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ABSTRACT

A proposed setting for thermonuclear (Type Ia) supernovae is a white dwarf that has gained mass
from a companion to the point of carbon ignition in the core. In the early stages of carbon burning,
called the simmering phase, energy released by the reactions in the core drive the formation and growth
of a core convection zone. One aspect of this phase is the convective Urca process, a linking of weak
nuclear reactions to convection, which may alter the composition and structure of the white dwarf.
The convective Urca process is not well understood and requires 3D fluid simulations to properly model
the turbulent convection, an inherently 3D process. Because the neutron excess of the fluid both sets
and is set by the extent of the convection zone, the realistic steady state can only be determined
in simulations with real 3D mixing processes. Additionally, the convection is relatively slow (Mach
number less than 0.005) and thus a low Mach number method is needed to model the flow over many
convective turnovers. Using the MAESTROeX low Mach number hydrodynamic software, we present
the first full star 3D simulations of the A=23 convective Urca process, spanning hundreds of convective
turnover times. Our findings on the extent of mixing across the Urca shell, the characteristic velocities
of the flow, the energy loss rates due to neutrino emission, and the structure of the convective boundary
can be used to inform 1D stellar models that track the longer-timescale evolution.

Keywords: Type la supernovae (1728), Hydrodynamical simulations (767), Astronomical simulations
(1857), White dwarf stars (1799), Nucleosynthesis (1131)

1. INTRODUCTION

Type Ia Supernovae (SNe Ia) are extremely bright
thermonuclear explosions of degenerate white dwarf ma-
terial of roughly a solar mass. The light curves of SNe
Ia are primarily powered by the decay of ®*Ni, which en-
ables the curves to be standardized (Phillips 1993). This
feature, along with their high intrinsic brightness, makes
SNe Ia ideal standard candles and a key tool in cosmol-
ogy research (Riess et al. 1998; Perlmutter et al. 1999).
Despite this great value, many characteristics of SNe Ia
are not well understood, including the progenitor sys-
tem. The widely studied models can generally be clas-
sified as sub-Chandrasekhar mass and Chandrasekhar
mass progenitors (Hoflich 2006; Maoz et al. 2014; Liu
et al. 2023). Understanding the diversity of progenitor
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systems and their influence on the resulting SNe Ia is
important for understanding the variations in SNe Ia ob-
servations. In this paper we focus on the Chandrasekhar
mass model, where a degenerate CO white dwarf ac-
cretes material from a companion star, growing to near
Chandrasekhar mass before runaway carbon burning ig-
nites near the core (Nomoto et al. 1984; Woosley et al.
1986).

The earliest stage of carbon burning in the white
dwarf, called the simmering phase, lasts for 1,000 to
10,000 years prior to the flame that incinerates the
white dwarf (Woosley et al. 2004). During this phase,
central carbon burning drives subsonic core convection.
As the central temperature increases, the rate of car-
bon burning increases and works to expand the convec-
tion zone to encompass a larger portion of the white
dwarf. The rate of burning continues to increase until
the burning timescale becomes shorter than the convec-
tion timescale. At this point a flame will ignite near the
center of the white dwarf and incinerate all or a portion
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of the white dwarf. The exact physics of the explosion
mechanism (deflagration or deflagration to detonation)
continues to be an area of active research (Hoflich 2006;
Liu et al. 2023).

An important consequence of the simmering phase is
the compositional changes due to carbon burning. In
particular, the burning generates more neutron-rich ma-
terial via '2C(*2C,p)?3Na and subsequent proton and
electron captures, lowering the electron fraction. This
compositional shift can alter the nucleosynthesis of the
eventual thermonuclear explosion (Hoyle & Fowler 1960;
Chamulak et al. 2008; Piro & Bildsten 2008). 1D stellar
evolution models have been utilized to track total car-
bon burned and resulting compositional changes during
the simmering phase (Martinez-Rodriguez et al. 2016;
Piersanti et al. 2017; Schwab et al. 2017; Piersanti et al.
2022). In order to treat evolution in 1D, it is necessary
to model the process of convective mixing. However, the
appropriate way to treat convective boundaries remains
an unsolved problem in stellar physics. This problem is
particularly challenging when there is significant inter-
play between mixing and reactive processes. One such
case in a simmering white dwarf is the convective Urca
process, a linking of weak nuclear reactions to convec-
tion in the white dwarf.

Originally proposed to stabilize the carbon burning
(Paczyniski 1972), the convective Urca process leaks en-
ergy away from the star via neutrino emission from [-
decay and electron capture reactions. Convection mixes
material across a density gradient such that these reac-
tions can occur repeatedly, and thus continuously leak
energy out of the star. This process can lead to local
cooling, and perhaps impede convection. Further study
of the convective Urca process has shown that, despite
some cooling effects, it does not prevent runaway. How-
ever, the exact impacts and importance to the simmer-
ing phase is still not well understood. In particular, it is
unclear to what extent the convective Urca process in-
fluences the convective flow and the evolution of carbon
burning during the simmering phase.

A two stream analytical approach from Lesaffre et al.
(2005) demonstrated that the convective Urca process
may hinder/limit the strength of convection. Similarly,
Stein & Wheeler (2006) used a 2D implicit hydrody-
namic code with boosted reaction rates to study the con-
vective Urca process and found the convection zone was
limited to the Urca shell, the region of the star bounded
by the location where the 8-decay and electron capture
rates are equal. However, due to the inherent differences
between convection in 2D and 3D, the use of a reduced
wedge geometry, as well as boosted reaction rates, the
Stein & Wheeler (2006) results should only be thought of

as qualitative. Concretely understanding the role of the
convective Urca process is highly important to the use
of 1D stellar evolution models, as different prescriptions
of the convective Urca process can yield substantially
different evolution of the simmering WD (Denissenkov
et al. 2015; Piersanti et al. 2022).

To further investigate the convective Urca process, we
present full 3D hydrodynamic simulations that can ac-
curately model both the convective flow and the weak
nuclear reactions. This work builds off of the analysis
by Willcox (2018) using the MAESTRO code (now MAE-
STROeX Fan et al. 2019b). In these simulations, we ex-
amine the extent of mixing across the Urca shell, the
characteristic velocities of the flow, and the energy loss
rates due to the Urca reactions. The use of a 3D sim-
ulation is necessary to capture all the turbulent effects
that are important to the convective mixing during the
simmering phase. This turbulence is additionally vital
for understanding the explosion mechanism and initial
ignition of the flame in a Chandrasekhar mass explosion
scenario.

In Section 2, we discuss the convective Urca process in
additional detail. Section 3 describes the MAESTROeX
code and the nuclear reaction network used in our simu-
lations. Then, in Section 4, we explain the initial model
and conditions from which we start our simulations. In
Section 5, we present the simulations after they have set-
tled into a quasi-steady state. In Section 6, we discuss
the impacts of the velocity structure on the convective
boundary and the distribution of the Urca pair in our
simulations. And finally, in Section 7, we draw our con-
clusions and point to future work and questions.

2. CONVECTIVE URCA PROCESS

The Urca process links two isotopes, called an Urca
pair, via a [-decay and electron capture reaction. The
reactions work as follows for a pair of nuclei with the
same atomic mass number, A, and proton numbers, Z—1
and Z respectively:

(Z_laA) — (ZvA)+e_+De

_ (1)
(Z,A)+e — (Z—1,A) +v.

A direct result of the Urca process is some local cool-
ing due to neutrino emission in each weak reaction. In
a degenerate white dwarf, these weak reactions depend
on temperature and the electron density. In most re-
gions only one reaction will be active, i.e. electron cap-
tures at higher densities and (-decays at lower densities.
The transition between these regions, where the reac-
tion rates are equal, is called the Urca shell. The key
to the convective Urca process is that convection trans-
ports underlying material outward past the Urca shell,



and vice versa. As convection cyclically mixes mate-
rial back and forth across the shell, the Urca process
will occur continuously, so a single nucleus can undergo
repeated reactions. The cyclical nature enables the con-
vective Urca process to have a meaningful impact even
with relatively small abundances of the Urca pair.

There are many Urca pairs relevant to simmering
white dwarfs, but we focus this paper on the A = 23
Urca pair, 2>Na — 23Ne. The pair is linked by the weak
reactions:

2Ne —» Na+e + 7,
BNa+e~ — BNe+ v,

(2)

23Na is relatively abundant in the white dwarf at the
onset of carbon burning, X (*3Na) ~ 10~* (Martinez-
Rodriguez et al. 2016; Piersanti et al. 2017; Schwab et al.
2017). And the A = 23 Urca shell is approximately lo-
cated at a density purca ~ 1.7x10% g cm™3 (Suzuki et al.
2016). Further references to an Urca pair in this paper
are in relation to the A = 23 pair unless otherwise spec-
ified. We note that by including only one Urca pair, our
simulations may underrepresent the full impact of the
convective Urca process. Recent work (Piersanti et al.
2022) has demonstrated the inclusion of additional Urca
pairs, such as 2'Ne — 2'F, may be vital to understanding
the simmering phase.

While it is clear how vigorous convection continually
drives the Urca process in a simmering white dwarf,
the more subtle feature of the convective Urca process
is how the Urca process affects convection. The Urca
reactions alter the electron fraction which impacts the
density /pressure in the degenerate white dwarf. In par-
ticular, the electron capture material (largely located
interior to the Urca shell) is denser than the S-decay
material (largely located exterior to the Urca shell) at
the same pressure. This discrepancy can produce a drag-
ging effect that may slow down convection. Additionally,
the convective Urca process can produce compositional
gradients near the Urca shell which work to hinder con-
vection. Studies of 2D simulations (Stein & Wheeler
2006) and analytic approaches (Lesaffre et al. 2005) have
demonstrated that the convective Urca process may slow
the convective flow and effectively reduce the total ki-
netic energy in the white dwarf. To test and properly
characterize these theories and effects, a 3D hydrody-
namic model is needed to simulate the turbulent con-
vection linked with the Urca reactions.

3. NUMERICAL METHODOLOGY

We present simulations generated using MAESTROeX
(Fan et al. 2019b), a massively parallel low Mach num-
ber hydrodynamic code built on the AMReX framework
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(Zhang et al. 2019). MAESTROeX is specifically de-
signed to study stellar interiors and atmospheres. Many
stellar processes, such as core convection, occur in low
Mach number environments (i.e. the sound speed is fast
compared to the characteristic fluid velocity). When
modeling low Mach number flow, a standard compress-
ible finite-volume code is limited by the acoustic wave
timescale as opposed to the characteristic timescale of
the flow itself. This limit on the timestep makes mod-
eling slow moving fluids inefficient and often impossible
for very low Mach numbers. Our presented simulations
are limited by a Mach number of ~0.005.

MAESTROeX solves the following low Mach number
hydrodynamic equations which correspond to the evolu-
tion of mass, momentum and energy:

d(pXy)
ot

= —V - (pX,U) + pi ®3)

ou Bo <Pp0> P — po
9 - u.vu-2y - e (4
ot p Bo p ! @)

)
ot

Where p, U, h are mass density, velocity and enthalpy
respectively. X} is the mass fraction of the kth isotope
and wy, is the creation/destruction rate of that isotope.
Note that X}’s are defined such that Zk Xi = 1. po,
po correspond to the base state, essentially the angle-
averaged background state of the star, which remains
in hydrostatic equilibrium. fy is a density-like variable
that captures the background stratification. And finally,
Hypue is the specific energy generation rate due to nu-
clear reactions. This formulation enforces conservation
of total energy at low Mach number in the absence of
external heating or viscous terms (Klein & Pauluis 2012;
Vasil et al. 2013). Note that in the presented simulations
we do not evolve the base state, which eliminates some
time-dependent terms from the above equations, as well
as Eqn. 6 (see Fan et al. 2019b for full equation set).

The equation of state (EOS) is recast to a divergence
constraint (analogous to incompressible and anelastic
approximations). After the velocity is evolved using
Eqn. 4, it is projected to satisfy the constraint:

V- (BoU) = BoS (6)

Here, S is a source term that accounts for perturba-
tions related to compositional changes and heating from
reactions, while By accounts for the effects of stratifica-
tion. Through this projection method, acoustic waves
are effectively filtered out, allowing MAESTROeX to
track the advection timescale and accurately model slow
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moving flows like core convection. Overall, the algo-
rithm is second-order accurate in space and time.

MAESTROeX solves these hydrodynamic equations on
a structured mesh handled by AMReX. In the presented
simulations we use a “full-star” geometry, which places
the star at the center of a large 3D cartesian grid.
Through AMReX, block-structured adaptive mesh re-
finement is implemented to allow for varying levels of
refinement on the grid. This allows for a higher “effec-
tive resolution”, where unimportant areas of the grid use
lower resolution, minimizing computational costs. Al-
though the refinement can be implemented in an adap-
tive way (i.e. adjusting to changes in the simulation),
in the presented simulations we use a static approach
in which the refinement layers do not change from the
initial settings (see Section 4 for detailed description).
For further details on MAESTROeX and the low Mach
number algorithm see Fan et al. (2019b) and references
within.

A critical piece to modeling the convective Urca pro-
cess is the coupling of nuclear reactions to the fluid mo-
tions. In MAESTROeX this is typically done via Strang-
splitting that couples the reaction rate equations to the
fluid equations. The nuclear network used is shown in
Figure 1 and was generated using the python library
pynucastro (Smith et al. 2023). The network incorpo-
rates a simple carbon burning network with the addi-
tion of the A=23 Urca reactions (see Eqn. 2). The in-
cluded rates associated with carbon burning come from
the JINA REACLIB database (Cyburt et al. 2010) and
are listed below:

120 4 12C - *Ne + “He
2C 4 12C - BMg+n
2 +12C - *Na+p (7)
120 4 4He — 90
n— pt+e

We incorporate the effects of Coulomb screening on the
carbon burning rates following Graboske et al. (1973)
for the weak limit and Alastuey & Jancovici (1978); Itoh
et al. (1979) for the strong limit. For the Urca reactions
we use tabulated rates from Suzuki et al. (2016) with
bilinear interpolation. And we account for the thermal
neutrino losses from the hot plasma following Itoh et al.
(1996). We use a publicly available general purpose stel-
lar EOS described in Timmes & Swesty (2000), which
takes into account the contributions of ions, electrons
and radiation. Implementations of the reaction network,
Coulomb screening effects, thermal neutrino losses, and
the EOS in C++ are developed as a part of the Mi-
crophysics project (AMReX-Astro Microphysics Devel-
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Figure 1. A graphical visualization of the nuclear reaction
network used in the simulations. Each node represents a
different isotope in the network. Arrows represent reactions
connecting two isotopes. The direction of the arrow indicates
the forward direction of the reaction. The horizontal axis
indicates the neutron number. The vertical axis indicates
the proton number. Helium, protons, and neutrons are in
the network, but are excluded from this plot for the sake of
clarity.

opment Team et al. 2024) which supports AMReX based
simulation codes.

In the low density outer regions of the simulation,
we use a velocity sponge to dampen gravity wave ex-
citations caused by the core convection, as described in
(Zingale et al. 2009). The sponge dampens the veloci-
ties toward zero by dividing by a constant factor, in our
case k = 10, for densities less than psponge = 106 g cm™3.
The sponge ensures that these low density regions, far
outside the convection zone, do not limit our timestep.
The addition of this velocity sponge does not impact the
convection zone, where densities are of order 10° g cm ™3,
and thus does not impact the conclusions we make from

these simulations.
4. INITTIAL MODELS

We present two simulations with effective resolutions
of 5.0 km and 2.5 km. From here on, we refer to these as
the low resolution simulation and high resolution simu-
lation respectively. Besides the change in resolution, the
two simulations use the same numerical methodology de-
scribed above and use the same initial model described
below (except where specified).

We construct a simple, parameterized model of a sim-
mering white dwarf with an isentropic core and isother-
mal envelope (see blue curves in Figure 2). This initial
model, as well as a variety of other models for AMReX
based astronomical codes, is developed and maintained
by AMReX-Astro initial.models Team et al. (2024).
This initial model was originally investigated by Will-
cox (2018) and was motivated by the 1D simmering
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Figure 2. The top plot shows the temperature vs density
profile of the star at the initial time (blue curve) and at the
end of the high resolution simulation (orange curve). The
black vertical line indicates the location of the Urca shell.
The bottom plot shows the distribution of 2*Ne (dashed
curves) and #*Na (solid curves) for the shaded region of the
star. The blue curves represent the initial state and the
orange curves represent the end of the high resolution simu-
lation.

white dwarf simulations in Martinez-Rodriguez et al.
(2016). We construct the model by first setting the
central density, p. = 4.5 x 10°g cm™3, and tempera-
ture T, = 5.5 x 10% K, then integrating outward while
maintaining hydrostatic equilibrium. We specify the
temperature profile to follow an adiabatic curve for the
first 0.5M¢ in mass coordinates, which sets the approxi-
mate initial size of the convection zone. For the remain-
der of the star, we then specify an isothermal profile,
which is convectively stable. Since there is no a priori
method for knowing the extent of the convection zone,
the Mcony = 0.5Mg was chosen so that the zone ex-
tended just past the Urca shell. The Urca shell is lo-
cated at approximately Ryca = 415km, and the initial
isentropic core extends an additional 50 km radially out-
ward.

This choice in initial M,y is decidedly smaller
than the roughly 1Mg convection zone predicted by
Martinez-Rodriguez et al. (2016). We chose a smaller
convection size, which modestly surpasses the Urca shell,
with the understanding that the convective Urca process
may limit the size of the convection zone. Comparing
our initial model to more recent work, the LED model
discussed in section 5.2 of Piersanti et al. (2022) found
the A=23 Urca pair constrained the convection zone to
the Urca shell. The evolution of the LED model, com-
pared to Martinez-Rodriguez et al. (2016), differs in part
because of the constrained convection zone. Thus an
initial model based on the LED model will differ struc-

5

turally from the one presented in Figure 2. Note that
Piersanti et al. (2022) extends their analysis to more
Urca pairs, specifically the significant role 2'Ne — 2'F
may have on the simmering phase. The inclusion of
more Urca pairs in future simulations is discussed fur-
ther in Section 7. We discuss this choice of initial M.qpy
and the consequences on the simulation in further detail
in Section 6.

Additionally, we seed a velocity perturbation near the
central region by summing 27 Fourier modes with a max-
imum amplitude of ~4 x 1073 km s~! for the low reso-
lution simulation and ~4km s~ for the high resolution
simulation (see Zingale et al. 2009 for greater detail).
These perturbations are contained to the inner 250 km
in radius. This initial perturbation has three purposes.
Firstly, the initial velocity helps move energy away from
the center, preventing a carbon burning runaway ef-
fect due to the initial static nature of the simulation.
Secondly, initializing a non-zero velocity helps with the
convergence of the initial projection onto the constraint
equation (Eqn. 6) in the MAESTROeX algorithm. And
lastly, the perturbation helps jump start the convection
so that we can more quickly reach a quasi-steady state.

This jump start to developing convection is why we
increased the amplitude of the perturbation for the high
resolution simulation. The initial velocity seed is quickly
erased after just a few convective turnovers, even with
an increased amplitude. Once the convection zone is
established, the average speed is up to an order of mag-
nitude greater than the initial amplitude of the Fourier
seeds, see Section 5.1 for more details on the charac-
teristic speed in the convection zone. Additionally, the
size of the convection zone quickly extends well past the
region where the velocity perturbation is defined.

The initial composition is largely uniform with
X(12C) = 0.39975 and X (*¢0) = 0.59975 with a trace
amount of the A=23 Urca pair, X (**Na) + X (*3Ne) =
5 x 1074, that is constant throughout the white dwarf.
We distributed the Urca pair such that the Urca reac-
tions were in local equilibrium (see blue curves in bot-
tom plot of Figure 2). Note that this is not the true
dynamic equilibrium, but instead the distribution of the
Urca pair if there were not convective mixing across the
Urca shell.

MAESTROeX maps these 1D profiles (density, tem-
perature, pressure etc.) onto a non-uniform 3D carte-
sian grid via interpolation, see Fan et al. (2019b) for
greater details. For the high (low) resolution simula-
tion, the cartesian grid is a 5120 km wide cube split into
four (three) refinement layers. The coarsest layer has a
resolution of 20 km and the finest layer resolves to 2.5 km
(5.0km). We ensure that the finest layer of resolution
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Figure 3. The angle-averaged X (**>C) vs bin radius for the
high resolution simulation. Each curve represents a distinct
snapshot in time indicated by the color. Darker blue rep-
resents early times and lighter greens represent later times.
The grey vertical line at about 520 km marks Rconv at the
end of the simulation.

fully encompasses the isentropic core, which prevents
any changes in resolution from potentially impacting the
turbulent convective motions.

5. ANALYSIS

In this section, we split out our various analyses to ex-
plore three general properties of the simulations. In sub-
section 5.1, we analyze the broad properties of the con-
vection zone, including the size and growth of the con-
vection zone, estimating the convective turnover time,
and identifying an energy cascade due to turbulent fluid
motions. We then analyze the distribution of turbu-
lent motions throughout the convecting region and the
impact of the growing convection zone on relevant tem-
perature gradients. In subsection 5.2, we identify the
3D velocity structure in the convection zone, the ways
this structure evolves with time, and investigate the sub-
sequent impact on the convective mixing. Lastly, in
subsection 5.3, we analyze the convective Urca process
including the characteristic timescales and the energy
losses related to the neutrino cooling.

5.1. Convection Zone Properties

The low resolution and high resolution simulations
were run to about 9000s and 6000s respectively,
which corresponds to an order of a hundred convective
turnovers. During the simulation, carbon burning in
the center of the star drives convection, which efficiently
mixes the products of this burning throughout the con-
vection zone. This leads to a uniformly lower carbon
fraction in the convection zone as compared to the ex-
terior layers, see the radial profiles of X (}2C) in Figure
3. These profiles of X (*2C) are mass weighted angle-
averages for a given radial bin.

Growth of Convection Zone
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Figure 4. Time variation of the total mass of the con-

vection zone. The solid curve represents the high resolution
simulation (2.5 km) while the dashed curve represents the
low resolution simulation (5 km).

We define the radial size of the convection zone, Reony,
based on the peak gradient of these X (12C) radial pro-
files (following a similar approach to Andrassy et al.
2022). To calculate this radius, we first construct a dis-
crete gradient from these X (*2C) profiles using a central
difference formulation. From this discrete gradient, we
find the maximum value and fit a parabola to the nearest
7 points (3 on each side). Finally, we define Reony from
the peak of this fitted parabola. By fitting a parabola
to the nearby points, we smooth out some of the noise
due to our radial discretization.

In our simulations, we observe the convection zone
continues to expand, even after the simulations set-
tle from an initial transitory period (the first ~3000s)
caused by our nearly static initial conditions. This
growth is directly seen in the shifting X (*2C) profiles
in Figure 3. To quantify this growth, we calculate the
mass contained in the convection zone, My, through-
out the simulation’s runtime (see Figure 4). Some ex-
pansion of the convection zone is expected due to the
energy deposited by carbon burning. In addition, con-
vective overshooting and instabilities at the interface of
the convection zone and stable envelope, collectively la-
beled convective boundary mixing (Meakin & Arnett
2007; Denissenkov et al. 2013; Gilet et al. 2013; Herwig
et al. 2023), work to further expand the convection zone.
However, a linear extrapolation of the growing convec-
tion zone, after the initial transitory period, indicates
a Mconv ~ 0.03—0.05 Mg hr~!. This growth is alarm-
ingly quick. The expected growth should be a rate of
only hundreths of M yr~! or less, with the convection
zone slowly encompassing most of the interior of the star
just prior to flame ignition.
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Figure 5. Time variation of the rms velocity in the con-
vection zone. The solid curve represents the high resolution
simulation (2.5 km) while the dashed curve represents the
low resolution simulation (5 km).

This extreme growth indicates the convection zone is
not yet at a stable size. The parameterized initial model
set a relatively small convection zone (Meony ~ 0.5Mg)
with a relatively hot isothermal envelope (3 x 10%K).
For the given central density and temperature, a con-
vection zone ~1 M, and isothermal region of ~1 x 108 K
would be more in line with the fiducial model presented
in Figure 1 of Martinez-Rodriguez et al. (2016). A ma-
jor caveat in comparing to stellar models, like that pre-
sented in Martinez-Rodriguez et al. (2016), is the limita-
tions of stellar models to accurately describe convective
mixing. These prescriptions of convective mixing do not
incorporate the effects of the Urca process and cannot
describe the temperature valley seen in Figure 2. We
leave further discussion of the initial model and the re-
lation between convection and the temperature valley
to Section 6. Ultimately, further analysis and testing is
needed to construct a more realistic initial model that
will yield a stable convection zone under these condi-
tions.

We determine the characteristic convective velocity by
calculating the rms velocity, U, in the convection zone
as:

Unms =/ (Ua) + (U,) + {U.) (®)
where U, U,, U, are velocity components in the z,y, z
direction. The angled brackets () represent a density
weighted average over the convection zone. For example,
the x component is calculated:

(U.%) = <Z ,w) /> (9)

conv conv

where we loop over all cells in the convection zone, de-
fined by Reony. We track the evolution of Uy in the
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Figure 6. The generalized kinetic energy power spectrum
for the high resolution (solid blue) and the low resolution
(dashed blue) simulations. A -5/3 scaling curve is plotted in
grey for reference.

convection zone vs time in Figure 5. Note that we only
start plotting after about 100s of simulation time, as
Reony is ill-defined prior to this. Comparing the two
resolutions, we can see the increased amplitude of the
initial velocity perturbation (as discussed in Section 4)
has a relatively minor impact on the evolution of U,ys.
After the initial 3000s transitory period, U,ys largely
steadied out to around 19 km s~!, with fluctuations of a
few km s~!. This suggests a largely established, albeit
still growing, convection zone for the remainder of the
simulation.

Using Reony and U,y as characteristic length scales
and speed scales, we estimate the characteristic turnover
timescale of the convection zone, Teony, as:

RCOI’IV
Teonv = 2 Unre (10)
This estimate yields a turnover timescale of 7¢ony ~ 50s
for our simulation.

To verify the flow in the convection zone is turbu-
lent, we calculate the kinetic energy power spectrum
after the simulation has reached the quasi-steady state.
This spectrum calculation is limited to a cube with side-
length of 1200 km which fully encompasses the convec-
tion zone. Due to density stratification, it is impor-
tant to weight the velocity appropriately by p!/3 to get
a Kolmogorov-type five-thirds decay law (as shown in
Kritsuk et al. 2007; Nonaka et al. 2012). With this
weighting, we calculate a generalized energy spectrum:

1~ N
E(|k|) :/ =V(k)V*(k)dS (11)
s(kl) 2

where V = p'/3U and V is the associated Fourier trans-
form, with * denoting the complex conjugate. S(|k|) is
the surface of constant |k|. The resulting power spec-
trum, see Figure 6, indicates Kolmogorov-type scaling
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Figure 8. The angle-averaged vorticity vs bin radius for the
high resolution simulation. Each curve represents a distinct
snapshot in time indicated by the color. Darker blue rep-
resents early times and lighter greens represent later times.
The grey vertical line at about 520 km marks Rconv at the
end of the simulation.

over multiple orders of magnitude. This indicates tur-
bulent behavior is transporting energy from large length
scales down to smaller length scales. The higher resolu-
tion curve (solid blue) indicates five-thirds scaling down
to smaller length scales, which indicates the benefit of
increasing resolution for this problem.

To further investigate the extent of turbulent motions
and mixing in different regions of the convection zone,
we calculate the radial profiles of the rms velocity and
the average vorticity magnitude, similar to Figure 3. We
calculate the rms velocity in radial shells, U,ms(r), anal-
ogously to Eqn. 8, with the exception that the summa-
tion is over a radial bin centered at radius r, as opposed
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Figure 9. Angle-averaged gradient ratios V/Vaq (dashed)
and V/Viyea (solid) vs radius of the star. The blue curves
represent the initial state and the orange curves represent
the end of the high resolution simulation (i.e. after 6000s of
simulation time). The dot-dash grey vertical line indicates
the location of the Urca shell, about 415 km. The solid grey
vertical line at about 520 km marks Rconv at the end of the
simulation.

to the whole convection zone. In Figure 7, we show the
Urms(r) profile at a series of times throughout the sim-
ulation. The distribution of the rms velocity is more
complex and varied when compared to the relatively
smooth X (12C) profiles in Figure 3. For r < 400km,
we find that Upms(r) initially increases in the convec-
tion zone during the first 3000s transitory period, be-
fore fluctuating around ~25km s~! for the remainder of
the simulation. Generally, U,ps(r) has an initial down-
ward slope that then steepens near 500 km. At the con-
vective boundary, Uyms(r) has already decreased closer
to ~15km s~ from its maximum value near the center
of the star. Outside the convection zone, r > 520 km,
Urms(r) drops to about 2km s~1.

To complement the U,ps(r) profiles, we also plot the
vorticity magnitude vs radius in Figure 8. These pro-
files are density weighted angle-averages of the vorticity
magnitude. Similar to the Uyys(r), we find that the vor-
ticity magnitude increases in the convection zone before
settling to a relatively uniform shape (though there are
some large fluctuations at small radii). Like the Upps(r)
profiles, the magnitude of the vorticity consistently de-
creases from the center out to around 500 km, before
a bump in the magnitude precedes a steep drop off to
about 0.2s71. The bump, and steep drop, occurs at a ra-
dius consistent with our definition of Reoyy from the 12C
profile. This is most clearly seen for the ¢t = 6000 s pro-
file where the bump occurs just a few km before Reony,
denoted by the grey vertical line. Further analysis of
the 3D structure of the turbulent velocity field is done
in Section 5.2.



As the simulation evolves, the turbulent motions and
mixing described by Figures 7 and 8 lower the entropy of
regions which were convectively stable, such that these
regions become a part of the convection zone. In 1D
stellar modeling, the criterion for convective stability is
generally defined by the Schwarzschild criterion:

dlogT dlogT
ogT _ ( og )
ad

dlog P dlog P (12)
where the ,q denotes the adiabatic gradient. Commonly,
the gradients are denoted as V and V,q respectively.
When compositional gradients are important, it is nec-
essary to add an additional term, B, to the right-hand
side to compensate (Hansen et al. 2004). B can be de-
fined by the gradient of the mean molecular weight, u:

_ delogu
xt dlog P

(13)

where X, = (dlogP/dlogu),r and xr =
(dlog P/dlogT), , are thermodynamic derivatives. The
addition of B yields the Ledoux criterion:

dlogT dlogT
< B 14
dlog P (dlogP)ad+ (14)

where we denote the full right hand term as Vi,q.

To calculate this compositional term in our simula-
tions, we follow MESA’s formulation (Paxton et al. 2013,
Equation 8), except we use centered difference and ad-
just for the spherical 3D geometry. Here, i, j, k are grid
indices:

1 log P(p, T, X") —log P(p, T, X ")
XT log Pt — log P~

Bijr=— (15)
where log P(p, T, X*) and log P* are the sum of x, y,
and z components. For example, the x components:

X
log P(p,T, X*), = ;IOgP(Pi,j,k,Ti,j,k,Xiﬂ,j,k) (16)

logP;t = %logPiim’k (17)

The numerator in Equation 15 tracks the pressure gra-
dient in response to changes in composition, with den-
sity and temperature remaining fixed. The denominator
tracks the true pressure gradient.

For our simulation, we calculate V, V.4, and Vieq.
The angle-averaged profiles are compared in Figure 9,
where we plot the ratio of the actual gradient, V, to the
two convective criterion gradients, V,q and Vieq. Ac-
cording to the criteria, a ratio of less than one indicates

1 The source code for this calculation is open-source and available

at https://github.com/AMReX-Astro/amrex-astro-diag
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a convectively stable region. In the interior convection
zone, we find the ratio is very close to one. This is ex-
pected as convection is very efficient and tends to drive
V close to an adiabatic profile.

The influence of the compositional gradients on Vpeq
can be seen in the initial state (blue curves) where there
is a dramatic spike at the Urca shell. However, as we
evolve the simulation, the fluid is well mixed to the edge
of the convection zone and the compositional contri-
butions are largely negligible (see both orange curves
are highly aligned), with an exception at the convec-
tive boundary where compositional gradients are quite
large. Over time, the growth of the convection zone is
displayed by the drop-off from a ratio of V/Vaq ~ 1
moving radially outward, matching the X (12C) profiles
in Figure 3. There is a large dip below zero just outside
the convection zone (around 520km), this is associated
with the temperature valley seen in the orange curve of
Figure 2. Here, the region is driven to lower tempera-
tures as it follows the adiabatic curve, as compared to
the initial isothermal profile. The significance of this
dip/temperature valley is discussed further in Section 6.

5.2. 3D Velocity Structure

In the convection zone, the velocity field is dominated
by a large-scale structure that extends to the outer re-
gions of the convection zone (see left plot of Figure 10).
The velocity structure is “fountain”-like, characterized
by a large outflow of material from the center (red in
Figure 10) and with inflowing material more equatori-
ally aligned (blue in Figure 10) . By plotting streamlines
on a slice through the simulation, as in Figure 11, we can
directly see what appears to be a dipole structure that
is noticeably off-center. It is the fact that this dipole is
not aligned with the center of the star which creates the
fountain-like appearance. However, the organized struc-
ture is not always present; as can be seen in the right
plot of Figure 10, the fountain structure breaks down on
the timescale of several convective turnovers (~200s).
Throughout the simulation, the fountain structure reg-
ularly forms and dissipates, though there is generally
some degree of dipole-like structure present (see the
right plot of Figure 11). This behavior matches the intu-
ition of a turbulent velocity field, which should regularly
disrupt large scale structures.

The fountain structure has a clear directional depen-
dence that shapes how material is mixed in the convec-
tion zone. We calculate the direction of the radial flow
by finding the density weighted averages of the radial
velocity, (U,.), in the x, y, and z directions:

(Ur)a = (Z pUTf) /> p (18)

conv
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Figure 10. Volume renders of the radial velocities in the convection zone for two snapshots of the high resolution simulation
(see timestamp in lower left). Fluid moving radially outward from the center of the star are colored red. Fluid moving radially
inward to the center of the star are colored blue. For each color, the shading indicates the magnitude, from darkest (30 km sfl)
to medium (15km s™') to lightest (7.5km s™'). The white circle indicates the location of the Urca shell. The vertical axis
of each volume render is oriented to align with the net radial flow (see Section 5.2). See HTML version of the article for an
animation which rotates about the center, displaying the full radial velocity structure. The flow field appears to have a more

ordered structure at 6000 s than at 6240 s.
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Figure 11. 2D Slices through the center of the white dwarf, colored by the X (*2C), for two snapshots of the high resolution
simulation (see timestamp in lower left). Streamlines are plotted on top in white, indicating the path a test particle would take
through a given region of the star. The two slices are oriented as in Figure 10. So the vertical (“Image y”) of each slice is

oriented with the net radial flow as discussed in Section 5.2.
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Here, we are summing over all cells in the convection
zone. (U,), and (U,), are calculated analogously. Using
these values, we calculate the angle 0 from the z-axis and
the azimuthal angle ¢ (in the z-y plane) as follows:

(Ur)a” 4+ (Ur)y
6 = arctan AN (19)
= arctan (Ur)y
o=t 1772 2

Since the default nature of arctan is to span [—m/2,7/2],
Eqgn. 19 is adjusted such that 8 covers the proper range
of [0, 7] with the zero point aligning with the +z-axis.
Similarly, we adjust Eqn. 20 based on the sign of (U,.),
and (U,), such that ¢ covers all angles, with the zero
point aligning with the x-axis.

In general, the direction of the flow is close to the —z
axis with a polar angle § ~ 165°, see Figure 12 (a).
There are larger variations in the azimuthal angle, ¢,
with time, as seen in the Figure 12 (b). The fact that
the structure primarily points in a single coordinate axis
throughout the simulation may be a numerical effect.
It is unclear whether any other source could break the
symmetry and favor the —z axis in this way. An ad-
ditional explanation could be that once a direction is
established from initial conditions, that axis will remain
favored throughout the rest of the simulation.

The velocity structure alters how material is mixed
throughout the convection zone. In Figure 11, we dis-
play the mass fraction of '?C in the convection zone.
Fluid from the center, which has a lower X (}2C) (dark
purple) due to carbon burning, is primarily transported
to one side of the convection zone (top of Figure 11).
This occurs whether the velocity field is highly struc-
tured (see left plot) or more chaotic (see right plot). We
see the impact most clearly on the opposite side, where
there is an excess of X (*2C) (light-purple to white) due
to a lack of mixing. This distribution of X (*2C) demon-
strates the non-isotropic mixing in the convection zone
which is not well characterized by 1D stellar evolution
models. The directionally dependent mixing will also
have an impact on the convective Urca process and the
distribution of the Urca pair in the simulation.

5.3. Urca Process

Similar to X (12C), the distribution of the Urca pair
is highly aligned with the velocity structure (see Figure
13). The large outflow of fluid from the center brings
23Ne rich material in the core, out past the Urca shell
and to the edge of the convection zone. Once outside the
Urca shell, the 23Ne slowly 8-decays into 22Na. We es-
timate the S-decay timescale, 7g, outside the Urca shell
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2D slices through the center of the white dwarf, colored by the ratio of X (**Ne)/X (**Na), for two snapshots of

the high resolution simulation (see timestamp in lower left). The dashed circle indicates the location of the Urca shell. The
two slices are oriented as in Figure 10, such that the vertical (“Image y”) of each slice is oriented with the net radial flow as

discussed in Section 5.2.

iy = e~ capture
; 10°F = B decay 5
©

4 ]
g 10
£
[ 103 J
[
°
G 102 :
©
[J]
o

10! . . . ‘ .
0 100 200 300 400 500
Radius (km)

Figure 14. The timescales associated with the Urca reac-
tions vs radius of the star. The blue curve represents elec-
tron capture timescale, T.-,,, interior to the Urca shell.
The red curve represents S-decay timescale, 75, outside the
Urca shell. These timescales were calculated using the end of
the high resolution simulation (i.e. after 6000s of simulation
time).

and the electron-capture timescale, 7,-c,p, inside the
Urca shell as:

X (?*Ne)

~—_— 21

8 s (21)
X (%3N

Te—cap ™~ M (22)

W23Ne

These two timescales vary with density which can be
seen in their angle-averaged profile through the convec-
tion zone, shown in Figure 14. The shortest timescale,
Te—cap ~ 1005, occurs at the center of the star where
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Figure 15. Time variation of the average ratio

X (**Ne)/X (**Na) in the convection zone. The solid curve
represents the high resolution simulation (2.5 km) while the
dashed curve represents the low resolution simulation (5 km).

densities are highest. This puts 7.-g,, roughly on the
order of Teony for the inner 100 km in radius. For larger
radii, around 300-500 km, both Urca timescales are at
least an order of magnitude longer than 7.,,,. This
large difference in timescales peaks near the Urca shell,
around 415km in radius, as the two Urca timescales
quickly balloon.

The relatively short timescale of Tcony in much of the
convection zone can be seen in Figure 13, where there
remains a large fraction of 22Ne outside the Urca shell.
The mixing of 2Ne-rich material across the shell occurs
significantly faster than the 3-decay of 2Ne, particu-
larly for regions dominated by the large outflows like in
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for two snapshots of the high resolution simulation (see timestamp in lower left). The dominant (i.e. the most active) reaction
in each region is annotated in white, as well as the location of the Urca shell. The two slices are oriented as in Figure 10, such
that the vertical (“Image y”) of each slice is oriented with the net radial flow as discussed in Section 5.2.
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Figure 17. The angle-averaged energy generation/loss rate
per radial bin vs radius of the star. The red curve shows en-
ergy generated by all nuclear reactions. The blue curve shows
the energy losses due to neutrino emission. The dominant
(i.e. the most active) reaction in each region is annotated in
black.

the top portion of Figure 13. It is only in the regions
with relatively less mixing from the core, see the bottom
purple portion of Figure 13, that the 2*Ne has time to
[-decay and we see appreciable amounts of 23Na in the
convection zone.

We compare the result of our simulations to that
of the “quick mixing” limit. In this limit, the mix-
ing is efficient enough to maintain uniform composition
throughout the convection zone. With this assump-
tion, we calculate the predicted equilibrium ratio of the
Urca pair, X (?*Ne)/X(?»*Na), by integrating the reac-

tion rates over the volume of the convection zone. For
our simulation, the result of the quick mixing limit is
X (*3Ne)/X (*3Na) a2 46. Note however, this rough esti-
mate does not account for the sources of ?*Na from the
carbon burning or from the growth of the convection
zone. The quick mixing limit is only used as a point of
reference. In comparison to this limit, we find a much
lower ratio of X (?3Ne)/X (?*Na) ~ 9 as shown in Fig-
ure 15. The smaller ratio indicates a greater portion of
23Na is present in our simulation due to the sources of
23Na stated previously and the slow non-uniform lev-
els of mixing. The non-isotropic nature of the mixing,
which results in the purple areas of Figure 13, greatly
lower the average ratio of X (**Ne)/X (**Na).

We further analyze the sources of 2Na and thus the
overall amount of Urca pair in the convection zone by
calculating the mass generation rate of 2Na. At the end
of the simulation run, the rate of 22Na mass generated by
carbon burning is 1.30 x 1074 Mg hr~'. Additionally,
the growth of the convection zone, as seen in Section
5.1, leads to further 23Na rich material being added to
the convection zone. Using the initial mass fraction of
X (?3Na) = 5x 10~% and our estimated Meony, we calcu-
late the rate at which 23Na is added due to the growing
convection zone to be ~2.5 x 1075 Mg hr™'. In total,
these two sources roughly double the amount of Urca
pair in the convection zone from an initial 2.5 x 1074 Mg,
to about 5 x 107* Mg, at the end of the simulation.

The convection zone is split into three distinct regions
where a single nuclear reaction is of primary importance
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as annotated in Figure 16. In the center, carbon burn-
ing produces a large amount of energy. Further out in
radius, the carbon burning rate drops and instead the
electron capture of 22Na to 22Ne dominates. Note, this
is an endothermic reaction which explains the negative
energy generation rate (pink in Figure 16). Around a ra-
dius of about 415 km lies the Urca shell which separates
the pink electron capture region from the green S-decay
region on the outskirts of the convection zone.

As seen in Figure 16, the energy generation rate is
quite radially symmetric. This is due to the strong den-
sity dependence of the nuclear reaction rates. Through
the changing density of the convection zone, the rates
vary by several orders of magnitude (see range in Fig-
ure 14), while the mass fractions of the Urca pair only
vary by a factor of 12 (see range in Figure 13). In Fig-
ure 17, we compare the rate of energy generated by
all the nuclear reactions to the rate of energy lost to
free-streaming neutrinos. The neutrino emissions come
from the Urca reactions as well as thermal emission from
the plasma. Summing over the total volume, we find
the total energy generated by nuclear reactions to be
FEoue = 3.32 x 10% erg s—!, dominated primarily by the
carbon burning near the center (see the annotated re-
gions in Figure 16 and Figure 17). In comparison, the
total energy lost to neutrinos is about an order magni-
tude less, E'l,c,tot =4.18 x 10*? erg s~ 1.

Note that a significant portion of the neutrino losses
directly follow carbon burning. This is because 23Na
is a product of this burning, and quickly reacts to 2*Ne
near the center of the star, emitting a significant amount
of neutrinos. To estimate the energy losses due to
these neutrinos, we compared the rate of ?*Na gen-
erated solely by carbon burning to the rate of 2’Na
destroyed by electron captures. We found the ratio
of these two generation rates to be about 0.73. As-
suming the 23Na generated by carbon burning is con-
sumed locally, this indicates that about 70% of the
neutrino losses from electron capture reactions follow
from the carbon burning. Using this ratio, we esti-
mate that about 66% (2.77 x 10%% erg s7!) of the to-
tal neutrino energy losses are a result of carbon burn-
ing, not the convective Urca process. In contrast, the
cooling by thermal neutrino emission is marginal with
Eye,thcrmal = 4.44 x 103® erg s™!. After accounting for
these losses, we find the energy lost directly due to the
convective Urca process is about 1.41 x 104% erg s—!.
In total, though the neutrinos take energy out of the
star, the losses do not outweigh the energy generated
by carbon burning. Summing the contribution from all
neutrino emission adds up to losses of 12.6%, with an

estimated 4.2% resulting from the convective Urca pro-
cess.

These neutrino losses and general nuclear energy gen-
eration are related to the amount of carbon burned,
A M2, which impacts the neutron excess or neutron-
ization, n = >, X;/A;(A; — 2Z;) where A is the mass
number, Z is the proton number and the sum is over
all isotopes. After the transitory period, around ¢ =
3000s, we calculate AMi2c = 3.14 x 1074 My and
An = 4.13 x 107° over the quasi-steady state portion
of the simulation. Here, 7 is the mass weighted average
of n over all cells in the convection zone. These results
can be compared to previous estimates (Piro & Bildsten
2008; Chamulak et al. 2008) and results from 1D stel-
lar evolution models of the simmering phase (Martinez-
Rodriguez et al. 2016; Schwab et al. 2017; Piersanti et al.
2017, 2022). This comparison however is non-trivial
due to the previous results spanning the full simmer-
ing phase, while the presented simulations only capture
a roughly one hour snapshot of the burning. Addition-
ally, the various estimates and models make different
assumptions on the reaction network and the role of the
Urca process. In our presented simulations, we leave out
important rates for capturing the proper change in neu-
tronization, particularly 2C(p,7)'®N and subsequent
electron capture. We discuss this further in Section 7 as
noted improvements we hope to include in future work.

6. DISCUSSION

In the presented simulations, we found a growing con-
vection zone driven by carbon burning at the center.
This is despite the simulations reaching a quasi-steady
state, evidenced by the Uyy,s and X (>3*Ne)/ X (?3Na) re-
laxing to constant values over many convective turnovers
(Figure 5 and 15 respectively). Even after these val-
ues had reached an apparent equilibrium, the convection
zone continued to expand. This expansion of the con-
vection zone resulted in the formation of a temperature
valley as the adiabatic profile extended into the stable
isothermal region, as seen in Figure 2. We interpret this
temperature valley as the realistic temperature structure
of the convective boundary region for a simmering white
dwarf. Unlike a core convection zone inside a long-lived
star, the energy deposited at the center during the sim-
mering phase only contributes to the heating and growth
of the convection zone. The thermal conduction times of
the overlying layers are too long for significant amounts
of energy to be transported out of the convection zone
during this short simmering phase.

Inspecting our final state suggests the temperature
valley is a result of the convective boundary mixing. For
any large outflow, the deceleration region (see Section



5.2) is likely to extend close to the convective bound-
ary predicted by Mixing Length Theory (MLT). That
is the intersection of the inner adiabatic profile of the
convection zone and the temperature profile of the con-
vectively stable outer envelope. Thus, there is expected
to be a well-mixed, and therefore nearly adiabatic, re-
gion that extends beyond the MLT predicted edge of the
convection zone. In the context of the simmering phase,
where thermal timescales are long, this well-mixed re-
gion would produce the observed temperature valley.
The size of this well-mixed region is expected to be re-
lated to both the deceleration region as well as the out-
ward diffusion of the turbulence field, generated by the
core convection. Although more investigation is required
before a conclusion can be drawn, it appears plausible
that this velocity structure, and not the growth rate,
is the main determining factor for the size of this well-
mixed region and thus the temperature valley.

In addition to the velocity structure, the abundances
involved in the Urca process would also appear to be
important. As mentioned in Section 2, the Urca process
alters the electron fraction gradient, which should effect
the structure of the deceleration region, and possibly
the diffusion of turbulence into overlying layers. As seen
in Figure 9, the departure of the temperature gradient
from the adiabatic profile appears to be impacted by the
presence of the Urca shell.

This quickly growing convection zone, as compared to
the thermal timescale, and convective boundary mixing
presents a situation that leads to a fundamental short-
coming of the classical MLT. As the convection zone
expands into the isothermal regions in the initial model,
it must ingest material with higher entropy than the
current convection zone. Thus, the inward ingestion of
material should lead to a net transfer of energy into the
convection zone. This, however, runs counter to classical
MLT, which by construction, can only transfer energy
outward. Typical prescriptions of convective boundary
mixing for 1D stellar evolution, such as those imple-
mented in MESA, do not address this issue. These pre-
scriptions are mainly concerned with mixing of compo-
sition, leaving the heat transfer to follow classical MLT.

We do not undertake the construction of a proposed
quasi-steady state temperature structure that includes
the valley due to mixing from the expanding convec-
tion zone, leaving that to future work. However, such
a consistent initial condition should allow a much faster
approach to equilibrium since the velocity field itself de-
velops fairly quickly, see Figure 5.

We do note that a somewhat similar feature is found
in the 1D stellar models presented in Figures 8 and 11 of
Piersanti et al. (2022). These figures show the tempera-
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ture profile for various 1D models, and indicate a dip at
the edge of the convection zone. However, it is unclear if
this is the same feature as the temperature valley seen
in Figure 2. The profiles presented in Piersanti et al.
(2022) are of the final moments of the simmering phase
(near T, ~ 8 x 10® K) and the dips are accompanied by a
very large drop in temperature from the convective core
to the isothermal exterior.

We found the convection zone to be dominated by
a large scale fountain-like velocity structure, resulting
from an off-center dipole structure, see streamlines on
Figure 11. Though the velocity structure was intermit-
tently disrupted by the turbulent flow, the general pic-
ture remained of highly non-isotropic convective mixing.
This structure of mixing is not well described by a local
diffusive law, like that derived from MLT. MLT does not
capture the the non-local behavior of the large structure,
particularly the radially extending flows that span from
the center of the star to the edge of the convection zone.
To properly model this mixing behavior in a 1D stel-
lar evolution simulation, a non-local prescription may
be necessary. The stable direction of the dipole moment
in our simulations (as seen in Figure 12) further exac-
erbates this non-locality issue. But even if this is taken
as a simple numerical effect, the large radial structure
remains an issue for local mixing prescriptions.

The convective mixing is the dominant driver of the
distribution of the Urca pair. This result is most clearly
seen in the radial profiles of 2*Ne and 23Na (see of Fig-
ure 2). The transition between the Urca pair occurs at
the convective boundary, not the Urca shell. However,
the distribution of the Urca pair is far from uniform as
shown in Figure 13. This is due to the mixing rate and
reaction rates varying throughout the convection zone.
The non-uniformity of the mixing rate is best seen in
Figure 11. Here, '2C is unevenly distributed, particu-
larly in the outer regions of the convection zone. The
streamlines plotted on Figure 11 indicate the large ed-
dies which primarily mix regions in the top half of the
plot, without extending to the regions near the bottom
of the plot. This leads to an excess of 12C (see the light-
purple/white regions near the bottom of the plot).

In addition to the non-uniform mixing, the Urca re-
actions also vary throughout the convection zone as
demonstrated in Figure 14. Near the center, inside
100km in radius, the electron capture rate is actually
comparable to the mixing rate, 7,-c,p, < 100s. This re-
sults in 22Na that is produced by carbon burning quickly
reacting to 22Ne. However, the Urca reactions are much
slower in most other regions of the convection zone, lead-
ing to the mixing playing a more dominant role. Thus
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we find the Urca distribution to be very similar to the
12C distribution as seen in Figures 11 and 13.

Despite some regions, namely near the center, where
the Urca reactions were on similar timescales to the mix-
ing timescale, we did not find that the convective Urca
process hinders the extent of the convection zone to the
Urca shell as seen in Stein & Wheeler (2006). Instead,
the convection zone grows well past the Urca shell as
seen in Figure 4, and was not able to reach a stable size
during the simulation run. As stated in Section 5.1, the
stable size of the convection zone may be much larger
and align more closely to the fiducial model in Martinez-
Rodriguez et al. (2016). However, that model also found
the convectively stable overlying regions to be at tem-
peratures a little over 1 x 108 K. From our parameterized
initial model, we set a much hotter isothermal region of
3 x 108 K. Additionally, the 1D model did not account
for the direct impact of the convective Urca process on
convection or include the temperature valley that may
be characteristic of the simmering phase.

Broad conclusions on the effects of the Urca process on
convection should not be determined strictly from this
simulation. This simulation covers only a brief period of
time, about a few hours, in the evolution of a simmering
white dwarf, which spans thousands of years. More work
is needed to better constrain the effects of the convective
Urca process on convection. This includes for varied
initial conditions that represent different stages of the
simmering phase. During these stages, the mixing and
reaction timescales will vary and may have large impacts
on the importance of the convective Urca process to the
white dwarf. Additionally, as the convection zone did
not reach a stable size in this simulation, it is possible
that the convective Urca process still has some hindering
effects.

7. CONCLUSION AND FUTURE WORK

The convective Urca process is an important piece to
understanding a simmering white dwarf as a Type Ia
SNe progenitor. Through the use of the MAESTROeX
low Mach number code, we were able to perform the
requisite long-time-scale simulations, on order a hun-
dred convective turnovers, of the convection zone of a
simmering white dwarf. These simulations allowed us
to characterize the evolution of the system and the cou-
pling of turbulent convection and weak Urca reactions.
The simulations indicated the convective mixing had a
strong directional dependence which influenced the dis-
tribution of the Urca pair, ?Na — 2*Ne. The highly
non-local structure of this mixing is not well character-
ized by a local diffusive law like MLT. While our simu-
lations reach equilibrium with respect to the magnitude

of the convective velocity and balance of Urca reactions,
the mixed region was still quickly expanding after hun-
dreds of convective turnover time. One of the potential
causes for this is our initial choice of a 0.5 Mg convec-
tion zone was too small. The fact that a larger convec-
tion zone would be more stable disagrees with the idea
that the convective Urca process restricts convection to
the Urca shell. In our simulations, we found the energy
lost to neutrinos did not outweigh the energy released
by carbon burning, and thus no net cooling of the star
occurred. Of the total power generated by nuclear reac-
tions, 12.6% is lost to neutrino emission, with an esti-
mated third of those losses coming from the convective
Urca process, two thirds from the immediate reaction
of 23Na produced by carbon burning, and a negligible
amount from thermally emitted neutrinos.

These simulations indicate that the temperature
structure of the outer boundary of the convection zone
is qualitatively different than that inferred from MLT,
even with consideration of overshooting. We have found
that the expanding convection zone creates a tempera-
ture minimum just outside the location where standard
criteria would predict the convective boundary. It ap-
pears that this region is related to the turbulent mixing
of material at the boundary into the convection zone,
thus lowering its entropy with respect to the overlying
material. This mixed region extends the near-adiabatic
profile down beyond the temperature of the overlying
material. Abundances of Urca pairs in this region indi-
cate that its structure is likely influenced by the convec-
tive Urca process. Unfortunately, we postpone further
characterization of this novel convective boundary layer
structure to future work since we were not able to fully
reach steady state in this work. It is expected that fur-
ther improvements to the initial condition may put this
within reach.

Further simulations will be needed to properly inves-
tigate the extent to which the convective Urca process
impacts the simmering white dwarf. In particular, com-
paring simulations with and without the convective Urca
process (similar to the methods in Stein & Wheeler
2006) should demonstrate the extent to which the Urca
process cooling dampens or hinders the convection in
the white dwarf. Additionally, the use of more compre-
hensive reaction networks, which include more accurate
prescriptions of neutron decay (Langanke & Wiescher
2001) and additional carbon burning related rates par-
ticularly p and n capture rates), will ensure the carbon
burning driven convection is properly modeled. Further-
more, adding additional Urca pairs such as ?'Ne — 2'F
and Mg — ?°Na to our reaction network will help in
capturing a more complete picture of the Urca cooling



in our simulations. In addition to expanded reaction
networks, we look to explore the use of an explicit in-
tegrator scheme to accelerate the nuclear integration in
our simulations. We are also interested in using different
central conditions to investigate the impact of the con-
vective Urca process on different stages of simmering,
as well as different progenitors produced from varying
model parameters (i.e. higher or lower accretion rates).
This includes earlier times in the simmering, when the
Urca shell is located just exterior to the MLT predicted
convective boundary (i.e. in an ”overshooting” region),
as well as progenitor models with lower densities (as
low as p. ~ 1—1.5 x 10°g cm™3) and a range of central
temperatures to correspond with the approach to the
ignition of the flame (around 7, = 8 x 10® K).
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