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ABSTRACT

Aims. To model the interaction of the solar wind with the plasmédéia comet by means of
numerical simulations, taking into account theeets of viscous-like forces.

Methods. A 2D hydrodynamical, two species, finitefidirence code has been developed for the
solution of the time dependent continuity, momentum andgneonservation equations, as ap-
plied to the problem at hand.

Results. We compute the evolution of the plasma of cometary origirhim tail as well as the
properties of the shocked solar wind plasma around it, aaristers momentum on its passage
by the tail. Velocity, density and temperature profiles asrie tail are obtained. Several models
with different flow parameters are considered in order to study thBuweimportance of viscous-
like effects and the coupling between species on the flow dynamissimiiag a Mach number
equal to 2 for the incident solar wind as it flows past the césmetcleus, the flow exhibits three
transitions with location and properties depending on tagriRlds number for each species and
on the ratio of the timescale for inter-species couplindiodrossing time of the free flowing so-
lar wind. By comparing our results with the measurementsnak situ by the Giotto spacecraft
during its flyby of comet Halley we constrain the flow paramgfer both plasmas.

Conclusions. In the context of our approximations, we find that our modejualitatively con-
sistent with than situ measurements as long as the Reynolds number of the solapnotzhs
and of cometary B0+ ions is low, less than 100, suggesting that viscous-like erdom trans-
port processes may play an important role in the interaatforme solar wind and the plasma

environment of comets
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1. Introduction

The nature of the interaction of the solar wind with the plasemvironment of comets as they
approach the Sun, has been under investigation since tlyadegs of space physics as a discipline
(Biermann 1951, Alfvén 1957, see reviews by Cravens & GasnB004, and Ip 2004). The basic
elements of the interaction were developed in the 20 yellosvimg the work of Biermann (1951),
who proposed that the interaction between the solar windtedomet'’s plasma is responsible for
the observed aberration angle of plasma tails with respebetSun-comet radius vector. Based on
the indficiency of Coulomb collisional processes in the couplinghef $olar wind and cometary
plasmas, Alfven (1957) proposed that the interplanetargmatc field (IMF) is a fundamental
ingredient in the solar wind-comet interaction; being msgible for channelling the cometary ions
as it drapes into a magnetic tail. Biermann et al. (1967) eatggl that as cometary ions are created
and incorporated (picked-up) into the solar wind, the lngdif the flow with this additional mass
results in a modification of the flow properties as the soladv@pproaches a comet; an idea further
developed by Wallis (1973) (for a review see Szego et al. 00e IMF and mass loading are
thus the main dynamical agents generally considered whezlafgng models for the interaction
of the solar wind with cometary ionospheres, as well as witieiosolar system bodies having an
ionosphere and without a strong intrinsic magnetic field.

However, as has been pointed out by Perez-de-Tejada e®8DY&and Perez-de-Tejada (1989),
several features of the flow dynamics in the cometosheattpkasina tail of comets can be at-
tributed to the action of viscous-like forces as the solardwnteracts with cometary plasma. Such
interaction processes are believed to be similar to thosekiio be occurring in other solar system
bodies that have an ionosphere and no significant intrinsignatic field, particularly Venus and
Mars (for a review see Perez-de-Tejada 1995, Perez-deld2{209 and references thereimsitu
measurements indicate that, as in Venus and Mars, the swidrflow in the ionosheath of comet
Halley exhibits an intermediate transition, also called thystery transition”, located approxi-
mately half-way between the bow shock and the cometopaobagtbne et al. 1986, Goldstein
et al. 1986, Reme 1991, Perez-de-Tejada 1989 and refertrared). Below this transition, as
we approach the cometopause, the antisunward velocityeagtibcked solar wind decreases in a
manner consistent with a viscous boundary layer (Perekejida 1989). Also indicative of the
presence of viscous-like processes is that the temperafures gas increases, and the density
decreases, as we move from the intermediate transitioretedmetopause. Taking the distance
between the intermediate transition and the cometopaugeahickness of a viscous boundary
layer, which depends on théfective Reynolds number of the floR{;), Perez-de-Tejada (1989)
estimated thaRes ~ 300 for the solar wind flow in the cometosheath is necessamgpimduce the
flow properties measured situ by the Giotto spacecraft on its flyby of comet Halley.

An additional argument suggesting the importance of visdike dfects in the dynamics of
the flow in the cometosheath and tail regions, follows from ¢bmparison of the magnitude of
the terms corresponding to momentum transport due to vistke forces and x B forces in
the momentum conservation equation. Perez-de-Tejad®(2990) has argued that downstream
from the terminator in the ionosheath of Venus, a scenardogous to the one considered in this
paper, the fact that the flow is superalfvenic, as found froairt situ measurements of the Mariner
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5 and Venera 10 spacecraft, suggests that viscous-likesamay dominate over x B forces in
the flow dynamics in the boundary layer formed in the inteoscof solar wind and ionospheric
plasma. If the flow is characterized by a lofiextive Reynolds numbeRy, this layer extends
over a significant portion of the ionosheath of the planet.

In cometsjn situ measurements obtained during the passage of the ICE spfichoough the
tail of comet Giacobinni-Zinner (Bame et al. 1986, Slavirakt1986, Meyer-Vernet 1986, Reme
1991) indicate that along the inbound trajectory (whick Béghtly tailward of the comet nucleus)
the magnetic field in the so-called transition and sheationsgis approximately 10 nT, the number
density is approximately 10 cthand the tailward flow velocity varies from 400 knys (near the
bow shock) down to 100 kfa. According to Perez-de-Tejada (1999), the ratio of viselike to
magnetic forces is essentially the square of the alfveniciMaumberMZ% = V?/(B?/8rp). From
the data of the ICE spacecraft cited above, we find Métranges between 4 and 40 across the
cometosheath and hence, viscous-like stresses may demiveatl x B forces by a similar amount,
or more, throughout the cometosheath region tailward ofhtlaeus. In the vicinity of the plasma
tail, the measurements of the ICE spacecraft (Bame et a,T8vin et al. 1986) indicate that the
midplane density, dominated by cometary ions, reache®salti200 cm® at the point where the
magnetic field is a maximum 50 nT. With flow speeds of approxéty220 knys, the square of the
alfvenic Mach number reaches a minimum value of 2-3 so tiat) & the plasma tail, viscous-like
forces are, at least, as importantlasB forces following the arguments of Perez-de-Tejada (1999).

The fact thaﬂ\/li >> 1 in the cometosheath means that the magnetic energy dénsitych
smaller than the kinetic energy associated with the ineftide plasma. This implies thdtx B
forces are not the dominant dynamical factor responsibléhilarge scale properties of the flow
in the region. In fact, one can argue that the formation of gmeéc tail is an indication that in the
cometosheath, the large-scale magnetic field does not @bertime dynamics, it is merely carried
around by the superalfvenic flow. If the dynamics were cdletddy the magnetic forces, field lines
would not bend onto a magnetic tail and the direction of thetal would not be essentially in
the direction of the local solar wind velocity. We believatkthe magnetic field does play a crucial
role in the momentum transfer between the solar wind anddheestary plasma, but it is the small
scale, “turbulent” magnetic field component, that medidbesmicroscopic interaction between
charged particles leading to the transfer of momentum thetare modelling as anffectively

viscous process.

1.1. On the origin of “viscosity”

The precise origin of the viscous-like momentum transfeicpsses invoked in the viscous flow
interpretation of the intermediate transition, in the isheath of comet Halley and in other iono-
spheric obstacles to the solar wind, is not yet clear. Tygicaperties of solar wind and come-
tosheath plasma result in a “normal” viscosity, as it appé@athe Navier-Stokes equations when
derived from Boltzmann’s equation, that can be consideegfigible in the flow dynamics. Using
for example properties of the shocked solar wind in the vtigiof the tail measured at comet
Giacobini-Zinnern; = 10 cnt3, |B| = 10 nT andT = 3 x 10° K (Bame et al. 1986, Slavin et
al. 1986) one calculates the viscosity flagent resulting from particle interactions according to
Spitzer (1962, eqn. 5-55) to he~ 10" g cnm! s1 . This extremely low value most likely repre-
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sents a lower limit for the viscosity cficient, since it reflects the ability to transport momentum
across field lines in a plasma threaded by a strong, uniforgnetic field. A more appropriate
expression for the plasma viscosity fiogent in the conditions of a cometosheath is probably
given by the cofficient presented in Cravens et al. (1980), which corresptmdsplasma in a
strongly fluctuating magnetic field. Perez-de-Tejada (30@5 calculated the viscosity dieient

for the ionosheath of Venus based on these results. If wehessaime procedure to calculate the
viscosity codicient for the solar wind around the tail of a comet (with theditions measured at
Giacobini-Zinner) we fingi ~ 101t g cnrt s,

With typical values for the solar wind velocity and mass digns the cometosheath around
the tail of comet Giacobini-Zinnek/ = 200 knmys andp = 1.67 x 1072 gm cn72 respectively
(Bame et al. 1986), and adopting a characteristic lengkbsifal® km for the variation of the
flow velocity (roughly the thickness of the sheath regiorg,find that the corresponding Reynolds
number for the flow, based on the “normal” viscosity fiméent estimated above, Re > 10°. This
indicates that viscousflects resulting from the collisions between particles irs #gnvironment
are negligible. Assuming that the Prandtl number is not Bfferent from unity, as argued by
Perez-de-Tejada (2005), we can also neglect heat conduesalting from particle collisions.

However, as in Venus and Mars, strong turbulence has beesumgghin the ionosheath of
comets Halley and Giacobinni-Zinner (Baker et al. 1986,rfSetal. 1986, Klimov et al. 1986,
Tsurutani and Smith 1986) and, as it generally occurs in nflaiy dynamics applications, turbu-
lence is characterized (sometimes even defined) by a dmimatéase in theficiency of transport
processes, viscosity included, in the flow (Lesieur 1990k Tikely importance of turbulent vis-
cosity in this scenario is also expected in view of the lae® of the Reynolds number estimated
above. Also, as discussed by Shapiro et al. (1995) and Doak @t999 and references therein)
conditions in the ionosheath of Venus and Mars favour theld@ment of plasma instabilities lead-
ing to dfective wave-particle interactions. If this mechanism apes also in the cometosheath, it
may lead, as in these planets, to increased coupling betiieesolar wind and cometary plasma
in a viscous-like manner as suggested by Perez-de-Tej@88).1In our opinion this justifies a
detailed study of the hypothesis of viscous-likBeets on the flow dynamics in solar wind-comet
interactions. It is the purpose of this paper to begin thegestigations.

In this paper we present results of 2D hydrodynamical, nisaksimulations of the flow of
solar wind and cometary 0+ ions in the tail and tailward cometosheath of a comet. Thigiis
first attempt to model the interaction of the solar wind witle plasma environment of a comet
taking into account viscous-like forces which. We review #@stimation of theféective Reynolds
number of Perez-de-Tejada (1989), based on the comparfsomsiu measurements at comet
Halley with results from numerical simulations of the vigsdike, compressible flow of the solar
wind over a dense, cold and slow velocity gas representmpgldsma tail of a comet. We also study
the relative importance of viscous-like forces and the dingpetween the fast moving protons of
the solar wind and the slow @+ ions in the tail. We do the latter by comparing models with
different values of theftective Reynolds number, the parameter controlling visdikaseffects,
and the fective coupling timescale between both species.

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2 we preserfotineulation of the problem, the
basic equations, approximations and parameters. Sectiwasgnts results of a series of simula-
tions with diferent model parameters. A comparison of our results imithitu measurements at
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comet Halley is discussed in section 4. Finally, in sectiomessummarize our main results and

present our conclusions.

2. Formulation of the problem

We model the interaction of the solar wind with the plasmbhdfia comet using a 2D hydrody-
namic, two speciesa@ndb), finite difference code that is an extension of the single species mersio
presented in Reyes-Ruiz et al. (2008). Included in the dycaraquations is a coupling term be-
tween both species: solar wind protons and cometary ionshwme assume to bed®+ ions. This
term allows the solar wind flow to getassloaded with cometary ions as theyftlise upwards from
the tail, and cometary ions to be accelerated by the fastarsiing solar wind. The coupling term
is taken from the work of Szego et al (2000) who describe thattnent of mass loaded plasmas.
However, in order to isolate thefects of the viscous-like forces, we do not consider the angoi
creation of new ions in the flow, by photoionization or anyestmechanism, as is usually done in
mass loading studies. Considering that we are modellingtbel flow in and around the tail of the
comet, the only source of additional ions in our problem retigh the boundary condition at the
left hand edge of our simulation box (sg2.3). It is clear that the 2D character of our simulations
is an approximation to the real problem and may not allow siitdy some processes that may be
essential for the dynamical evolution of the flow. We make #pproximation considering that this
is the first approach to the problem in which viscous-likecésr are taken into account. We also
neglect the #ect of the IMF entrained in the solar wind flow, and leave fdufe work the study
of the dynamical ffects ofJ x B forces, although we do not expect these to be dominant in the
region (see arguments in the Introduction section).

Since we are interested in the gas dynamics in the tail wesfonuthe region behind the coma,
starting from a few times Tkm behind the comet’s nucleus and extending downstreamew a f
times 16 km as illustrated in Figure 1.

2.1. Basic equations

The present code solves the Euler equations for mass, momemid energy conservation, includ-
ing terms representing the viscous-likéeets and interspecies coupling due to turbulencéand
wave-particle interactions. In Cartesian coordinatesiarmbnservative form, for species these
can be written as:

ou?  9E?  OF?
. 1
at " ox | ay (1)
where
P2
v |7 @)
VY
S
PR
E2 PEVRVE + kipa - kngx ’ 3)
PV TS
(E2 + K3pIV2 — KA(VATE, + VATA) + kG2
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Fig. 1. lllustration of the computational domain we use for our detions. The box provides an
approximate scale of the simulated region. Image of coméeytaken the day of the encounter
with Giotto by F.Miller, University of MichigayCTIO (Brandt et al. 1992).

p*Vy
Fa_ PRV - KT , 4
PGS +IGP" - KT,
(BR + KEpP)VS = KG(VRTR + VITH) + K29
and the inter-species coupling term

0
PPvan(VE = V3)
PranVE — V)

3K3pva [T0 = 2] + e [VP - V2

S (5)

In the preceding equatiops is the mass density of gas V3 andVy are its velocity compo-
nents,T? is its temperature and? is the total energy density of speciedefined by;

It is important to point out that this form of the interspex@upling term, although widely
used in multispecies gas modelling in various astrophy/stwenarios (e.g. Schunk & Nagy, 1980,
Draine, 1986, Cravens, 1991, Falle, 2003, Van Loo et al. 28@8go et al. 2000 and references
therein), can be derived strictly from the Boltzmann calisintegral only for the case correspond-
ing to Maxwell molecules (see for example Gombosi, 1994). 4k it for lack of a similarly
simple, alternative expression for charged particles,randt be considered an approximation of
uncertain validity in our case. Schunk (1977) has discuisedhodifications to these expressions
for interspecies coupling for electrically charged moleswand in future contributions we shall
explore the ffect of such modifications. In the present calculations we lténosen this approach
to modelling multispecies flow, which follows the dynamidseach species separately, instead



Reyes-Ruiz et al.: Viscous Flow in Comet Plasma Tails 7

of an approach following a single fluid, composed of marfedéent species, in order to clearly
disentangle the widely fierent propertieso{ V, T, etc) of solar wind and cometary ions.

The coupling between species represented by the 8frin equation[(ll) is taken from the
work of Szego et al (2000), and has the form of the traditi@mmalpling resulting from binary
collisions. The ternv,, contained irS, reflects the fective result of all processes able to transfer
momentum and energy from one species to another. Note thheiadimensional form of the
equationsvy, is actuallytyva,, that can be viewed as the ratio of the flow crossing titges
L/V,, to the inter-species coupling timescalgyz,. In order to preserve the symmetry between the
coupling terms for both species, guaranteed by the idepiity, = pPvha, We scaleva, asp® and
vpa aSp? with a single proportionality constant,, which we take as uniform and constant. In our
present codej, enters as a parameter that can be varied to compare the anpeitf inter-species

coupling to viscous-like forces.
a a 1 ary/ay2
E? = % + 5p%(V?) (6)

with € being the internal energy per unit mass. In equations (3f@nthe codicientsk? (i = 1,5)
are the following combinations of dimensionless numbetstha adiabatic index for the gag:

1

ki = IV (7)
@ = Ra%ﬁ (8)
K= (" - 1), )
g - LI, (10
= mlm (11)

where the Mach numbeM,), the Reynolds numbeR{;) and Prandtl numbeiP{?) for the flow
of gasa, are defined respectively as:

Vo
Mo = ~2, 12
°= . (12)
Vol
Rey = 2=, (13)
Ho
aCa
pra = 28 (14)
Ko

Quantities with subindesare those used for the normalization of the flow variableso@mdm-
eters, the reference sound speed is definédas /y2Po/po, c‘;‘, is the specific heat at constant
pressure for gag, andL is the normalization for the spatial coordinates. For siaifyl we have
assumed that the flow parametgrsandx, are uniform and thgi® = u2, «® = «2, u® = u and
K= Kg.

The termsT§,, T3, andTy, in equationd(8) and{4) represent the components of thewsstike
stress tensor given by:
40V2  20Vy

T = 22X _ 27V 15
3 0x 30y’ (15)
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ave  ava
a _ y X
Xy = 6X + ay > (16)
and
\VE&! ove
T2 = 2 A7 (17)

W T3%x 3oy

As is done in multiple fluid dynamics applications (Lesiel®90), we use the Boussinesq
hypothesis in writing the Reynolds stress tensor, i.e. waptd “standard” form for the relation
between the viscous-like stress tensor and the large soateséllocity, using an fective viscos-
ity coefficient that encapsulates turbulent viscosity as well as tissiple éect of wave-particle
interactions (Shapiro et al. 1995) or any other plasma ligfias leading to an increased coupling
between ions in these collisionless plasmas.

Also, in equationd(3) andl(4y5 andd§ are the components of théective heat flux vector for
species (under the Boussinesq hypothesis):

oT?
a_
qx - 6X bl (18)
and
oT?
Q.
q = —6y . (29)

Furthermore, we have assumed throughout this work thatdesths are ideal so that:

I
S A= 1p¥

(20)

with the equation of statq? = p?RT?2. We have assumed that both the solar wind plasma and the
cometary plasma, in the tail region, are characterized tgdémbatic indexy? = y° = 5/3. In the
section 4 of the paper we present some resultg'for 1.25, and discuss theffects of changing
this property of the cometary plasma.

An analogous set of equations and definitions are writtersfi@cies, and both set of equa-
tions, coupled by the source te®# in equation[(lL), are solved simultaneously.

2.2. Numerical code

The set of equations described above is discretized in spsiog 2nd order finite dierences,
and is advanced in time using an explicit, 2nd order MacCcokisaheme (Anderson 1995). The
implementation of the scheme is an extension of that destiiib Reyes-Ruiz et al. (2008), but
now with the additional source ter@in the equations of motion. In MacCormack’s scheme the
solution is advanced over one timestep by a sequence ofriathate steps, the predictor and
corrector steps. In the predictor step an intermediateisol(U*) is calculated from the values of
the physical variable:tJ}’j, at a given timet, and position, X;, y;), according to:

Ui =Ul - ci|ElLy - ELj| - o Fljn - Fij |+ ALS| (21)
wherec; = At/AX, ¢, = At/Ay andE!, Ft andSare evaluated with)! according to[(B) [(4) and5).
This predicted solution is then corrected to obtain thetgmiat the next timet, + At, using:
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1
Uit =S [Ul; + Ul -a(E - ELy)

2
— co(Fij— Fijog) + At S| (22)

whereE*, F* andS* are computed fror)* using [3), [4) and{5). Further details of the implemen-
tation of MacCormack’s scheme are given in Reyes-Ruiz ¢2aD8).

A final upgrade to our previous code is the ability to handimeaypes of non-uniform, carte-
sian grids. For the simulations done in this work, the grigkiined by a series ok, y;) coordinates
for which the spacing is arbitrary. In our simulations #ypoints are geometrically distributed from
Xmin t0 Xmax With nx elements. Thg; points are equispaced at the initial location of the taibir
y = 0toy = 1 having 30 gridpoints) and geometrically distributed frpm 1 toy = ymax. In both
series the common ratio is 1.02. The 2nd order approximéiotihe x-derivative of a functiorf
atx; can be easily obtained from the Taylor series expansiorediuthction atx,_; andx;,1, and is
given by:

(ﬂ) ~ A i + [ — AXE ] fi — AR iy
dx/; [AXi_1AXZ — A AXZ ]

whereAx; = X1 — X. An analogous expression exists for fhderivative. This grid allows a higher
resolution in the vicinity of the region of strong interaxtj while putting they = ymax boundary
sufficiently far to avoid numerical artifacts in our results.

2.3. Initial and boundary conditions

The solution for the flow is evolved from the following initiaonditions. A dense, cold, slow
moving plasma representing the tail is located between 0 andy = 1. Both HO+ and H+
ions are present in the tail, but with protons much less abomnithan HO+. Betweery = 1.5 and

Y = Ymax the gas has the properties of a shocked, hot, fast moviag wahd that contains both
H,O+ and H+ ions, with the number density of protons 50 times greatem tHgO0+. In all the
calculations presented here, we have adopted a Wjue 2 for the Mach number of the shocked
solar wind incident on our computational domain. This agsion is made based on the results
of Spreiter & Stahara (1980) who computed the the gas dyrsaofithe flow of the shocked solar
wind in the ionosheath of Venus. Spreiter & Stahara (1980ndbthat the flow is characterized
by M = 2, as the solar wind crosses the terminator of the planeti(taeseparating the day and
night sides) and heads tailwards. In comets, we take thénatar to coincide approximately with
the location of the nucleus. Betwegn= 1.0 andy = 1.5 there is transition region where the flow
properties change smoothly in an exponential manner frargettin the tail to those in the solar
wind. The initial density of each species is taken to be:

0.0ZEpta” if y< 1

, (23)
psw Ify>15

pa(t=0)={

i if 1
pb(t ~0)= Ptail | y< . (24)
0.32y ify>15
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We assume both species are moving initially with the samecitgt

Vil ify<1

Vah(t = 0) = ,
X Vew ify>15

(25)

V2h(t=0)=0. (26)

In normalized quantitie¥s,, = 1 andViy; = 0.01. For the results shown here we use, in normal-
ized variablespsy = 1 andpy,j = 400. The local temperature of both species is assumed the sam
inside the tail, withr 2, = Tg” = Tiai andTsy = 100T ), With Tsw = 1 in normalized units. Outside
the tail, fory > 1.5, cometary ions are injected with a temperature an ordeagfritude lower than
the streaming solar wind protorig2, = 10TZ2, = Tsy. This choice of temperatures and densities is
made to yield an initial pressure balance between #@+Hplasma (specids) inside the tail, and
the proton plasma (solar wind, spec&@outside. Withp? = p2T? andp® = (mg/n)o°T®, m3 and
mg being the particle mass for speceeandb respectively, we find that our choice of initial condi-
tions is characterized by a pressure in-balance among pacies. Whether the rapid movement
of cometary ions resulting from this initial condition issmented by the wrapped-around IMF over
the comet’s tail will be the subject of future studies. Altigh significantly diferent from the flow
properties at later times in the simulations, for all theesase have studied these initial conditions
do not give rise to any long lasting instability in the flow $atthe final state does not depend on
their precise form or value.

The boundary conditions are chosen to be consistent withnitial conditions. At the left
boundaryx = Xqin, the flow density and velocity follow exactly that given bytimitial condition
in equations[(Z3)E(26). Considering that the inflow to thenets tail ( < 1) is subsonic, we
allow the inflow pressure to float freely as a linear extrapotaof the active mesh values (e.g.
Anderson 1995). The right side boundaxy= Xmax, corresponds to the commonly used outflow
conditions for supersonic flows, namely the derivativeseiero for all flow variables. We have
also run simulations with an outer boundary condition at®difrom linearly extrapolating the flow

variables, resulting only in minor fierences in the last gridpoints before the xmax boundary.

3. Results

We have performed a series of simulations witfietient set of parametel@;tb andv, to determine
the dfect of viscous forces and inter-species coupling in the flgnadhics. For all cases consid-
ered, the flow evolves from the prescribed initial condifiegns. [28){(26)], passing through a fast
transient phase, during which a considerable portion ofithes originally in the tail is eroded by
the solar wind exiting our simulation domain. The relevaatthis transient phase, lasting a few
tens of solar wind crossing timeg, (= L/V,), in relation to observed features in the evolution of
the ion tail, will be analysed in a future publication. Inglwork we concentrate on the following,
quiescent stage of evolution since, given its longer tirakestor existence, is more likely to be
encountered. In all cases, we present results for the floncitg] density and temperature after a
time long enough that a quasi-steady state has been readheskults are presented in terms of
normalized quantities as defined in the previous sectionaRmarticular application, appropriate
values ofL, V,, po andT, can be chosen as exemplified in Section 4 for comet Halley.
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Fig. 2. Density contours (shades of gray) and flow geometry (velagttors) for Case 1Re*" =
30,7, = 0.1) after 1234 simulation time units. The top panel shows thdiguration for the proton
plasma (speciea) and the right side panel shows the “equilibrium” configimatfor cometary

H,O+ ions. Density and velocity are in normalized units.

To determine the appropriate value of thHEeetive Reynolds number for each species we con-
sider the following. According to Perez-de-Tejada (198@)deometry of the flow, measurisitu
by the Giotto spacecraft in its fly-by comet Halley in marct8&9implies an fective Reynolds
number around 350 for the shocked solar wind flow above thestmpause along the spacecraft
trajectory. In contrast, in a similar region in the ionogheaf Venus, Perez-de-Tejada (1999) and
Reyes-Ruiz et al (2008) estimate a value of the Reynolds euan order of magnitude smaller
(Rer = 20), based on a comparisoniafsitu measurements (by the Venera 10 and Mariner 5 space-
craft) at Venus with the flow properties derived from a numedrsimulation of the viscous-like
solar wind-ionosphere interaction. To assess the estmati Perez-de-Tejada (1989) we have
conducted simulations with 3 fiérent values of the Reynolds number. A high valkg, = 100,
similar to that estimated by Perez-de-Tejada (1989) foratdralley; an intermediate valuBeg
= 30, comparable to the value estimated by Reyes-Ruiz et@8)Xor the solar wind flow in the
ionosheath of Venus; and a low vall®g = 10, used to verify the tendency in the resultsgsis

decreased.

In most cases, the value of thifective Reynolds number for both species is assumed to be the
same, In our view, the lack of knowledge of the precise meishasgiving rise to theféective vis-
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Fig. 3. Vertical profiles of the flow properties for Case 1 at thre@edent positionsx = 2 (left
column of panels)x = 5 (middle column) andk = 8 (right column). In all cases, gray lines
indicate the properties of the proton plasma (speziesd black lines denote the properties of the
H,O+ plasma (speciel). The top row shows th& component of velocitwf“b, the middle row
shows the temperatur&®P. and the bottom row shows the mass dens®®. All guantities are in
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cosity in these plasmas justifies this assumption. Howewehave analysed a case wittifdrent
values of the ffective Reynolds number for each species in the Discussitiioee

The value ofy, is also varied to explore the relative importance of infgeeses coupling,
ver sus viscous forces, which are proportionall@f. We will show results for 3 dferent cases: a
strong coupling case characterizedWgy= 1, which can be interpreted as having the timescale for
inter-species coupling equal to the solar wind crossings$icalet, = L/V,; a medium coupling
case, in which the coupling timescale is an order of mageigyreater than the crossing timescale,
vo = 0.1; and a weak coupling case, for whigh= 0.01, so that inter-species couplingezts are
much smaller than other dynamicdfexts.

To compare the state of the flow at the same time in its evaifto all cases, starting from
the same initial condition, we have chosen, arbitrarilyshiow results at = 1234, with time units
in multiples of the solar wind crossing time. The number ofdasteps required to reach this time
depends on the model parameters, for most cases less th@d@@itnesteps are required.

3.1. Effect of inter-species coupling

Our fiducial model, Case 1, is characterized by model pamﬁl;’ =30 andv, = 0.1. In Figure
we show density contours and the flow velocity for each gednitially the tail contained a
uniform density,? = 10 (protons) ang® = 400 (H,O+ ions) fory < 1, and aftet = 1234t,,

a significant portion of the tail has been eroded by tfiect of viscous forces and inter-species
coupling. A shock wave is evident in the deflection of the flesloeity from the initial uniform
distribution imposed by the boundary conditionxat xqyn. Also noticeable is the strong velocity
gradient aroung = 2 which corresponds to the viscous boundary layer. Bfites are also shown
in Figure[3, where vertical profiles of thecomponent of velocityyy, temperature], and mass
density,p, are shown for three fierentx-positions,x = 2, 5 and 8; in the left, middle and right
columns of each figure, respectively.

In Figure[3 the shock front and the boundary layer can be iiigshtat all 3 positions, but
they are well separated only far= 5 andx = 8, shown in the middle and right hand columns,
respectively. For a giveNy profile, the shock front corresponds to the uppermost deerram
the uniform velocity Yx = 1) in the free flowing solar wind. In the middle panel, corrasging to
X = 5, this transition is located approximatelyat 5. A second transition, located approximately
aty = 2.5 for x = 5, marks the top of the viscous boundary layer, below whiehviocity drops
sharply to the very low flow velocities in the middle of theltdihe shock front can also be seen
as an increase in both temperature and density in the comdsp panels for each position. The
temperature increase and density decrease charactefisisrous boundary layers and found in
previous studies of viscous flow over a flat plate (e.g. Ré3@z-et al. 2008), is also observed in
other cases modeled here. This clearly indicates that therraroundy = 2 (atx = 5) is indeed a
viscous boundary layer.

For Case 2 we use the same Reynolds nunRZ#r,: 30, asin Case 1, but increase the impor-
tance of inter-species coupling by using= 1.0. A Figure showing the general flow geometry is
not shown since no appreciabléfdrences are found with Case 1 (shown in Fifilire 2). Howewer, th
vertical profiles of flow properties, shown in Figlile 4, clgdtustrate the &ect of a much stronger
inter-species coupling used in this model. Namely, as bo#eies are more tightly coupled, their



14 Reyes-Ruiz et al.: Viscous Flow in Comet Plasma Tails

QT R e e e e
H,0+
8t Protons B B
6 4 4
— —
™~ ™~
> >
4 4 4

[0} S I I R RS R (O} AP I I R RS R
00 02 04 06 08 1.0 1.2 00 02 04 06 08 1.0 1.2
V/Vo Vo/ Vo
8 1 8 1
61 1 61 1
— —
~ ~
> >
, al ,
, oL ,
Ol v v by v v b v by i by 0 I B I R R
00 05 1.0 15 20 25 00 05 1.0 15 20 25
/T, /T,
8 1 8 1
61 1 61 1
— —
~ ~
> >
4r 1 4r 1
2F 1 2r 1
0 ol PN RS S 0 covvnnd el vl N
0.1 1.0 10.0 100.0 1000.0 0.1 1.0 100 100.0 1000.0
p/Po o/p,

Fig.4. Same as in Figure 3 but for simulation CaseRgfb(z 30,v, = 1.0).
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Fig.5. Same as in Figure 3 but for simulation CaseRgfb(z 30,v, = 0.01).



16 Reyes-Ruiz et al.: Viscous Flow in Comet Plasma Tails

10

|
|
|
|
!
!
\
\
\
\
\
\
|
|
|
|
|

|
|
|
|
!
!
|
!
\
|
|
|
|
|
|
!
!
|
|
|

|
|
|
\
\
\
\
\
\
\
\
\
\
\
\
\
\
bbbl
Co

R N S S
|

|
LLLLLLL

]

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|
I
R T Y

[ T T
R N S

ey
N

RN

H\HHH[HH\HH‘H
N

400

\
\

300

\
\

\
\
b

\
LLLLLLL

200

\
\HH‘H

(¥

LU T SR
T N Y
|

100

0

(@]
N
-
(@)
oo

Fig.6. Same as in Figure 2 but for simulation CaseRgfb(z 10,v, = 0.2).

velocity and temperature distribution tend to be almostiidal. The density distribution conforms

to the diferent boundary conditions for each species, since thesdiféeeent, there is no reason
why both densities should tend to equalize and they do ngtrEi4 shows that the shock front and
the boundary layer are not well separated at the rightmastipo shownx = 2. From the shock
front height and boundary layer thickness shown in the naiddlid right columns of Figuté 4, we
see that both are proportional to the inter-species cogfdiee§4). The shock front height at= 5,

for example, changes from= 4.7 for Case 1, toy = 5.5 in this case, while the thickness of the
boundary layer goes frojm= 2.8 toy = 3.2 as we increase the inter-species coupling parameter

from0.1to 1.

In Figure[® we show the results for Case 3 characterized byyaneak inter-species coupling,
vo = 0.01. The general flow geometry (not shown) is very similar #i th Figurd 2. A comparison
of Figure[® (weak coupling) with Figurés 3 aitl 4 (medium andra coupling respectively),
clearly shows that in Case 3 the dynamics of both speciesengally uncoupled. The location
of the shock front and the top of the boundary layer afiedént for each species. For example, at
x = 5, only for the cometary FO+ ions the shock front and boundary layer are clearly sepérate
For the HO+ ions the shock front is located approximatelyat 5 and the top of the boundary
layer is aty = 2.5, while for protons the shock front and the top of the boupdayer are both

located around = 2.
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3.2. Effect of viscous-like forces

To analyse theféect of the viscous-like momentum transport between the satad and material

in the comet’s plasma tail, we compare 3 simulations withséime inter-species coupling param-
eter,v, = 0.1, but diferent values of thefiective Reynolds number. Figurgk 6 ddd 7 shown the
resulting flow geometry and vertical profiles, respectivielyour Case 4, characterized by a higher
viscosity corresponding to a loweftective Reynolds numbeRes = 10, than Case 1. Comparing
the global geometry of the flow in this case (Figlle 6) witht ihaa case with greater Reynolds
number,R;f = 30 (Figurd 2) we see that after 1234 crossing times, thearagithe tail is much
greater in this high viscosity case for both species. Thisltés expected as well as the increase in
the thickness of the boundary layer as we decreaseffbetige Reynolds number. This is clearly
seen when comparing the vertical profiles of the flow propsrshown in Figurgl3 (medium vis-
cosity) and Figur&l7 (high viscosity). For example, as showigure[T forx = 5, the top of the
boundary layer increases from= 2.8 for Re*” = 30 to approximately = 3.7 for R"j‘e"f'f” = 10.
The increased thickness of the boundary layer as we dec@@seﬁectively represents a more
blunt obstacle to the solar wind flow. Hence, the height oftbendary layer also increases as we
decreas®e*P. This is also shown in Figufé 7 where, for example at 5, the height of the shock
front is located approximately gt= 7; about 2 scale units higher than the shock front location fo
the model with lower fective viscosity (Figurgl3).

The tendency seen in going from higﬁ;f = 10) to medium &ective viscosityR’i‘e’; = 30)is
confirmed by comparing with results with an even smallerassty, such as Case 5 which corre-
sponds to a model witRe*? = 100, shown in Figurds 8 afnd 9. As expected, a decreased iyscos
leads to significantly less erosion of the tail than in Casesid 4 (medium and high viscosity
respectively) as shown in Figuré 8. Also, as discussed adodes shown in Figutg 9, the top of
the boundary layer decreases as we increase the Reynold®nwand consequently the location
of the shock front also decreases. For example, in the psafderesponding ta = 5 in Figure
[, we find that the top of the boundary layer decreases fren2.8 for R"j‘e"f'f” = 30toy = 2.2 for
R‘;’; = 100. In regards to the location of the shock front, this goemfy = 4.8 for R‘;’; = 30to
approximately = 3.7 for R2> = 100.

4. Discussion

In view of the uncertainty about the precise physical meidmas giving rise to the féective vis-
cosity, we have assumed that theetive Reynolds number for both species is the same in the
calculations presented above. However, we have also dastiesimulations having distinct ef-
fective Reynolds number for each species and find that for diumevalue of the inter-species
coupling,v, = 0.1, the results are almost identical to those with a singlee/ébr the &ective
Reynolds number for both species (equal to thieaive Reynolds number of species For ex-
ample, for a case witRe; = 100,R2ff = 10 andv, = 0.1, the vertical profile of flow properties for
the H,O+ ions at allx locations is almost identical to that shown in Figure 7 fos€4, character-
ized byRg; = Rberf = 10 andv, = 0.1. The vertical profile of flow properties for the protons, ighi
not identical, is still very similar to Case 4. This suggehkts viscous stresses, particularly in the
species that dominates the mass of the problem, are the dotifidttor in the flow dynamics.
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Fig.7. Same as in Figure 3 but for simulation CaseRgfb(z 10,v, = 0.2).
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Fig.8. Same as in Figure 2 but for simulation CaseRgfb(z 100,v, = 0.1).

As mentioned in section 2, in the results presented aboveawe &ssumed that the adiabatic
index for both species is the samé,= y° = 1.67. While this value of can be safely assumed for
the solar wind plasma (assuming thermal equilibrium forgpecies), it is not so clearly valid for
the HO* plasma in which the excitation of rotational and vibratikaegrees of freedom may lead
to a lower value ofy (again assuming thermal equilibrium for the species). bteoto illustrate
the dfect of a diterent, lower value of the adiabatic index for cometary pksmwe have also con-
ducted simulations with a valu@ = 1.25 for the adiabatic index of theJ®* plasma. This value
corresponds to a gas composed of triatomic molecules imideequilibrium at a high enough
temperature for all molecular degrees of freedom to be estcResults for this case? = 1.67
andy® = 1.25, with the samefeective viscosity and interspecies coupling parametersaae @
(Rg"gf = 30 andv, = 0.1) are shown in Figurie_10 which shows the vertical profile¥gfT andp
for both species in both cases.

Clearly evident when comparing Figurel 12 (= 1.25) and Figuré€l3y° = 1.67) is the fact
that if the cometary plasma is characterized by a lower vafibe adiabatic index, the heating of
the HO* plasma is significantly reduced in the boundary layer, spar¢ of the dissipated energy
goes to the excitation of the additional degrees of freedomesponding to the lower value ¢f
This leads to less plasma expansion in the region and a thietarity boundary layer. The height
of the shock front is consequently reduced. In future cbatibns we shall address the issue of the

appropriate value of for the cometary plasma.
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Fig.9. Same as in Figure 3 but for simulation CaseRgfb(z 100,v, = 0.1).
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Fig. 10. Comparison of the vertical profiles of flow properties for aeaharacterized by the same
value of Ry andv, as Case 1, but with® = 1.25. Profiles atx = 2 (left column of panels),
x = 5 (middle column) and = 8 (right column) are shown. Gray lines indicate the propertf
the proton plasma and black lines denote the propertiesedfitd+ plasma. All quantities are in
normalized units.
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4.1. Comparison with in situ measurements

A comparison of our results with the situ measurements made by the Giotto spacecraft, as it
flew by comet Halley in March of 1986, is not straightforwafdhe simplified geometry we are
using in our simulations to study the interaction in the tadion exclusively, precludes a direct
comparison. Nevertheless, some insight into the impbeatiof our results can be obtained from a
simplified comparison.

Once a particular application scenario has been choserev&r the characteristic length, ve-
locity, density and temperature used in the adimensicaiidia of the equations of motion (section
[2) can be established. For comet Halley, using theitu measurements reported in Goldstein et al.
(1986), Johnstone et al. (1986) and Perez-de-Tejada (1@8%dopt. = 150,000 km\, = 250
kmy/s, po = 1.67x10°2 gmyem?® and T, = 2.5x10° K.

According to Johnstone et al. (1986), the Giotto spaceotaderved 3 distinct transitions in
the plasma properties on its inbound trajectory towardsetdtalley’s nuclear region: (1) The
outermost transition occurs about 900000 km from the pdictasest approach and can be iden-
tified as the bow shock crossing. (2) The cometopause, whemensity of cometary ions sharply
increases, can be located at around 150000 km from clospsbagh (Perez-de-Tejada, 1989).
(3) Approximately midway between the shock location andatmmetopause, at about 400000 km
from closest approach, the so called intermediate tramsgtignals the top of the viscous bound-
ary layer according to the viscous flow interpretation ofsb&ar-wind-comet interaction given by
Perez-de-Tejada (1989). Pending a more detailed compasfgbe Giotto measurements with the
results of our simulations, which should take into accobatfull geometry of the problem, let us
identify the cometopause detected in the measurementgsheitregion of very strong $0+ den-
sity increase in our simulations, locatedyat 1.0 (approximately) in our normalized units. Under
this assumption, in Figufe L1 we compare the thickness obthumdary layer and the height of
the shock front evaluated from our simulation resultg at 5, for models with derent d€fective
Reynolds numbenﬁf) and inter-species coupling parametey) (As already seen, both the thick-
ness of the boundary layer and the height of the shock frottedse with increasing Reynolds
number so that, almost irrespective of the valuet low value oﬂ?gr? is required to explain the
measured transition locations.

Also evident in Figuré_11 is the dependence of the transitigations on the value of the
inter-species coupling parameter. In simulations withrarg} inter-species coupling, the solar
wind ions are able to transfer momentum to cometary ions rffic@ently giving rise to a thicker
boundary layer and higher shock front. The opposite is traemboth species are weakly coupled
(vo = 0.01). In such case solar wind ions flow by cometary plasmaauotarg very weakly. Less
momentum is transferred between the solar wind and comptasyna in a situation reminiscent
of a high Reynolds number case. Our analysis of scale-reigitased not only on the properties
of the velocity profiles in our simulations. As pointed out Bgrez-de-Tejada (1989), there are
corresponding changes in the density and temperature afab@s one enters a boundary layer.
The heating and expansion characteristic of viscous bayragers are also found in our results,
particularly for cases with low Reynolds number and higkiirsipecies coupling parameter..

It is worth mentioning that somewhat similar propertiestaf flow were also measured by the
ICE spacecraft in its flyby through comet Giacobinni-Zinasrdiscussed in Ip (2004). A com-
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parison of the location of the transition from the sheatliaiedo the so-called transition region
and the bow shock location as estimated by Reme (1991),ated¢or the diferent height of the
cometopause, yields very similar relative positions tosthehown by the dotted lines in Figure
[IT for the transitions in comet Halley. In future work we vallidress the élierences in the flow
properties measured in comet Halley and in comet Giacotdimier.

4.2. Implications for 3D geometry

It is important to emphasize that the geometry presentdusmpiper is derived from a 2D model.
In Venus, as discussed by Perez-de-Tejada (1995), theugdite interaction between solar wind
and ionospheric plasmas takes place preferentially oeantiignetic poles of the planet (defined in
terms of the incident IMF), where the pile-up of magneticdilghes is less than around equatorial
latitudes. According to Perez-de-Tejada (1995), up to aBOUSZA, the piled-up magnetic field
over the dayside ionosphere and along the flanks, inhibisome degree a direct, viscous-like
interaction between solar wind and ionospheric plasmas.

If we apply these ideas to the solar wind-comet interactibis, implies that the flow prop-
erties we have computed here, correspond more closely &idns over and downstream from
the magnetic poles of the comet. Foffdient locations along the tail, the piled-up magnetic field
may prevent anféicient viscous-like dragging of ionospheric materibk B forces may be more
important and the flow dynamics may be better modeled in t&fas MHD model as those of
Wegmann (2002) and Jia et al. (2007). As the IMF is constastignging direction on a wide
range of amplitudes and timescales, the region of viscliessiteraction between the solar wind
and cometary plasma, changes with time. Given the typic#d tvlentation is approximately in
the ecliptic plane, one should expect that the flow within20°, measured in thg-direction (as

typically defined) from the magnetic poles of the comet, istliescribed by our model.

5. Conclusions

We have presented results for the numerical simulation@irteraction between the solar wind
and the plasma in the tail of a comet, taking into account ffeceof viscous-like stresses previ-
ously argued to be important by Perez-de-Tejada et al (1980pur knowledge, this is the first
time that viscous-like ffects have been incorporated into such studies. Our resditste the ex-
istence of 3 distinct transitions in the flow properties:esatost we find a shock front, innermost
we have the cometopause and an intermediate transitiorhwigccan identify with the height of
the boundary layer characterized by a fast decline in thiesantvard flow velocity, and the onset
of plasma heating and expansion due to viscous-like disipal he location of these transitions
depends on the flow parameters, namely tfeotive Reynolds number of the flow for each species,
Rg’f?, and the inter-species coupling parametgr,

By comparing the flow properties from our numerical simwlas to the location of the shock
front and intermediate transition, as measured by the Gépihicecraft as it approached the nucleus
of comet Halley, we find that, almost irrespective of therggtl of the inter-species coupling,, a
low value of the &ective Reynolds number, approximatﬁgé’ < 20 for both species, is required
to reproduce the measured transition locations. This @spln the context of our model, that the
measured flow properties cannot be explained if one doesaketihto account the viscous-like
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forces in the interaction of the solar wind and the plasmafa comet. Although the conclusions
drawn from this study are strictly applicable only to cometlely and solar wind conditions at the
time thein situ measurements were taken, one may speculate that viskeusrticesses may be
important in the solar wind-comet interaction in general.

It is important to emphasize that, this being the first attetnpnclude viscous-like forces in
the numerical simulation of the interaction of the solardwmith a comet’s plasma environment,
there are many pending issues still to be addressed thad bavk potentially important conse-
guences on the details of the solutions obtained under mplified treatment. First and foremost,
the precise forms we are using for the viscous like stresefiadtive interspecies coupling, may
be questioned. As we have argued in the Introduction, plgmerties imply that “normal” vis-
cosity is negligible in the region under consideration. erwe are invoking anfkective viscos-
ity presumably resulting from plasma turbulence /andvave-particle interactions. However, the
precise form of the terms corresponding to viscous-like motum transfer in the equations of
motion (Bousinessq hypothesis) is not formally demonestta#lso, as we have discussed in the
Formulation section of the paper, the interspecies cogpémms we are using can not be strictly
derived for a plasma as the one we are modelling. In view ofdtsguments, one may consider
that the work reported in this paper is only an academic és@@f questionable applicability to
the problem of solar wind-cometary plasma interactionuchscase, a similar conclusion must be
reached in regards to many other studies of fluid dynami¢sigeasimilar approaches to modelling
effective viscosity and interspecies coupling.

Additional important &ects still to be considered are the following: geometri¢édats due to
the curvature of the ionosphere are required for a moretdigeantitative comparison betwean
situ measurements by the Giotto spacecraft and the results olaions; the interaction of the
charged species with neutral gas ejected from the cometwhgpecially in the vicinity of the
nucleus, is the most abundant species; tfiece of the magnetic field on the flow (particularly
in the dayside and around the midplane of the near-tail gD dfects, incoming flow time
dependence, etc. We believe that the further assessméra #levance of these factors is beyond
the present study. They are the subject of work currentlyagpess and will be reported in future
contributions.
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Fig. 11. Height of the shock frontHg, (gray lines with squares) and thickness of the boundary
layer,s (black lines with triangles), as a function dfective Reynolds number, for a set of models
with different value for the inter-species coupling parametgrValues for these scale-heights
correspond toax = 5 in our model. The dotted lines indicate the height of theckHoont (gray)
and the location of the intermediate transition (black)mlyithe inbound portion of Giotto’s flyby
through the tail of comet Halley.
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