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ABSTRACT

Context. Space weather modelling has been gaining importance due to our increasing dependency on technology sensitive to space
weather effects, such as satellite services, air traffic and power grids. Improving the reliability, accuracy and numerical performance
of space weather modelling tools, including global coronal models, is essential to develop timely and accurate forecasts and to help
partly mitigate the space weather threat. Global corona models, however, require accurate boundary conditions, for the formulations
of which we have very limited observational data. Unsuitable boundary condition prescriptions may lead to inconsistent features in
the solution flow field and spoil the code’s accuracy and performance.

Aims. In this paper, we develop an adjustment to the inner boundary condition of the COolfluid COrona uNstrUcTured (COCONUT)
global corona model to better capture the dynamics over and around the regions of stronger magnetic fields by constraining the plasma
B and the Alfvén speed.

Methods. Using data from solar observations and solar atmospheric modelling codes such as Bifrost, we find that the baseline
homogeneous boundary condition formulations for pressure and density do not capture the plasma conditions physically accurately.
We develop a method to adjust these prescribed pressure and density values by placing constraints on the plasma 8 and the Alfvén
speed that act as proxies.

Results. We demonstrate that we can remove inexplicable fast streams from the solution by constraining the maximum Alfvén speed
and the minimum plasma S on the boundary surface. We also show that the magnetic topology is not significantly affected by this
treatment otherwise.

Conclusions. The presented technique shows the potential to ease the modelling of solar maxima, especially removing inexplicable

features while, at the same time, not significantly affecting the magnetic field topology around the affected regions.
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1. Introduction

With our growing reliance on technology sensitive to space
weather effects, the need for accurate space weather modelling
has also increased. Traditional frameworks used for such mod-

i elling and forecasting generally work with a version of the
] Wang-Sheeley-Arge model (Arge et al.[2003) to derive the con-
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ditions in the solar corona, as for instance, EUHFORIA (EUro-
pean Heliosphere FORecasting Information Asset) (Pomoell &
Poedts||2018). Such models are, however, only semi-empirical
and often cannot capture the full complexity of the corona, and
thus more elaborate physics-based models might be required
(see, e.g.[Samara et al.| (2021))). The need to improve the accu-
racy of the corona boundary prescription and to gain insights into
the more fundamental coronal physics has led to the develop-
ment of more advanced full 3D magnetohydrodynamic (MHD)
global coronal models (GCM). Examples of such models include
the Wind-Predict code (Réville et al.|2015; [Parenti et al.[2022),
the MAS (Magnetohydrodynamics Around a Sphere) model
(Miki¢ & Linker][1996} Miki¢ et al.|[1999; [Linker et al.|[1999),
and the AWSoM model (Alfvén Wave Solar Model) (van der
Holst et al.|[2014; |Gombosi et al.[[2018}; [Shi et al. [2022)). This
paper will focus on the rapidly converging COolfluid COrona

uNstrUcTured (COCONUT) global corona model (Perri et al.
2022)).

However, the results of GCMs are only as good as their pre-
scription. Arguably, the most important input into these models
is the photospheric magnetogram, or the magnetic map, which
defines the electromagnetic features that will form in the solution
domain. To consult how the different types of available magne-
togram products perform in COCONUT global corona simula-
tions and how their post-processing influences the resolved fea-
tures, we refer the reader to [Perr1 et al. (2023)), Kuzma et al.
(2023)) and |IBrchnelova et al.| (2023)).

These models, however, also require the prescription of the
thermodynamic values that are representative of the lower coro-
nal conditions at the inner boundary. This task is challenging
since this kind of real-time global information is generally un-
available from observations. For this reason, general and often
homogeneous global profiles are usually prescribed for the tem-
perature, density and velocity (Perri et al.|2022). However, as-
suming the same (or at least similar) thermodynamic conditions
for quiet sun (QS) regions as in active regions or coronal holes is
physically inappropriate, as can be seen, for instance, in Figures
5 and 6 in the work of Bourdin| (2020).
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As was demonstrated by Kuzma et al.|(2023)) and further dis-
cussed by [Brchnelova et al.| (2023), in COCONUT, assuming
nonphysical thermodynamic boundary conditions, especially in
the cases of solar maxima, may lead to a formation of unexpected
streams in the domain. This is understandable as, in active re-
gions, one could expect much higher densities and pressures than
in quiet regions and coronal holes, as can be deduced, among
others, from the work of Doschek et al.| (1998). Prescribing a
thermal pressure value that is too low with respect to the back-
ground magnetic pressure (i.e. a too-low plasma f3) then leads to
disproportionally large electromagnetic contributions to the mo-
mentum and energy equations.

For example, if we prescribe a |B|pnx of 50 to 100 G in
the corona above active regions (the magnitude of which cor-
responds well to the magnetic field strengths in active regions
as predicted by |Alissandrakis & Gary| (2021)) with our de-
fault boundary conditions for pressure (0.00416 Pa), we obtain
plasma 8’s of 10~ to 4 - 10~*. This is one to two orders of mag-
nitude below what would be expected at the altitude of our inner
boundary (~ 10 Mm) according to |Gary| (2001). Defining a lo-
cally higher thermal pressure would thus be one of the solutions
to improve the prescription.

Some of the available models solve this challenge by initi-
ating the global simulations in the lower atmospheric layers of
the Sun, such as the AWSoM model that is initiated in the upper
chromosphere with a temperature of 50000 K and ion number
density of 2 - 10'® m~3 (readers can refer to van der Holst et al.
(2014)). The plasma has space throughout the transition region
to adjust its thermodynamics better to the prescribed electromag-
netic conditions before expanding into the rarefied and strongly
magnetised coronal domain. However, adding a sufficient radial
resolution to capture the transition region significantly increases
the computational time. It may thus be undesirable for models
intended for operational use, such as COCONUT.

In this paper, we attempt to remove the inexplicable fea-
tures from the domain without manipulating the grid resolution.
By analysis of the available observational data and numerical
simulation results from models such as Bifrost (Gudiksen et al.
2011), we recognise that a potentially more physically suitable
way of modifying the inner boundary may be through constrain-
ing the prescribed plasma S and Alfvén speed that act as proxies
to constraining the plasma pressure and density. The reason that
plasma pressure and density have been chosen specifically is the
fact that in the COCONUT solver, both of these are primitive
variables, and are thus straightforward to prescribe directly in
the formulation of the boundary condition.

Section 2] presents the code set-up, the rationale behind con-
straining the boundary plasma £, and the Alfvén speed and the
method in which this constraining is implemented. Section
shows the results of this technique when applied to the case of
the high-activity 2016 solar eclipse. The paper is concluded in
Section

2. Methodology
2.1. The COCONUT global corona solver and setup

In this work, we used the COCONUT solver (Perri et al.|2022),
with the 6th level subdivided icosahedron-based grid as defined
in Brchnelova et al.| (2022b). The default boundary conditions
of COCONUT follow |Perri et al.| (2022) and assume a uniform
inner boundary density py and pressure py of 1.67 - 10713 kg/m?
and 0.00416 Pa, respectively. A user-set velocity outflow is also
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prescribed aligned with the magnetic field (Brchnelova et al.
2022a).

The setup in use here considers the compressible MHD
steady-state system (readers can refer to [Baratashvili et al.
(2024)), which consists of the ideal-MHD equations with ad-
ditional terms representing gravity, heat conduction (a collision-
less approximation), optically thin radiative losses and a coronal
heating function. Heat conduction is defined according to Miki¢
et al.[ (1999) following Hollweg (1978), consisting of separate
term for collisional (Spitzer-Harm, for < 10 R;) and collision-
less (Hollweg, for > 10 Rj) conduction. The radiative loss is
defined in the optically thin limit following Rosner et al.|(1978).

The form of the coronal heating approximation used here fol-
lows Equation 8 from [Baratashvili et al.| (2024), that is, coronal
heating proportional to the magnetic field strength and following
an envelope function, Qg = H0-|B|~e‘%, in which Hy = 4-107°
erecm™> s G'and 1 = 0.7 R,.

We specifically focus on a case of the March 9, 2016, so-
lar eclipse, corresponding to the Carrington rotation 2174. This
case represents a solar maximum and was selected as it contains
regions of strong magnetic fields of more than 50 G in the pre-
scribed magnetic map when this map is obtained via standard
processing. Herein the corresponding photospheric HMI magne-
togra (Scherrer et al.|2012) is post-processed using the spher-
ical harmonics projection technique with /,,x = 25; for the dis-
cussion of the suitable magnetogram products and the method of
post-processing, we refer the reader to|Perri et al.[(2023)), Kuzmal
et al.| (2023) and |[Brchnelova et al.| (2023)). The exact orientation
was set such that it corresponds to the observation of the solar
eclipse as seen from the Earth.

2.2. Plasma g and Alfvén speed constraints

As mentioned in Section |1} the default homogeneous boundary
conditions for density and pressure might be inaccurate, espe-
cially in regions outside QS conditions. The question thus turns
to what the realistic ranges for these variables would be. While
we could focus on plasma density and pressure directly, we are
interested in constraining those regions that have a stronger mag-
netic field. We would thus have to create expressions for these
variables with the magnetic field dependence. The more straight-
forward alternative to this is, instead, to consider plasma 3 and
the Alfvén speed as proxies for the pressure and density as these
already contain the magnetic field information in them.

At the height of our inner boundary, which is ~ 10 Mm,
Gary| (2001) expects plasma f’s in the range between 1073 to
2 - 1072, Iwai et al.| (2014) estimated a plasma S of 5.7 - 10~
to 7.6 - 107* at the top of a post-flare loop at 4 Mm (which is
slightly lower than what we assume) from satellite and radio ob-
servations. This observed range was also supported by Bourdin
et al.[(2013)) and Bourdin|(2017) through their MHD model, giv-
ing ranges between 10~* to 10~! for active regions and 10~ to
107 for QS regions. The Alfvén speed in eight example coronal
loops has been estimated via MHD seismology by |Anfinogentov:
& Nakariakov| (2019) to lie in the range between 8.66 - 10° m/s
to 1.17 - 10° my/s.

However, the amount of observational data is fairly lim-
ited, especially for the regions of coronal holes. For that rea-
son, additionally, we used results of the Bifrost code (Gudiksen
et al.|2011)), a state-of-the-art solver of the solar atmosphere that
can resolve non-LTE radiative transfer. Specifically, the simula-
tion data ch024031_by200bz005, which were already previously

! http://jsoc.stanford.edu/HMI/Magnetograms.html
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Fig. 1. Shown are the logarithm of the Alfvén speed (left) and the logarithm of the plasma g (right) as functions of the vertical magnetic field,

as resolved in the Bifrost simulation ch024031_by200bz005 (Finley, A. J. et al.|2022) at the height of the COCONUT GCM inner boundary, at

~ 10 Mm. The red arrows point at the maximum computed Alfvén speed (left) and the minimum resolved plasma 3 (right) in this simulation.

analysed by [Finley, A. J. et al.|(2022), were probed to determine
the existing 8 and V, ranges resolved at the height that corre-

sponds to the inner boundary of our GCM. The maximum values
of V4 were found to be ~ 2 Mm/s and the minimum values of
plasma S8 of ~ 0.003, as can be seen in Figure/I}

The values above are indirectly derived from observations,
theory, or more detailed MHD simulations, so large uncertain-
ties may exist in them. However, they do show that there is a
rough consensus regarding the order of magnitude that would be
expected at our inner boundary, which can be used to constrain
our setup.

2.3. Numerical boundary condition constraining

From the numerical standpoint, to constrain the plasma S, and
Vamax to the values presented above, it is inappropriate to use a
non-steady step function since such a function has a discontin-
uous first derivative which triggered numerical convergence is-
sues in our tests. A smooth transition function should thus be de-
signed between the homogeneous p( and py values and the val-
ues computed from the constraints p” and p’. This was achieved
by implementing a double-sided hyperbolic tangent profile. For
pressure, determined from Sy, We prescribed

P’ = gtanpmagﬂmin + po(1 = &ian), (D

in which py,e is the magnetic pressure computed from the
prescribed magnetic field. The double-sided hyperbolic tangent
transition factor {,, is given by

min _ﬁ

dan

1 1
+ — tanh (mAw,)  Wwith  Agn

glan = E ) (2)

The term A is positive if 8 < Bmin (such that {,, — 1) and
negative if 8 > Bmin ({an — 0). The constant di,, defines the
range of B8 over which the transition occurs. If d,, is too small,
convergence issues might occur (just like with a step function),
whereas if dy,, is too large, the constraining is no longer sharp
and accurate. Based on the results of our numerical experiments,
dian Was set to 10% of By For density, constrained by the max-
imum Alfvén speed, we then have

I 2

0 = lian——— + po(1 = Lian)s 3)
ta Vg‘"maxﬂo ta
with
1 1 V - V max
fan = 5 + 5 tanh (TAgy), and Ay = % (4)
tan

Based on the results of numerical experiments, we again set
dian ~ 10% of V4 max. Here, p’ and p’ are prescribed directly
at the boundary. In COCONUT, the size of the ghost cells, the
state (i.e. the vector of primitive variables) of which is denoted
by g, and the size of the innermost domain cells, denoted by i, is
the same, and thus so is the distance from their centroids to the
boundary. Thus, the ghost cell state values become defined by
Pe = 2p’ — pi and pg = 2p" — p; such that we achieve the values
p’ and p’ exactly on the boundary.

Of course, the hyperbolic tangent profile only tends to the fi-
nal values and never actually reaches them. However, thanks to
the selection of such a small distance parameter, dy,, ~ 10% of
Vamax and Bpin, already, for instance, 10% below and above the
limit values of 8 and V,, the prescribed boundary pressure and
density are within just 0.2% percent of their target states. Given
the other inherent uncertainties and inaccuracies in our bound-
ary formulation (for instance, the magnetic field and the density
field, as has been described inBrchnelova et al.| (2023) and [Perril
(2023), and the only first-order accurate interpolation used
to prescribe the boundary values), such offsets are negligible. If
needed, however, the value of d,, can be reduced further, though
this could come at a possibly increased computational cost.

3. Results

The results were first obtained for an unconstrained simulation
and then by constraining for several values of V4 max and Bpin-
The unconstrained simulation, as expected, produced a high-
speed stream of speeds higher than 1 Mmy/s; as can be seen
in Figure [2| on the left. This stream is unexpected given the
underlying magnetic structure, and resolved to be much hot-
ter than what would be realistic for any such kind of struc-
ture in the solar corona (here, with well over 30 MK). The
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Fig. 2. Shown are COCONUT results for the March 9, 2016, solar eclipse (CR2174), with maximum V, constraining. The inner surface shows the
prescribed magnetic field, the contour plot of the radial speed (demonstrating the existence of inexplicable high-speed streams and their reduction
thanks to the constraining), and the magnetic field lines over and around the active region, causing the high-speed streams plotted.

Bmin =0.0001, VA max = 1 Mm/s Bmin = 0.001, VAmax = 1 Mm/s
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Fig. 3. Shown are COCONUT results for the March 9, 2016, solar eclipse (CR2174), with minimum-plasma-8 constraining. The inner surface
shows the prescribed magnetic field, the contour plot of the radial speed (demonstrating the existence of inexplicable high-speed streams and their
removal thanks to the constraining), and the magnetic field lines over and around the active region, causing the high-speed streams plotted.
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Fig. 4. For the March 9, 2016 solar eclipse (CR2174), the changes to the prescribed Alfvén speed V, on the inner boundary are shown for three
cases as a consequence of V4 .« constraining. The highest V4 m.x solution on the left looked the same as the unconstrained one.
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Fig. 5. For the March 9, 2016, solar eclipse (CR2174), the changes to the prescribed plasma 8 on the inner boundary are shown for six cases as a
consequence of By, constraining. The lowest B, solution on the left looked the same as the one unconstrained with By, only with V4 ax.

-

unconstrained

VAmax=1Mm/s 14

Bmin = 0.01, VAmax = 1 Mm/s

Fig. 6. For the March 9, 2016 solar eclipse (CR2174), the detailed magnetic field lines are plotted over and around the strong active region causing
the inexplicable high-speed streams for three levels of constraining (effectively no constraining on the left, V4. = 10° m/s in the middle and

Viamax = 10° m/s with B, = 1072 constraining on the right).

width of this stream was progressively reduced via decreasing
Vamax, first t0 Vamax = 107 m/s in the middle and then down
to Vamax = 10° m/s on the right, with the latter value roughly
corresponding to what would be expected from the discussion in
Subsection 2.2

From then on, to further reduce the strength of the stream, the
B constraining was included with the results shown in Figure 3]
for the values of B, = 1074, 1073, 1072, 2-1072, and 5-10~2. For
the more realistic S, values (1073 and 1072 according to
(2001)), this stream first reaches lower speeds until it is mainly
removed in the range between 1072 < B < 2 - 1072, without
a significant alteration to the surrounding electromagnetic struc-
tures. For B, values that are too high (2-1072, 5-1072), the flow
field and the magnetic field lines become highly deformed.

Figure [4] depicts, for three of the selected Vy max cases, how
the prescribed V4 on the surface of the inner boundary changes
as a result of the numerical constraining (the surface V4 look-
ing almost identical for Vy m. = 107 m/s and the unconstrained

case). By comparing the inner boundary surfaces visible here
with those in Figure[2] it is clear that the locations of the highest
V4 correspond to the regions of the strongest magnetic field, as
would be expected. It is also these regions that are affected by
limiting V4 max, With these high values being progressively re-
moved in Figure [] from left to the right, and with the rest of
the inner boundary V, surface being unaffected. The same is
shown in Figure [3| for plasma 3, with the S-unconstrained and
Buin = 107 again looking very similar. As was the case of Vj,
the regions of the smallest plasma S correspond to the those
where the magnetic field is the strongest, and it is only these
regions where the 8 values are affected as we increase By, from
10~* at the top, left to Bumin = 102 in the bottom row.

With the selection on the limiting 8 and V4, one can also
analyse the effects that this technique has on the assumed tem-
perature (which is not a primitive variable in the solver, and so
it must be derived from the pressure and density, with T o« p/p).
Reducing V4 max means increasing the surface density, lower-
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Table 1. Temperatures for a variety of V4 max and Buin.

plasma IBmin VA,max [m/s] T [K]

1074 107 3.05- 107
1073 107 3.05- 108
1073 2-10° 1.22-107
1073 106 3.05-10°
1072 10° 3.05- 107

Notes. For a variety of values of V4 max and B, it is shown how these
can be used in combination to reach a desired temperature in the con-
strained region (here for an example region with an assumed magnetic
field strength of 5 G).

ing the corresponding temperature. In contrast, increasing Bin
means increasing the surface pressure and thus the temperature.
As a result, controlling these two parameters together may be
used to design the desired target temperature in the constrained
regions. An example of such a calculation for a 5 G region (that
corresponds to a boundary magnetic field that is very typical in
our maxima simulations) with a variety of V4 max and Bmin values
is shown in Table [T}

Notably, with this approach, the magnetic field lines resolved
over these affected regions remain mostly unaltered for the phys-
ically justifiable constraining levels. In Figure [ the magnetic
field lines over and around the region causing the inexplicable
stream are shown in orange. The left-most plot corresponds to
an effectively unconstrained simulation, and the other plots then
show the field lines with V4 constraining (middle) and V, plus g8
constraining (right). While the magnetic field lines over the ac-
tive region are somewhat sharper in the left-most case, the mag-
netic connectivity and general structure of the field lines remain
very similar.

4. Discussion and conclusion

In this paper, we have developed and demonstrated a method to
alter the pressure and density boundary condition formulations
of the global coronal model COCONUT (Perri et al.|2022)) to
remove inexplicable features in the domain. These features stem
from the fact that in the default model setup, the density and
pressure are assumed to be homogeneous all across the coronal
boundary surface, which is especially inaccurate in regions with
stronger magnetic fields. Inappropriate density and pressure pre-
scriptions then lead to nonphysically large Alfvén speeds and
low plasma g values, affecting the plasma dynamics.

By analysing literature findings and the data from the solar
atmospheric code Bifrost (Gudiksen et al.|2011), realistic orders
of magnitude of the minimum and maximum constraints on the
boundary 8 and Alfvén speed were identified, with these param-
eters acting as proxies to the boundary pressure (from plasma )
and density (from Alfvén speed). To ensure a smooth transition
and avoid convergence issues, a double-sided hyperbolic transi-
tion profile was employed for this constraining.

Tests conducted on the 2016 solar eclipse case (March 9,
CR 2174) demonstrated that V4 m,x constraining with the values
that would be expected in the lower corona (~ 10%) contributed
to the reduction of the radial width of the inexplicable features.
Further reduction was achieved via Bp,-constraining, with the
most effective values being 1073 < Bmin < 1- 1072, above which
the 8 became nonphysically high and led to a distortion of the
flow and magnetic fields. The specific values of V4 max and Bmin
can be chosen to achieve a specific target temperature in the re-
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gions undergoing limiting, depending on the strength of the mag-
netic field. It was also confirmed that for a reasonable selection
of V4 max and Buin, beyond the removal of the inexplicable fea-
ture, the shape and the configuration of the magnetic field lines
above the constrained regions were not significantly affected by
the adopted method.

Thanks to missions such as the Solar Orbiter and the Parker
Solar Probe, we can hopefully soon acquire new high-resolution
observations allowing us to prescribe solar coronal conditions
more accurately. Until that is the case, however, a technique such
as the one presented in this paper might serve as a partial remedy
to constrain global coronal models.
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