Fig. 6d-f.

Finally, to justify the earlier statement on energy conversion at the
reconnection sites, we look at the simulation’s energy distribution.
In order to do so, we first define the mean kinetic (𝐸kin), magnetic
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Figure 17. (a) 𝑣𝑥 , (b) 𝑣𝑦 , and (c) 𝑣𝑧 components at 𝑡 = 90.8 min in the 𝑧 = 0 Mm plane.

(𝐸mag), and internal (𝐸int) energies as

𝐸kin =
1
𝑉

∭
𝑉

𝜌𝒗2

2
d𝑥 d𝑦 d𝑧, (16)

𝐸mag =
1
𝑉

∭
𝑉

𝑩2

2
d𝑥 d𝑦 d𝑧, (17)

𝐸int =
1
𝑉

∭
𝑉

𝑝

𝛾 − 1
d𝑥 d𝑦 d𝑧, (18)

with 𝑉 the simulation box volume. The mean total energy is then
given by the sum, 𝐸tot = 𝐸kin + 𝐸mag + 𝐸int. The total energy of
the system is not affected by resistivity and thermal conduction,
but a heating/cooling misbalance can lead to net energy gains or
losses, depending on which effect dominates. Due to the inclusion of
resistivity, magnetic energy is converted to internal energy at a rate
of

𝑒ohm =
1
𝑉

∭
𝑉
𝜂 𝒋2 d𝑥 d𝑦 d𝑧 (19)

by Ohmic dissipation. The evolution of all of these quantities is shown
in Fig. 18, where each curve is normalised to its maximum, found
in the figure description. As the current sheet reconnects constantly
throughout the simulation, the mean magnetic energy is decreasing
monotonically, even past the thermal runaway process, contrary to
the simulation in Sen et al. (2023), where the magnetic energy was
observed to increase again during the condensation formation. This
discrepancy is likely due to the lack of symmetry breaking in the 𝑧-
direction in the simulation here, resulting in a helical magnetic field
structure here rather than the twisted structure in Sen et al. (2023).
The major jump in 𝑣𝑧 during the thermal runaway is also reflected in
the kinetic energy here.

Aside from the simulation initialised with the dominant (tearing)
instability (Case 1), we also ran a simulation initialised with the
superposition of the three thermal quasi-continuum modes shown in
Figs. 4b and 4c (Case 2). However, aside from a half-period (75 Mm)
shift in the 𝑦-direction, Case 2 showed remarkable similarity to Case
1, so we do not discuss it here in detail. Instead, Fig. 19 traces the
magnetic field strength, thermal pressure, temperature, and density
at a point in the condensation region in each simulation, namely
(10, 75, 0) Mm and (10, 0, 0) Mm, respectively. Case 1 results are
shown with solid blue lines whereas Case 2 results are depicted with
dashed orange lines, where we ran the simulation until we achieved
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Figure 18. Evolution of the mean energy densities in the simulation,
each normalised to their maximum value: 𝐸tot = 2.07 × 10−1 erg cm−3,
𝐸kin = 4.16 × 10−4 erg cm−3, 𝐸mag = 1.59 × 10−1 erg cm−3, 𝐸int =

6.23 × 10−2 erg cm−3, and 𝑒ohm = 9.25 × 10−5 erg cm−3 s−1.

the thermal runaway process. It is immediately clear that they exhibit
very similar behaviour in the temporal evolution with only a small
time delay of around 5 minutes for Case 2 compared to Case 1.
This is presumably due to the difference in growth rate of the initial
perturbation, before mode mixing kicks in.

4 CONCLUSION

To understand the magnetic, thermal, and dynamical behaviour of
the solar corona, this work looked at the linear and non-linear stage
of multimodal evolution, particularly in a coronal current sheet. This
provides a theoretical basis for understanding the formation of plas-
moids (magnetic flux ropes in 3D), which are observed in coronal
current sheets (Chae et al. 2017; Patel et al. 2020, and references
therein), as well as the formation of cool-condensations, which share
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Figure 19. Evolution of the (a) magnetic field strength, (b) thermal pressure,
(c) temperature, and (d) density, in the condensation region in simulations ini-
tialised with the tearing instability (solid blue) and thermal quasi-continuum
modes (dashed orange).

similarities to the thermodynamic properties of the coronal rain ob-
served in e.g. Qiao et al. (2024) forming in a current sheet that
emerges between open and closed magnetic structures. Concretely,
we focused on the stability properties and evolution of a force-free
Harris current sheet in a fully ionized hydrogen plasma under so-
lar coronal conditions. In a linear study with the legolas code, it
is revealed that this configuration’s spectrum of eigenfrequencies
features a (discrete) resistive tearing mode as well as an unstable
thermal continuum. The resistivity has a destabilising effect on the
thermal continuum, turning it into a quasi-continuum and smoothing

out the continuum modes’ discontinuities. For this specific setup, the
resistive tearing mode was found to dominate, with the most unsta-
ble wave vector parallel to the direction of magnetic field inversion
and a wavelength in the transition region between the constant- and
nonconstant-𝜓 classifications from the tearing literature.

To explore the non-linear evolution, the configuration was imple-
mented as a 3D simulation in mpi-amrvac, where a resistive tearing
mode solution, close to the maximal growth rate and calculated by
legolas, was used as the initial perturbation. Initially, the tearing
instability was observed to grow without any discernible mode mix-
ing, i.e. without any influence of the unstable thermal modes and
without any developing variation in the 𝑧-direction. Once the plas-
moids had grown significantly, condensation started to form after
∼ 80 min, first along the plasmoid axis and subsequently expanding
towards the plasmoid edges perpendicularly to the current sheet. No-
tably, this is a lot sooner than in the simulation by Sen et al. (2023),
where condensation appeared after ∼ 140 min. This may be due
to their nonzero helium abundance, or initialisation with an artifi-
cial magnetic field perturbation, unlike our case, where the selected
perturbations are the fastest growing modes in the linear stage. How-
ever, our second simulation, initialised with unstable thermal modes,
did not reach the condensation stage much later than the simulation
initialised with the tearing mode. This suggests that the instability
growth rate of the current sheet in the non-linear phase, and achieve-
ment of the thermal runaway phase is solely governed during the
non-linear evolution in a coupled tearing-thermal fashion, irrespec-
tive of the choice of tearing or thermal quasi-continuum modes at
the linear (initial) stage. Furthermore, in a realistic configuration the
initial perturbation will generally be a superposition of modes, with
local differences. Variations in the timescale on which condensations
form at specific sites may thus provide a clue to the properties of the
local, initial perturbation.

Considering the linear growth rate is not very sensitive to the 𝑧-
component of the wave vector, it is worth initialising this configura-
tion with a tearing mode with a nonzero wave vector 𝑧-component to
see how the structure along the plasmoid axis is affected. Naturally,
another step forward then is to use a helium abundance appropri-
ate for the solar corona, and compare that spectrum and evolution
to this case and the simulation by Sen et al. (2023). The two flux
ropes in this simulation could also be forced to merge, e.g. by in-
troducing velocity pinching at different locations along the current
sheet (Popescu Braileanu & Keppens 2023), before or during the
condensation process, which would definitely reveal an even more
intricate condensation process. Furthermore, the current setup as-
sumes a uniform coronal medium. How the instability growth rates
change with the incorporation of a stratified medium with lower at-
mosphere (transition region and chromosphere) coupling also needs
to be investigated, though this requires us to go beyond legolas’s
1D capabilities. Nevertheless, the current work implies that initial-
ising with the fastest growing linear mode skips the mode mixing
phase in which the dominant instability traditionally emerges. This
can significantly reduce the time-scale from the equilibrium phase to
the non-linear stage and thermal runaway process. On the technical
side, this reduces the computation time substantially.
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DATA AVAILABILITY

A selection of mpi-amrvac simulation snapshots that were visualised
in this article, can be found in De Jonghe & Sen (2024), alongside
the legolas data, and extracted time series data shown in Figs. 10,
18, and 19. The data was obtained with legolas v2.1.1 and mpi-
amrvac v3.1, which can be found at https://legolas.science
and https://amrvac.org, respectively. Simulation analysis and
visualisation were performed with yt (Turk et al. 2011, https://
yt-project.org).
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