arxiv:1006.1524v1 [astro-ph.IM] 8 Jun 2010

Mon. Not. R. Astron. Sod00,[THI5 (2009) Printed 4 November 2018

Inviscid SPH

Lee Cullerf and Walter Dehnen

(MANHX style file v2.2)

Department of Physic& Astronomy, University of Leicester, Leicester, LE1 7RH

Accepted . Received ;

ABSTRACT

In smooth-particle hydrodynamics (SPH), artificial vistps necessary for the correct treat-
ment of shocks, but often generates unwanted dissipati@ay &wm shocks. We present a
novel method of controlling the amount of artificial visagsivhich uses the total time deriva-
tive of the velocity divergence as shock indicator and aint®enpletely eliminating viscosity
away from shocks. We subject the new scheme to numerousatedtind that the method
works at least as well as any previous technique in the stsbiogk regime, but becomes vir-
tually inviscid away from shocks, while still maintainingugicle order. In particular sound
waves or oscillations of gas spheres are hardly damped caey periods.
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1 INTRODUCTION

Smooth-particle hydrodynamics (SPH) is a Lagrangian ntktho
for modelling fluid dynamics, pioneered by Gingold & Monagha
(1977) and Lucy (1977). Instead of discretising the fluidrditees,
such as density, velocity, and temperature, on a fixed grid Bs-
lerian methods, the fluid is represented by a discrete sebwoinn
particles acting as interpolation points. Due to its Lagian na-
ture, SPH models regions of higher density with higher nesmh
with the ability to simulate large dynamic ranges. This nsake
particularly useful in astrophysics, where itis used to elglaxy
and star formation, stellar collisions, and accretionglisc

The core of SPH is the kernel estimator: the fluid density is
estimatedrom the massesy and positionss; of the particles vk

o) = X5 my W(Ixi — xjl, hy), 1

whereW is the kernel function antl; the SPH smoothing Ienﬁh
for theith particle. Similar estimates(x) for the value of any field
F(x) can be obtained from its discretised valugs By applying
these estimators to the fluid equations governing mass, mioime
and energy, discrete equations for the SPH particle posikoand
other properties (such as internal enetgycan be obtained. To-
gether with an appropriate time integration method, thesstitute
a concrete SPH scheme.

Unfortunately, this process is not unique and since itspnce
tion the SPH method has undergone many refinements suchias ind
vidual particle smoothing lengths and viscosities, as aglmany
alternative derivations of the SPH equations, leading ttethpra
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1 We use the symbol " to denote a lo@aitimate— in many SPH-related
publications the distinction between actual and estimgteghtities is not
clearly made, confusing the discussion.

2 In this study we use the convention that the kernel has finitgpert of

one smoothing length radius, i\ = 0 for |x; — xj| > h.
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Figure 1. A 1D sinusoidal sound wave with velocity amplitudef6and
v = 1.4 propagated for 50 periods with SPH without artificial visitp
using 100 particles and with a grid cod@afmses, | Teyssier 2002) using 128
cells (only every fifth particle or grid cell is plotted). Bomethods preserve
the wave amplitude and period, demonstrating their disisipdess nature.

of SPH methods. While formally these various schemégmdonly

in their error terms, their conservation and stability mj@s can

be quite diferent. This has lead to the unfortunate situation that the
shortcomings of a few such implementations are often blaomed
the general SPH concept per se.

However, Springel & Hernguist (2002) have pointed out that
SPH equations derived from a variational principle are miy o
unique, but also conservative. Such SPH equations are mysiy/s
obtained as the Euler-Lagrange equations derived from &hlLaP
grangian/ representing the Lagrangian of the fluid system. Once
L is chosen, the SPH equations follow uniquely (see Appdndix A
for a typical example). Complementing these with a sympient
tegrator, such as the standard leap-frog, results in a SRéhse
which by construction conserves the total mass, momentogu-a
lar momentum, energy, and entropy.

The conservation of entropy means that SPHissipation-
less as demonstrated in Figl 1. In real fluids, however, entropy i
creases in shocks, where particle collisions randomiseva®ci-
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ties generating heat and entropy. This basic collisionahasism

is inherent to all fluids (except for dust and collisionlesssma,
which therefore may not be considered fluids) and prevent8div
from becoming multi-valued. In SP#fttificial viscosity is needed
to dissipate local velocity fierences and convert them into heat,
which generates entropy and prevents inter-penetrati&®éf par-
ticles and thus a multi-valued flow.

Since the artificial viscosity required for this goal is u$ua
much stronger than the actual physical viscosity, it alatea un-
physical dissipation away from shocks. While it may be fgussi
for certain simulations to select the magnitude of the \sitgao
minimise such undesired dissipation, in general the advefsct
of artificial viscosity is unknown prior to any simulationdyrpos-
sibly, even afterwards. For example, when simulating ffexeof a
perturbing massive body on a pulsating star, it may be vefidit
to distinguish this ffect from that induced by artificial viscosity.
Another example is the case of dfdrentially rotating disc, where
artificial viscosity causes spurious angular momentunrspart.

Since viscosity is a dissipative process, the correspgndin
SPH equations cannot be derived from a variational priacighd
we are back to ad-hoc methods for deriving them. Most SPH-simu
lations to date still use a rather simple artificial viscgsithich ef-
fectively amounts to modelling a viscous fluid and quicklyrges
away any oscillations, such as sound waves or stellar pofsat
and impedes shear flows. While suggestions have been maale to
ducesuch unwanted dissipation, our goal here isliminateit. To
this end we introduce a novel method of controlling the amadin
artificial viscosity, such that away from shocks the modkflew
is virtually inviscid.

Sectio 2 describes SPH artificial viscosity and previous ef
forts to reduce its adverséfects, while our new method is outlined
in SectiorB. The ability of the new scheme to reduce artifiéi
cosity but also to capture shocks is demonstrated in Sexdéloand
[, respectively. Finally, Sectidd 6 concludes our study.

2 REDUCING UNWANTED ARTIFICIAL VISCOSITY
2.1 Standard SPH artificial viscosity

The traditional form of artificial viscosity (e.q. Monaghd®92)
adds the following terms to the momentum and energy equation
allowing the conversion of kinetic energy into heat.

@) = — 2, I ViW; (2a)
(Way = 33, M0 v - ViW; (2b)
with the average kernel

Wi = £ (W(Ix;l. ) + W(Ixg ). hy)). 3

Here,x; = x; — x; andv; = v; —vj, while hy; is the individual adap-
tive smoothing length of each SPH particle (for details ow hpis
adapted see Appendix’Al). The artificial viscosity term iegiby
(Gingold & Monaghan 1983)

—a G i +Bu;
—jjj—u for Vjj - Xj < 0
Iy = Pi (4)
0 otherwise
with
hy v - X
o= 2 3 5
Hij X% ) (5)

(hj = [h + hj]/2 and likewise for the average sound spegand
estimated densitg;). Sincell; =0 for receding particle pairs, ar-
tificial viscosity does not féect expanding flows. This functional
form of SPH artificial viscosity may seem rather ad-hoc, but i
is reasonably well motivated and emerged as the most useéul o
amongst several methods (Gingold & Monaghan 1983). Morgove
it is equivalent to the form of dissipation implicit in Riema
solvers|(Monaghan 1997).

By expanding density and velocity in a Taylor series around
Xi, it is straightforward to show that these terms corresporizbth
a shear and a bulk viscosity. More quantitatively, if oneuasss
that, other than in equatiohl (4), artificial viscosity actévireen ap-
proaching and receding neighbours and fhat0, the correspond-
ing shear and bulk viscosity cfieients are (e.g. Meglicki et al.
1993)n = Jaxhcp and{ = 27, respectively, where the facteris of
order unity and depends on the functional form of the kerfieis
implies that artificial viscosity decreases with increggiesolution
(smallerh). Thus, a straightforward though expensive way to re-
duce unwanted dissipation is to increase the resoluticiacinone
motivation for reducing artificial viscosity is to avoid shpurely
numerical necessity for high resolution.

Most SPH applications to date use the above treatment with
a = 1. The widely used codeabcer-2 (Springel 2005) employs a
fixed @ chosen at the start of the simulation (tholgh Dolag et al.,
2005, have implemented int@wncer-2 the improved method de-
scribed in§Z.3 below). Clearly, in complex situations, where strong
and weak shocks are present as well as converging flows, any
choice fore is unsatisfactory, leading to bad treatment of strong
shocks, over-damping of converging flows, or both.

2.2 Balsara’s method

The purpose of artificial viscosity is to allow for entropynge-
ation across shocks and to stop particle interpenetrafiorthis
end, only bulk viscosity is required, but the inherent shésaosity
is unnecessary. What is worse, this shear viscosity magissyi
compromise simulations of shear flows, such as infieintially
rotating gas disc. In anfi@rt to reduce the resulting artificial angu-
lar momentum dissipation, Balsara (1995) proposed to piylk;;
with a reduction factoff; = (f; + f;)/2 with
L o ©®)
[V-vil + |V X vl
(with velocity divergence and curl estimated using the SRH k
nel estimator). This term diminishes th@ezt of artificial viscosity
whenever the vorticity dominates the convergence. Howeher
method only reduces (but does not eliminate) unwantedpdisen
in the presence of a rotating shear flow.

2.3 The method of Morris & Monaghan

Standard SPH artificial viscosity acts whenever the flow eflhid
converges, even if only weakly. For example, when a pulgatiar
contracts artificial viscosity damps its pulsation. Exatile same
happens to ordinary sound waves: standard SPH viscositpslam
them, as demonstrated in F[g. 2, the faster the shorter tive wa
length (because these are more poorly resolved).

With this in mind, Morris & Monaghan| (1997) proposed to
adapt the strength of artificial viscosity to the local cogence
of the flow. To this end, they introduced the concept of irdlil
adaptive viscosities; for each particle, replacedin equation[(#)
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Figure 2. As Fig.[d, but for SPH with standard (= 1) or Morris & Mon-
aghan (1997) artificial viscosity, as well as our new mettardly( every fifth
particle is plotted). Also shown are the undamped waadiq) and lower-

amplitude sinusoidalgiashed. Only with our method the wave propagates
undamped, very much like SPH without any viscosity, as in[Big

by @ = (ai + @j)/2, and seB « ;. The individual viscosities are
adapted according to thefflirential equation

@ = (amin — @)/t + S (7)
with the velocity-based source term

S = max{ - V-y;, 0}. (8)
and the decay tirfile

7 = hi/(2¢c). 9)

Here,amin = 0.1 constitutes a lower limit for the artificial viscos-
ity such thata; = amin for non-convergent flows. For a convergent
flow, on the other handy; grows above that value, guaranteeing the
proper treatment of shocks. In the post-shock region, theiflamo
longer convergent and; decays back tay,, on the time scale;
(typically £ = 0.1 — 0.2). This method reduces the artificial viscos-
ity away from shocks by an order of magnitude compared to stan
dard SPH and gives equally accurate post and pre-shockaswut
(Morris & Monaghan 1997).

More recently, Rosswog, Davies, Thielemann & Ritan (2000)
proposed to alter the adaption equatioh () to

@ = (min — @)/Ti + (@max— @) § (10)

with amax = 1.5, while|Price|(2004) advocateg,.x = 2. The éfect

of this alteration is first to prevent to exceedryax and second to
increasen; for small @;, which ensures a faster viscosity growth,
resulting in somewhat better treatment of shotcks (Pricd P0this
method may also be combined with the Balsara switch by apgplyi
the reduction factoif {6) either fd; (Rosswog et al. 2000) or 1§
(Morris & Monaghan 1997; Wetzstein et/al. 2009).

The scheme of equations] (8)] (9) afdl(10) with, = 0.1,
amax = 2 and¢ = 0.1 is the current state of the art for SPH and
is implemented in the codesiantom (by Daniel Price) and/iNne
(Wetzstein et al. 2009). In sectidis 4 &hd 5, we will freqlyecdm-
pare our novel scheme (to be described below) with this naedhd
refer to it as the ‘M&M method’ or the ‘Price (2004) versiontbe
M&M method’ as opposed to the ‘original M&M method’, which
uses equationi [7) instead pf{10).

3 The factor 2 in the denominator of equatidd (9) accounts lier dif-
ference in the definition of the smoothing length between us and
Morris & Monaghan|(1997).

4 This is equivalent to keepin@l(7) but multiplying the soureem [8) by
(amax — @), which is what Rosswog etlal. actually did.
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2.4 Critique of the M&M method

The M&M method certainly constitutes a large improvemergrov
standard SPH, but low-viscosity flows, typical for many aghys-
ical fluids, are still inadequately modelled. After studyithis and
related methods in detail, we identify the following prabke

First, anyamin > 0 results in unwanted dissipation, for example
of sound waves (see Figl. 2) or stellar pulsations (E€4), yet the
M&M method requiresemin ~ 0.1. This necessity has been estab-
lished by numerous tests (most notably of Price 2004) anddsid
stood to originate from the requirement to ‘maintain ordepagst
the particles away from shocks’ (Morris & Monaghan 1997).

Second, there is a delay between the peak in the viscosity
and the shock front (see Figl 3): the particle viscosities sill
rising when the shock arrives. One reason for this lag isitheat
grating the diferential equation (10) increasastoo slowly: the
asymptotic value

_ @min + Umax ST
s 1+St

is hardly ever reached before the shock arrives Gmtbcreases).

Third, the source terni{8) does not distinguish between pre-
and post-shock regions: for a symmetrically smoothed shibck
peaks at the exact shock position (in practice the peak sang
particle separation in front of the shock, Morris & Monagi&97,
see also Fid.]3). However, immediately behind the shock @em
precisely the minimum oW¥-v), the (smoothed) flow is still con-
verging and hence continues to increase without need. A further
problem is the inability of the source teri (8) to distinduise-
tween velocity discontinuities and convergent flows.

Finally, in strong shear flows the estimation of the velodity
vergenceV-v, needed in[{8), often $iers from substantial errors
(see AppendikBl1 for the reason), driving artificial vis¢psiith-
out need. This especially compromises simulations é&réntially
rotating discs even when using the Balsara switch.

(11)

3 ANOVEL ARTIFICIAL VISCOSITY SCHEME

Our aim is a method which overcomes all the issues identified i
§2.4 above and in particular gives — 0 away from shocks. To this
end, we introduce a new shock indicato§1 1, a novel technique
for adaptingy; in §3.2, and a method to suppress false compression
detections due to the presence of strong shedB.@.

3.1 A novel shock indicator

We need a shock indicator which not only distinguishes stiock
from convergent flows, but, unliké-v, also discriminates between
pre- and post-shock regions. This requires (at least) axseaaler
derivative of the flow velocity and we found the total time idaf
tive of the velocity divergencéy-v = d(V-v)/dt, to be most useful.
As is evident from dferentiating the continuity equation,

—Vu=dlnp/dt, (12)

Vv < 0 indicates an non-linear density increase and a steepen-
ing of the flow convergence, as is typical for any pre-shogkare
Conversely, in the post-shock regidhv > 0. This suggests to
consider only negative values and, in analogy with equaBprwe
define the new shock indicator

A =& max{ - V-, O}. (13)
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Here,& is a limiter, detailed ir§3.3 below, aimed at suppressing
false detections of compressive flows in multi-dimensidiuals.

3.2 Adapting individual viscosities

Instead of increasing; by integrating a dterential equation, we

setq; directly to an appropriate local valug,.; whenever this ex-

ceeds the current value faf. After extensive experimenting, we
settled on the following simple functional form

A
Qoci = amaxm (14)
with the signal velocify

Usigi = max{EiJ- — min{O, Vjj - )A(u}} (15)

Ixij I<hi

At the moment of passing through a shock (more preciselyutitro
a maximum of the flow convergencé),and hencey, return to
zero and whenever, > a,; We lete; decay according to

@i = (Qioci — @)/7i, T = hi[2vgig;. (16)

We useuvsgi rather thanc in the decay timer; for internal con-
sistency (this is of little practical relevance &g, ~ cin the post-
shock region). We usé= 0.05, such that the viscosity decays twice
as slowly as in previous methods, avoiding some occasioimarm
post-shock ringing not present in methods with, > 0. However,
the traditionak = 0.1 also gives satisfactory results for most of our
test problems.

3.3 Avoiding false compression detections

As explained in detail in AppendixB1, in multi-dimensioritws
strong shear induces false detection¥af with the standard SPH
estimator even in the absence of particle disorder (nofse3hown
in AppendiXB2, these errors can be reduced by first estimdiia
velocity gradient matri¥/ = Vv and then obtainin§ -v as its trace
(we employ a similar method to estimale, see Appendicds B3).
Unfortunately, even with this improved method false detec-
tions for V-v (and V-v) remain, for example in the situation of a
differentially rotating disc. These still induce artificial sisity,
which may be significant in particular d/h is small compared
to the shear. The limitef; in equation [(IB) is aimed at suppress-
ing such false detections iy — 0 whenever the shear is much
stronger than the convergenaedno shock is present.
Having obtained the velocity gradient matNkthe shear is
easily obtained as its traceless symmetric [ aet (V + V')/2 —
v 1(V-v)l (with v the number of spatial dimensions), while the pres-
ence of a shock is indicated by
1~R== > sign(¥-v)) my W(lx; - I, ), (17)
pi 5
since near a shok-v < 0O for all particles. After some experiment-
ing, we found the following functional form for the limiteugable

f = 2(1-R)* V-ui?

T 2(A-R)AVayR + (S-S (18)

5 Various definitions for the signal velocity can be found is ®PH liter-
ature. Ours reflects the maximum velocity with which infotima can be
transported between particles, but avaigg; < 0.

This functional form is similar to the Balsara limitéi (6) that it
compares the flow convergence to a measure of the traceless pa
the velocity gradient (the shear or the vorticity).

Alternatively, if one can be sure that no strong shear flows oc
cur during the simulation, one may use the standard SPH &stim
for V-v and estimatev-v from its change over the last time step.
However, the limiter is still desirable and one may (B v|? in-
stead of tr§-S') in equation [(IB). We do not use this simplified
version in the tests presented below, but our experimedisate
that such a method would pass all our tests except tha$&®tind
§5.3, both involving strong shear.

3.4 Behaviour in typical situations

Before considering 2D and 3D test problems, we now assess the
behaviour of our novel scheme, as well as that of the M&M metho
in simple yet typical situations.

First, consider a sound wave of velocity amplitugde <« ¢
and wave numbek < h™! as example of a well-resolved weakly
convergent flow. In this casé, ~ k’cus andS =~ kus at their respec-
tive maxima. Sincessig = ¢ > vs We haveaiee = amad?k?(vs/C),
while for the M&M method the asymptotic values ~ amin +
amaxhk(vs/c)/2¢. In the limit kh — 0 of a well-resolved wave,
ape — 0 faster thams — amin, such that even witlwvy,, = 0
the M&M method would be more viscous than our new scheme.
Fig.[2 shows 1D sound-wave SPH runs, demonstrating thatawur n
scheme behaves quasi-inviscid in this situation.

Following/Morris & Monaghan| (1997), we may also consider
a simple homologous flow = —ax with a > 0, which approxi-
mates certain astrophysical problems involving collaps® does
not require artificial dissipation. For this situatiSr=3abut A = 0
(a direct consequence of the ability Vv to distinguish shocks
from convergent flows), such that our new scheme remains-invi
cid, while the M&M method does not even fap,, = 0.

Next, consider a strong shock with velocity discontinuity
év > c. Assuming that it is smoothed over one kernel width, we
find maximum amplitudes of =~ év/h and A= (6v/h)? (the exact
values depend on the shock conditions and the functionai tdr
the smoothing kernel). Sinagjy ~ hV-v ~ 6v, our new scheme
gives ajoc ~ @max, While the asymptotic valu¢ (111) for the M&M
method also approachegax.

While 3D simulations of strong shocks are presentegbiid,
Fig.[3 presents weak ram-shock simulations with= 0.1c (top)
andév = ¢ (bottom) for our new scheme, the M&M method, and
standard SPH. In both regimes the peak in, respectiugly.and
as is one particle farther in front of the shock with our new nueth
than with the M&M method, which reflects the superiority Af
over S to detect an incoming shock. This, combined with setting
the viscosity parameter directly to the required valueyltesn the
peak ina to occur two particle separatiobgforethe shock for our
new method, while for the M&M method it peaks a similar length
behindthe shock.

With our new method, the viscous deceleration (bottom pan-
elsin Fig[3) sets in about three particle separations befa weak
and the strong shock, yielding good shock capturing prasei
both cases. The M&M method, on the other hand, decelerages th
flow much earlier for a weak shock than for a strong shock and re
sults in significant over-damping of weak shocks (which gleo
tains to density and internal energy — not shown in Eig. 3)jevh
our method smoothes both shocks over four particle sepasti
(top panels in Fid.]3), the optimal SPH resolution in 1D. Nubzt
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Figure 3. A 1D ram shock withév = 0.1 (top) andsv = 1 (bottom) in
ideal gas withy = 1.4 simulated using standard SPH, the M&M and our
new method. We compare the velocity, viscosity paramdiegsymptotic
value and the viscous deceleration. Initially, the velodt discontinuous
with v = —év sign(x), resulting in two shocks ofv propagating in either
direction from the origin; the shock plotted propagatesnfright to left.

standard SPH is hopeless: it over-smoothes the strong stmacls
completely incapable of dealing with the weak shock.

3.5 Maintaining particle order

The main point of our method is the absence of artificial \s&yo
away from shocks. Hence,dfy;, > 0 was indeed required to main-
tain particle order, as previously argued in context of th&Ni
method, our method should fail in this regard. Noise in SPH ca
emerge from shocks or carelessly generated initial canditi

Let us first consider the time evolution of noisy initial céond
tions, generated by adding random displacements to papadi-
tions representing noise-free hydrostatic equilibriuhre (vertices
of a face-centred-cubic grid, i.e. densest-sphere parKilg con-
sider two cases with the displacements in each dimensiomndra
from a normal distribution with rms amplitude equal to thamest-
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Figure 4. Time evolution ofgmin, defined in equatioi (19), for SPH simula-
tions started from noisy initial conditions (see text). 8PH schemes with
artificial viscosity suppress the noise equally well.
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Figure 5. The rms amplitudes of density and velocity fluctuations fbr 3
simulations of the Sod (1978) shock tube test (see als§ Ejg!ditial con-
ditions were prepared using a glass. The shock propagatks taght and
is indicated by the dotted line; the velocity jump at the $hisd.63.

neighbour distance or a tenth of it, respectively. The tinwigion
of such noisy initial conditions can be distinguished by rtanng

Omin = nﬂEnHXithi}- (19)
There are three possible scenarios. Either the partictde back
close to the original gridofmin approaches its grid valugyiq), form

a glass @min approaches a finite value dqig), or form dense
clumps (‘clumping instability’,gmin ~ 0). Fig.[4 plots the evolu-
tion of gmi, for N, = 40 SPH neighbours (see also Apperidix Al)
whenggig = 0.529. Clumping only occurs when = 0, while for
any viscous scheme tested the particles settle back ontgither
form a glass with roughly similar time evolutions.

Post-shock noise occurs because the shock-induced compres

sion disrupts the original particle order, but other thathimabove
test the viscosity is already switched on. In Elp. 5, we hetam-
plitudes of the velocity and density noise in 3D simulatiofishe
standard Sod (1978) shock tube test (see$st). The three meth-
ods have similar levels of density noise, but standard SHeks
noisy in the velocities, which is not surprising given itsosiger
viscosity. However, between the two viscosity suppressaigmes
there is little diference, even thoughy, = O for our method. Sim-
ilar results obtain for other shock tests and we concludedha
method is no worse than M&M'’s for maintaining particle order
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Figure 6. Steepening of a 1D sound wave: velocity and viscosity param-
eter vs. position for standard SPH, the M&M method, our neheste,
and Godunov particle hydrodynamics of first and second o(@dtH,
Cha & Whitworth 2003), each using 100 particles per wavetenthe solid
curve in the top panel is the solution obtained with a higéohation grid
code.

4 VISCOSITY SUPPRESSION TESTS

We now present some tests of low-Mach-number flows, where pre
vious methods give too much unwanted dissipation.

4.1 Sound-wave steepening

The steepening of sound waves is a simple example demenstrat
ing the importance of distinguishing between convergingsland
shocks. As the wave propagates, adiabatic density andpesss-
cillations result in variations of the sound speed, suchttieden-

sity peak of the wave travels faster than the trough, evéipttrg-

ing to overtake it and forming a shock.

In our test, a 1D sound wave with a velocity amplitude 10% of
the sound speed is used (ideal gas with 1.4). Fig.[6 compares
the velocity field at the moment of wave steepening for vaisBH
schemes, each using 100 particles, with a high-resolutionsgm-
ulation. The new method resolves the shock better than th&M&
scheme, let alone standard SPH.

In Fig.[8, we also show results from GPH (Godunov-type par-
ticle hydrodynamicg, Cha & Whitwoith 2003), whichffdirs from
SPH by using the pressuRg, found by solving the Riemann prob-
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Figure 7. A 1D converging flow test with initially constant density and
pressure and velocities given by equatipn] (20) using arbati@equation

lem between particle neighbours, in the momentum and energy of state withy = 1.4. Top: run forva = 1 att = 0.3; bottom: run for

equations and avoids the need for explicit artificial viiyog his
substitution does notfgect the energy or momentum conservation
(Cha 2002), and indeed we find that both are well conservedeWh
the first-order GPH scheme is comparable to standard SPHsmd a
to an Eulerian Godunov grid code using the same Riemannrsolve
without interpolation (not shown), the second-order GPhkste
resolves the discontinuity almost as well as our novel naetho

4.2 1D converging flow test

Similar to sound-wave steepening, this test requires gaadrhent
of convergent flows and weak shocks. The initial conditiores a
uniform pressure and density and a continuous flow velocity

4(1+ X)va —-1.00< x< -0.75,

Va -0.75< x < -0.25
U ={-4Xv, -0.25<x< 0.25 (20)
—Uq 025<x< 075

4(1-Xva  075<x< 1.00

va = 2 att = 0.1. The solid lines are the result of a high-resolution Ealeri
grid-code simulation.

As there is no analytical solution, we compare the resulgshimh-
resolution grid-code simulation. We run tests#gr= 1 andv, = 2
as shown in the top and bottom panels of Elg. 7.

While the M&M switch certainly improves upon standard
SPH, it still over-smoothes the velocity profile as the vitois
increased before a shock has formed. This is particulaitieet in
the velocity profile of they, = 2 case (bottom) neax = 0. The
new switch keeps the viscosity low, in thg = 2 case an order
of magnitude lower than the M&M method. In fact, the agreemen
between our method and the high-resolution grid code is ad go
as one can possibly expect at the given resolution, in paatiche
velocity plateau and density amplitude aroung O in thev, = 2
case (bottom) are correctly modelled.



Inviscid SPH 7

Standard +Balsara M&M M&M+Balsara New — No Limiter New — Limiter
AP AR I B vy T D T T g T T

't 10

10

-10

]

[
| TR A

R
‘el
o

P
Itull

-]

LI L e
LI B B B

-10 0 10 -10
X

|
0 10
X

-10 0 10
X

I
[
o

Figure 8. Keplerian ring test: particle positions at various timesdtandard SPH with Balsara switch, the M&M method with anthait Balsara switch,
and our new method without and with the viscosity limigeof equation[(IB). Only for this last method the ring remaitebke against a viscosity-induced
instability. (Ring-like features at < 2 are artifacts caused by the dynamical time close to theebering short compared to the time step).

4.3 2D Keplerian-ring test with ¢ < v, when the viscous instability should strike after few
rotations depending on the strength of the artificial viggos
In this test, a gaseous ring orbits a central point massenegl|

ing the self-gravity of the gas. Initially, the ring is in alijo- In our test, GM = 1000 for the central point mass,
rium: pressure forces, attraction by the point mass, anttifien while the gas ring has Gaussian surface density centred on
gal forces balance each other. The Kepleriafiedéntial rotation r = 10 with width (standard deviation).®2 represented by
implies that the flow is shearing and any viscosity causes the N = 9745 particles initially placed according to the method of
ring to spread (Lynden-Bell & Pringle 1874). This is indeebai rtwright, Stamatellos & Whitworth (2009). This implies ar-
Maddison, Murray & Mgngghém%) found in SPH simulations bital period of Z and velocity ofv, = 10 at the ring centre. We
without pressure forces. choose a sound speed®# 0.01 <« v, to ensure that any dynami-

addison etdl. also found an instability to develop cal instabilities of inviscid rings become important onftea many

from the inner edge, which quickly breaks up the ring. Periods.
They argue convincingly that this is the viscous instapilit
(Lyubarskij, Postnov & Prokhorby 1994), which causes etrien
orbits at the inner edge of the ring to become more ecceniedal
the viscous deceleration peaking at apo-centre.

Figure[8 shows the particle distributions at various tinms f
different SPH schemes. Only with our new method, the rings stay
in their initial equilibrium configuration over at least fiperiods,
while for the other methods, the inner parts of the ring scerome

Imaeda & Inutsuka (2002) performed SPH simulations of the disordered leading to a catastrophic break-up after a feiog It
same problem but including pressure forces. They find aamil s noteworthy that this failure occurs despite the Balsavich,

break-up of the ring after only few rotations and blame it @n a  which was designed specifically for applications like this.
inadequacy of the SPH scheme itself. We strongly suspett tha

Imaeda & Inutsuka encountered a form of the clumping instabi Note that without the viscosity limiter of equation[[IB), our
ity, which appears to be particularly strong in 2D simulatiof novel method fails, precisely because of shear causing étec-

strong shear flows (though it may have been a dynamical iitstab tions of flow compression (as highlighted§B.3 and AppendikB).
ity inherent to gaseous Keplerian rings, €.g. Papaloizoui&dR

[1984,1985; Goldreich & Narayan 1985). This numerical ibita We also run similar tests with the central point mass replace
ity grows on a local hydrodynamical time and may thereforsuge by a mass distribution (Plummer sphere or Kuzmin disc) wittvg

pressed by choosing the sound speaduch lower than the rota- itational potentiald = —GM/ Vr2 + & with s = 3, such that the
tion speedy,. Indeed| Price (2004) and Monaghan (2006), who re- rotation curve of the disc also contains a rising part, gimib the

peated these and similar experiments with a very low souaddsp situation in galactic discs. The outcome of these simufatigmot

found no such numerical instabilities. A detailed investign of shown) is essentially identical to that for the pure Kejglenings:

these issues is clearly beyond the scope of our study and wedyme  only our new method with viscosity limiter does not fall piteythe

compare our new scheme to previous methods for pressuresforc viscous instability.
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4.4 An oscillating polytropic sphere

The pulsations of a polytropic sphere are a good test fordiaerae
effects of artificial dissipatior_(Steinmetz & Milller 1993).eW¥et
up a polytropic sphere of 2@articles and induce oscillations in its
fundamental mode (e.g. Cox 1980) with relative amplitud6.01

in radius and a period d® = 3.8.

In the absence of viscosity we expect the radial oscillation
to continue with the initial amplitude and period over marg o
cillations. However, as with any numerical method some bkmal
amount of numerical dissipation may appear. Nonethelesh, &f-
fects should be small compared to the dissipation causedtby a
ficial viscosity. Since the size of the radial perturbatiomyeases
with radius, we expect the oscillations to be small at thereeof
the polytrope and therefore our new method to keep the vigcos
low there. However, at the edge the size of the oscillatiemadre
significant, and we may see an increase in viscosity at thig.po

In order to track the oscillations, we monitor in Hig. 9 thaei
evolution of the virial ratio-2(T + U)/W whereT, U, andW, are
the kinetic, internal, and the gravitational energiespeesively. At
maximum contraction the virial ratio is at its peak and at max
mum expansion the virial ratio is lowest. With no artificiseosity
(solid curves in Fid.19) the wave remains at constant anysitoar-
ring a slight initial drop. The period averaged over 25 datidns
is P = 3.89, only slightly larger than the expected value. The rea-
son for this discrepancy is most likely the unavoidable dton of
the (finite-resolution) SPH model from a perfect polytrogihere.
This deviation also means that our SPH model is not exhibigin
pure eigenmode, but in addition contains some higher-ordetes
at low amplitudes, resulting in some beating between them.

The M&M method results in a slow but continuous decay of
the oscillations, though the period is hardiyeated. This damping
can be blamed largely on the finitg,, (standard SPH damps the
oscillation ten times faster). Conversely, our new methaddly



Inviscid SPH 9

— ——— —— T T ——— —
___________ Standard (a=1)
........ . o M&M
- 006600000000000000000¢ . New Method

0.8
208
0.4
0.2
0.6
0.4
0.2

2

2.8 A
2.8 b enme RO R o S Ssss3is35s35353255553 888 I
S 24 00000
2.2

18
0.6
504
0.2

=E
3
»)
g
o]
g
o
o
o
o
o
o
o
o
o
o
o
o
o
o
o
[2¢]
m
o
m
m
<]
@
L]
[
<
[«
o
-]
Q
o
E

%booooooog
Ml

-0.1 0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4
X

|
Sqr
Py
|
S
N

Figure 11. Comparison of our new scheme and the M&M method for the stan8ad (1978) shock tube test with the analytic solutsoli¢).

damps the oscillations at all, becausés kept very small (except 6 o M&M: Price (2004) i
for the outermost layers wheeeis still below the M&M values). o4 [ M&M: original (1997) P E
We also run simulations where the oscillating polytropic ® | O New Method 9 3
sphere is on a circular orbit 20 times the radius of the sphere 2E o1 o o o @ OD ‘ 1
around a point mass 100 times that of the sphere (corresmpndi oo —o——-——-s——7 ]
to a period of 56 time units). With this choice, the tidal kalis ap- o © E
proximately four times the radius of the gas sphere, imglyhat 20 |-
tides are strong but not catastrophic. Since the orbitadlacations ob
are much larger than those due to the polytropic oscillatitinis 1500 | 1 — 1
is a tough test for any numerical scheme. In particular, fane 1000 |-
methods should have severe problems (this does excludg ersin > 0o E
rotating coordinates, which do not allow for tidal evolutiof the g
orbit and are unavailable for eccentric orbits). 2 S g g*
The time evolution of the virial ratio and the viscosity para . E ©
etera are shown in Fig._1l0 for the same viscosity schemes as for s f
the isolated case in Figl 9. First note that the undamped afioos 05
(solid curves) behave derently from the isolated case, exhibiting ob® 1 % .8 .8 .9 .9 1 .. .
variations and a slight decay, both of which are most likelysed ~052 “osL 05 —049

by the tidal field. As to be expected for any Lagrangian scheme _ S
both SPH methods perform very similar to the isolated case, b~ Figure 12. Same as Fid.13 but foM = 50. We distinguish between the

cause neitheV-u nor V-u are dfected by the orbital acceleration.  ©figinal M&M method (using ed.]7) and the Price (2004) vens{osing
eq.I0 withamax = 2), which has been denoted ‘M&M' in all figures so far.

5 SHOCK CAPTURING TESTS

In this section, we subject our method to situations whetiical

viscosity is required, mainly high-Mach number shocks, aod The density, energy, velocity, and viscosity for standaP#S
aim is to demonstrate that it performs at least as well as Q&M as well as the M&M and our method are shown in Fig. 11. As for
method. the 1D ram test (see FId 3), our new method switches on viscos-

ity already in the pre-shock region peaking about one sniogth
length before the actual shock front (which travels to tightrin
Fig.[11), whereas the M&M switch turns on viscosity lategdang
The|Sod [(1978) shock tube test is a standard test for any shockour method by about four particle separations. As a conseguye
capturing method and consists of an initial discontinuitpiessure the transition of the fluid values across the shock frontightlly
and density leading to the production of a rarefaction wewafact smoother with our method than with the M&M method.
discontinuity and shock wave, which forms from the steemgoif Note that the irregularities around the contact discoiitijrat

a subsonic wave. The whole system is subsonic with a maximum x = 0.138 common to all schemes tested are not related to artificial
Mach number oM ~ 0.63 in the pre-shock region. We performthe  viscosity (the irregularities i at that point could be removed by
test in 3D at a resolution of 200 particle layers in the higimsity choosing non-zero initiat at the initial discontinuity); they can be
region. alleviated by artificial conductivity (Price 2004, 2008).

5.1 Sod shock tube test
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5.2 Strong shocks and particle penetration vents particle penetration wigh= « (for 8 = 0 there is one layer

. . of overlap). The original M&M scheme with the standard cleoic
In §3.4 and Figl B we already demonstrated that our new method 'Sﬁ = 2a also avoids particle penetration, but not the Price (2004)

superior to the M&M scheme in resolving ‘subsonic shock®-(v version, again a consequence of too little viscosity.
locity discontinuities smaller than the sound speed) amdpaoa-
ble in resolving shocks of Mach numberl. Here, we extend this
comparison to high Mach numbers. Higl 12 shows the resuthéor
1D ram test withM = 50. The_Price! (2004) version of the M&M
method, which uses equatidn{10) withax = 2, is implemented in This test combines a shock with a perpendicular shear aséipie
some contemporary SPH codes, and has been used in our tests sadifficult test for any SPH scheme. We use periodic boundary con-
far, fails this test remains too low and as a consequence the ve- ditions and start from a face-centred cubic grid and velegit

locity discontinuity is not correctly smoothed and sometjsbeck ) )

ringing occurs. To give credit to Morris & Monaghan (1097w~ Vx = ~0V sign®), vy = ssin@x), and v, =0. (21)

also tested their original method and find it to work well {stin In Fig.[I4, we present results for various SPH simulationweis
Fig.[12). Our new method works about as well as the originaNU& s a grid-code run fos = 1005v = 100c. The M&M method pro-
scheme, withr reaching the same level, though our scheme detects gquces a large viscosity due to the shear-induced errafirlead-

5.3 Asshearing shock

the coming shock much earliex:is ahead of the original M&M  ing to spurious results. Using the Balsara limiter with eitM&M
method by about four particle separations. or Standard SPH gives in much better results, though thekskoc
Whilst the main role of artificial ViSCOSity is to resolve skks C|ear|y over-smoothed. The new scheme is able to limit teeos-
by transferring entropy, a secondary but vital role is tovpre ity to the correct level, allowing good capturing of the skemd
particle penetration, which requires strong viscosity ighhMach retaining particle order in the post-shock region.
number shocks. Bate (1995) performed many tests to detertinén Note that this is a diicult test for any SPH implementation:
value of the parameters and$ needed to prevent particle pene-  wjthout viscosity reduction (as in standard SPH) the sheav &
tration in ram shock tests of various Mach numbers. For glagi strongly damped, while viscosity reduction schemes (M&Mvat
arranged in face-centred-cubic or cubic grids, Bate foinad ap- as ours) sfiier from the problem of shear-induced errors. These po-
propriate values for the viscosity parameters can prevarticie tentially result in too much viscosity and over-smoothirfgtie
penetration for shocks up t1 = 8. Most SPH practitioners opt  shock. Our limiter was able to control this problem, but fat y
for a value of = 2« (Morris & Monagharn 1997). larger ratioss/év of shear to shock amplitude this problem becomes

To determine the correct value @f required for the new oo difficult for any SPH implementation.
scheme, we perform high-resolution 3D runs of ram shockh wit
M =20 and various values f@/ea. We smooth the initial veloc-
ity discontinuity, as suggested by Monaghan (1997), toigethe 54 Evrard Test
method with a situation realistic for SPH, such as would fzaisen
for a shock forming from continuous initial conditions. In this test the inward gravitational pull of a gas cloud ed=®its
For different values of/a with our viscosity scheme and the ~ outward pressure force causing the cloud to collapse utslewn
two variants of the M&M switch, we plot in Fig.13 theandy self-gravity. The initial conditions consist of a gas sghefth den-
positions (for all values of) of particles near the shock front at a Sty profile [Evrard 19&8)
late time. The colour coding distinguishes particles wtatlthat M 1
time should be up- (red) or downstream (green). Our scheme pr p(r) = ST (22)
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SPH simulations wittN = 10° particles using our new viscosity scheme (blue) or the naigM&M method (red). Also shown (black) are the results from

1D PPM calculation| (Steinmetz & Miller 1993). Not every fide is plotted.

forr < Randp = 0 forr > R. Initially the gas is at rest and has con-
stant specific internal energy= 0.05G M/R, which corresponds to
a virial ratio—2U/W = 0.075 <« 1. The initial gravitational inward
pull is the same at each radius, while the pressure forcdmeec
outwards, leading to collapse and, as a consequence, fomudia
shock, which steepens and evolves into a strong shock patipgg
outwards as more incoming material joins the jam. Even thahg
problem is initially spherically symmetric, the SPH reatisn of
initial conditions cannot be exactly spherically symme#and the
system may well evolve away from sphericity, for instanceedr
by dynamical instabilities.

We use a unit system such tiae R= M = 1 and represent the
cloud by 100280 SPH particles, initially placed on a facetesl-
cubic grid which is then radially stretched to match the dgns
Fig.[18 compares the simulation results for our method, tiggral
M&M method, and a 1D calculation by Steinmetz & Mller (1993
using the piece-wise parabolic method (PPM).

At early times t = 0.39, left column) the results from all three
methods match very well, but the M&M scheme already shows
a large viscosity. At later times a shock forms fat: 0.13 by
t = 0.78), which moves outwards until it reaches the end of the
sphere, when a significant fraction of the gas still has ordwa

velocities (byt = 1.95). The most obvious fference between
the two SPH schemes is the amount of (artificial) dissipatiba
M&M method is much more viscous, resulting in significant eve
smoothing of the shock front liy= 0.78 accompanied by unphysi-
cal pre-shock heating as visible in the entroly profile. Our new
scheme agrees better with the 1D calculation, in partidaldne
inner (post-shock) regions. Note that with our new mettaqgumbaks
well before the shock arrives (at= 1.17), while for the M&M
method the peak i appears actually slightly after the shock.

We found this a valuable test as early versions of our scheme
tended to be far too viscous, while our final version passedeht
ahead of the M&M switch. Standard SPH (not shown in the figure)
shows similar results, though the shocktat 0.78 appears less
smoothed than with the M&M method but more smoothed than
with the new scheme.

6 SUMMARY

Any hydrodynamical numerical method requires some formrof a
tificial viscosity in order to resolve shocks (in grid metkodrtifi-
cial viscosity is implicit in the Riemann solver, Monagh&97). In
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grid codes, such @&amses (Teyssier 2002), interpolation methods
are employed toféectively suppress artificial viscosity away from
shocks. Most SPH simulations to this date hardly use suatapre
tions and, as a consequence, adiabatic oscillations aiad-8be/s
are damped. Note that thisfects state-of-the-art simulations of,
e.g. galaxy formation, which usually only employ Balsad'895%)
rather indficient method to reduce some adverfedcs of artificial
viscosity on rotation discs.

The method of Morris & Monaghahn (1997), which reduces the
default amount of artificial viscosity by an order of magdiicom-
pared to standard SPH practice, has only recently beenmiseaty
as advantageous. In this method, explained in deta§Zid, in-
dividual artificial viscositiese; are adapted by integrating a dif-
ferential equation. Though constituting a major improvatnéhis
method remains unsatisfactory, because it still dampdati@os-
cillations and over-smoothes weak shocks, as we argugg amd
demonstrated ig4l.

In §3, we present a novel method, which improves upon that
of[Morris & Monaghan in four important ways.

e We setay,n = 0 enablingy; — 0 away from shocks andfec-
tively modelling the fluid as inviscid.

e We useV-v = d(V-v)/dt < O rather tharW-v < 0 as shock
indicator. This distinguishes pre-shock from post-shoegions
(WhereV-v > 0 butV-v < 0) and discriminates much better be-
tween converging flows and weak shocks.

e \We sely; directly to an appropriate local valug,., instead of
growing it by integrating a dierential equation.

o We use an improved estimator fSrv andV-v and employ a
limiter to avoid viscosity driven by shear-induced errors.

Together these novelties result in a significantly improasiicial
viscosity method, in particular the viscosity is increaseén ap-
propriate level well before an incoming shock. The impletagan
details, i.e. the precise way of settiag,. from V-v and the ex-
act form of the limiter, may well be subject to improvememay
reader who considers modifying these details is advisedrisider
the behaviour of the resulting method for a test suite cosimmi
noise suppression as well as shear and strong shocks, fopexa
the tests of Figurdd #] 8, ahd|14.

For static equilibriav-v = 0 andv = 0, and our new shock in-
dicator (as well as the M&M shock indicator) are only triggeby
velocity noise. As long as particle order is maintained hsuigise
triggers only negligible amounts of viscosity, unlike thriation
with the M&M method, whose minimum viscosityyi, = 0.1 is
often suficient to dfect the simulations (as demonstrated§#).
Nonetheless, the noise-induced viscosity iffisient to suppress
particle disorder, as demonstrated§i3.

For dynamic equilibriav-v = 0 (andV-v = 0) butv # 0.
However, in multi-dimensional flows strong shear inducésefde-
tections ofV-v (and V-v), even with best possible particle order,
for reasons explained in AppendixB1. In simulations dfetien-
tially rotating discs, this problem stronglyfacts the M&M method
(even when using the Balsara switch). We avoid this problgm b
applying a limiter (se€3.3) as well as using improved estimators
for V-v andV-v, see Appendik B2 for details. (Alternatively, if no
strong shear flows are present, the standard estimatorklshdu
fice, though still in conjunction with a limiter using x v| as a
proxy for the shear amplitude.)

These improved estimators also provide the full velocitgl an
acceleration gradient matrices for each particle (andesme the
computational costs by 30%). The knowledge of the velocity gra-

dient matrixV and its traceless symmetric part, the shgais also
useful for implementing physical viscosity

pv=V-[nS+tr(V)] (23)

(with  and{ the shear and bulk viscosity déieients) in SPH.
In section§ 34,14, arid 5, we demonstrate convincingly thiat o
technique successfully deals with the following four siinias.

Shocks are resolved at least as well, if not better, than with any
previous technique;

adiabatic oscillations such as sound waves or stellar pulsations,
remain undamped over many periods, which was not possiltke wi
any previous SPH implementation;

strong shear flows such as in accretion discs, are modelled vir-
tually inviscid, while shearing shocks are well resolvetheut be-
ing over-smoothed;

particle disorder is suppressed at least as well as with the M&M
method.

In particular, in the regime of convergent flows and weak kkoc
our new method is far superior to any previous scheme, wHich a
required a significant increase in resolution just to sugppeslverse
effects of artificial viscosity.
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(A6)

We use SPH equations of motion derived from the simple SPH
' LagrangianL = Y, m(3%Z — uy). Together with the relati¢h

A&A, 360, 171 , , du/dp = P/p?, this gives
Sod G. A,, 1978, Journal of Computational Physics, 27, 1
Springel V., 2005, MNRAS, 364, 1105 . 1oL | Pifi o Py A7
Springel V., Hernquist L., 2002, MNRAS, 333, 649 U=k Z % | Gz pA_Jghly+2WJ' ; (A7)
Steinmetz M., Milller E., 1993, A&A, 268, 391
Teyssier R., 2002, A&A, 385, 337 where the factor$; and f; (equatiof A#) arise from the fact that the
Wetzstein M., Nelson A. F., Naab T., Burkert A., 2009, ApJ&,1  derivativesdp,/dx; have to be taken at fixelgfo. The work done
208 by these pressure forces has to be balanced by
. Ph P "
=y A8
tT 7 ﬁmﬂZ“WXM" "o
APPENDIX A: DETAILS OF THE SPH SCHEME
For compleFenc_ess, we gi\_/e_here a br_ief description of our SPH A3 Artificial viscosity
method, which is largely similar to previous methods, buy rdi
fer in some detalils. For the artificial viscosity drag and heating we actually use
. ﬁij 04 fi ~ a;j fj -
Uiy = — m; Xj = | =—=Wj + —=W;i A9
Al Density and adaptive smoothing lengths @)ay Z 2 g hy+2 ! (A9)
Let v denote the number of spatial dimensions, then we adapt the . B l:IiJ- afi
individual smoothing lengthk; such thath 5; = My, with My, = ()ar = Z M Vi - X Eﬁihiwzwij (A10)
mN,/V, a global constant, defined in terms of the numbigrof :
neighbours, the mass of each SPH particle, and the volungof with f[ij = —u; (Gj — bu;j), where
the unit sphere. In this work, we u$¢ = 5, 13, and 40 fory = P
1, 2, and 3 dimensions, respectively. Inserting the densityregtr %‘L for wvj-x; <0,
(@, we find Hij = (rij + rji)hij (A11)
0 otherwise;

W=D mw(ry) with = i/, (A1)
i while the paramete has the meaning ¢/« for traditional SPH.

) . ) ) .
where we have re-written the SPH kerneMs§x; |, hi) = h™w(r;) Note that equationg (A9) aZaH(d!r only byO(h). The difer-
with the dimensionless functiom(r). For this work, we employ the ~ ©€Nce between equatioris {A10) aid](2b) is more pronounces, sin
usual cubic spline kernél (Monaghan & Lattatizio 1985) similarly to equation[{AB), we do not symmetrise the conititns

w.rt.iandj.
1-6r3(1-r) r<1/2
v+3 1 3

W(I’) = 3 W X 2(1— r) 1/2 <r< 1, (A2)

Vi(2-27) 0 otherwise A4 Time Integration
At each time step, thl are adjusted by performing one Newton- Our scheme employs a kick-drift-kick leap-frog time intgr,
Raphson step in logrlog(h’p) space, i.e. which is second-order accurate. With this scheme, a futib@l)

- time step of sizét consists of the following sub-steps{* means
h « h; (r:\/'_f) (A3) ‘is replaced by’).

; pi

initial kick Computev; anduy; at half step
with a factor of order unity

2w
P
2 My iV

ﬁi =vi+ %6tbi,

. Al2
(A4) 0 =y + %511 U;. ( )

fi=-
full drift Advancet andx; by a full step:
wherew; = w(ry) andwi(r) = w/(r)/r. This method converges
extremely well, except whet, was much too small. In this tet+ot (A13)
case, faster convergence can be achieved by subtractirgeline Xi < Xi +6tvi.
contribution (which does not depend ). Thus, whenevel'p; <
My we use instead of (A3)
filv . 6 Alternatively, for an ideal-gas equation of state one maja®eu in the
h h ( MP - m w(0) ) with f~| -y Z#i I Wij ) (A5) Lagrangian withu = K5?~1/(y — 1) and consider the entropy functith=
h'oi — m w(0) D M W P45~ to be constant (Springel & Hernguist 2002).
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prediction Predicty;, u;, andh; at full step:

Vi < Vi + ot l-)i,
U« U expEti/u),
hi — hi exp@t h,/h,)

sweep 0 Computeh!’p; and f; (equation§ All and A4).

adapt Adjusth; (equatiorLAB of Ab).

sweep 1 Computep;, fi, andh; (eqs[A1[A%#, an A6) as well as
Vi, Vv, andR; (eqs[B8B[BIPR, and 17, usingandV-v from the
previous time step).

between sweepsObtainP; andc; from g; anduy; via the equation
of state, and adajt; via (using eqd:19 arild 14)

(A14)

if @i < Qog,

@ e _ (A15)
oc + (@ — aioc) €XPE6t/7)  otherwise

sweep 2 Computey; (eqs[AT and"AD plus gravitational forces)
andu; (eqs[A8 and’AT0 plus external heating or cooling).

final kick Setw; andy; at full step:

Vi = l’)i + :—2L5tl.)i,
g (Al6)

U = U + §6tui.
In the initial kick and prediction steps, the time derivatvare
known from the previous time step (in case of the very firsetim
step, they need to be precomputed). Note that the quanpitees
dicted in [AI2) enter the final andu; only indirectly via the com-
putation of the time derivatives.

Comparing [BR) and[{B4) to the simple estimator](B1), we see
that the latter corresponds to (conveniently dropping tuexi)
Vo= vtr(D)/tr(T) and the weightsy = mW;. If we splitV into its
isotropic part (divergence), the symmetric traceless pdshear),
and the antisymmetric paR (vorticity),

V=yv1Vul+S+R, (B5)
and insert it into[(BB), we find for the simple estimafor{B1)
Vv = Vo + vitr(ST)/tr(T) + hot. (B6)

whereT denotes the anisotropic (traceless) paf.ofhus, the sim-
ple estimator[(Bl1) contains aB(h°) error term, which originates
from anisotropy ofT in conjunction with velocity shear (owing to
the symmetry off the vorticity is harmless). For perfectly symmet-
ric particle distribution§ = 0, but in general # 0 such that in the
presence of strong shear even a small residuasults in a fail-
ure of the simple estimatdr (B1). This typically happens iffied-
entially rotating discs, where (i) the velocity field is digent-free
but contains shear and (i) even in the absence of rois® owing

to the shearing particle distribution.

B2 A more accurateV-v estimator
From equation{B3), we can also estimate

Vi =D T (B7)

We use an oct-tree, generated just before sweep 0, to find allwhich allows an improved divergence estimator

interacting particle pairs, which are then remembered imgar-
action list, whereby allowing for the fact thit may grow slightly
during adjustment (just after sweep 0). Utilising this matgion list
in sweeps 1 and 2 is much faster than further tree walks. Tine sa
oct-tree is also used in computing gravitational forcegywined
by/Dehnenl((2002).

Our scheme can also be implemented with adaptive individual
time steps organised in a hierarchical block-step scheneeigh
we have not used this in the tests presented in this study.

APPENDIX B: ESTIMATING V-v AND V-v
B1 Failure of the standard SPH estimator forV-v

Our constraint thatyp; be constant (segAI) implies bilpi =
—vh;/h;. Together with the continuity equatign+ p V-v = 0 and
equation[(AB) this yields the simple velocity-divergenstirate

25 M v - X W
Vo, yo 1 A

2R
IR A

(B1)
While this estimate satisfies the continuity equation fa 8PH
density estimatg;; it is not necessarily accurate. To see this, con-
sider the matrixg¢ denotes the outer or dyadic vector product)

(B2)
with w;j some weighting factor. Assuming a smooth velocity field,
we may replacey; in equation[(BR) with its Taylor expansian =

Vi - Xij + O(|%; %), whereV; = V®uly, is the gradient of at position
Xi, and obtain

Di = X vj ® Xj Wj

Di = Vi-T; + hot. (B3)
with the symmetric matrix

Ti = X Xij ® Xij W (B4)

Ve =tr (DT, (B8)

In order to assess the error of this estimator, let us exganfiaw
to second order, replacing equatibnB3) with (droppingitidexi
and using sfiix instead of matrix notation)

Dafﬁ = Vay Tyﬁ - %U(y,yé Uy&ﬁ + h.o.t. (Bg)

with the symmetric tensad; = 3; X; ® X;j ® X; w;. Inserting this
into (B7) we find

\’\/Qﬁ =VUap — %Uw,yé Uyér]T;E + hOt (BlO)

Thus, while this estimator avoids &(h°) error, we still have an
o(ht) error term (sinceJ is one order higher ih thanT). We can
reducethe O(h?) error by a careful choice of the weightg . Tf,

for instancew; = mW;/p thenU — 0 to leading order in the
continuum limitby virtue of the isotropy of the kernel. This limit,
which is commonly used to assess SPH estimators, repfaoes
with fp(xj) dx; under the assumption of a smooth density without
particle noisé. As these conditions are hardly ever truly satisfied,
we can only reduce but not eliminate tt¢h') error term—as we
do not even try to avoid th@(h?) error (hidden in ‘h.o.t.” above),
such a reduction should be okay in most cases.

B3 Estimating V-v

We can estimat&-v either from the change in the estimat@d
over the last time step or as the trace/othe total time derivative

of V. Since (withA = V ® v the gradient of the acceleration)
V=A-V? (B11)

7 Under these conditions als which causes the(h°) error term in the
simpleV-v estimator, vanishes.



(a good exercise for your undergraduate students), we tamads

Vo = tr(A - V7). (B12)

Here, the estimatéi is obtained from the accelerations at the pre-
vious time step in a way analogous to estimatihgin particular
we need to compute the matrix and its inverse only once. The
lowest-order error in this estimate againQgh) « U;, such that
reducingU; by careful choice of the weights remains a good idea.

Note that, by virtue of equatiofi {BIL1), we could estiméte
also asv-v — tr(V2) with the acceleration divergen&w estimated
using the standard divergence estimator, in the hope thax(if)
error term is small since the acceleration is hardly sheared
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