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Stagnation of a cold plasma streaming to the cemtexxis of symmetry via an expanding
accretion shock wave is ubiquitous in inertial ¢oafent fusion (ICF) and high-energy-
density plasma physics, the examples ranging fréasnpa flows in x-ray-generating Z
pinches [Y. Maroret al., Phys. Rev. Lettl11l, 035001 (2013)] to the experiments in support
of the recently suggested concept of impact ignitrolCF [H. Azechiet al., Phys. Rev. Lett.
102, 235002 (2009); M. Murakamgt al., Nucl. Fusion54, 054007 (2014)]. Some
experimental evidence indicates that stagnatioramiaxpanding shock wave is stable, but its
stability has never been studied theoretically. M&sent such analysis for the stagnation that
does not involve a rarefaction wave behind the eda shock front and is described by the
classic ideal-gas Noh solution in spherical andndyical geometry. In either case the
stagnated flow has been demonstrated to be stalilal perturbations exhibiting a power-
law, oscillatory or monotonic, decay with time falt the eigenmodes. This conclusion has
been supported by our simulations done both onrte§ian grid and on a curvilinear grid in
spherical coordinates. Dispersion equation detenmithe eigenvalues of the problem and
explicit formulas for the eigenfunction profiles roesponding to these eigenvalues are

presented, making it possible to use the theoryhjmro code verification in two and three

dimensions.



I. INTRODUCTION

Supersonic stagnation of a cold plasma streanairte center or axis of symmetry is a
key element of many laser- and magnetically-drivetial confinement fusion (ICF) and high-
energy-density physics (HEDP) experiments, see.Refs3 and references therein. In both
indirect- and direct-drive laser fusibhisuch stagnation constitutes the first stage ohtitespot
formation, between the convergence of the leadmugls wave in the vapor at the target center
and the moment when the reflected shock wave reatieedense shéllThe recently proposed
impact-ignition approach to the I€Rises thermalization of the kinetic energy of aefas
accelerated plasma in an accretion shock wavéiesniain mechanism of plasma heating,
thereby requiring much higher implosion velocitiesl000 km/s, than conventional laser
fusion!® Experimental demonstration of plasma heating teiofu temperatures in such
stagnation has been reported for sphetiaatl plandrgeometry.

In cylindrical geometry, thermalization of the kilme energy of magnetically-driven
plasma in an accretion shock wave is a prominaitife of Z-pinch implosion$® The kinetic-
to-thermal energy conversion via an expandingndyical accretion shock wave has been
demonstrated to play a major role in the keV x-raghation production in both gas-puff and
wire-array Z-pinche&’ The same is likely to apply to the deuterium ga$-g-pinch implosions
on the Z facility that produced large yields of Dfbsion neutron$® It has also been
demonstrated that the early-time ablation of wiresylindrical wire-array Z-pinch implosions
produces an almost uniform, low-density, cold preou plasma that coasts to the pinch axis,
stagnating via an expanding accretion shock watgearfairly stable precursor plasma column,

see Refs. 12, 13 and references therein.



The term “accretion shock wave” originally comesnfr astrophysics, where it denotes
the shock front separating the cold infalling gasf the dense stagnated plasma in a variety of
stellar objects, from white dwarfs to core-collagsgpernovae, see Refs. 14, 15 and references
therein. Under the astrophysical conditions, tlae gtavity plays a major role in accelerating the
infalling gas towards the accretion shock. Undex IBF/HEDP experimental conditions the
mechanism of plasma stagnation via the expandisgetion shock is the same, although the
gravity does not play a role in its acceleratiotill, Shere is a sufficient similarity to justifyhe
recently proposed laboratory-astrophysics experisieraimed at observing the so-called
standing accretion shock instabilityin a laser-driven plasma stagnating via a hemisgdle
shock wave.

A planar stagnation via an accretion shock waves that demonstrated in Ref. 7, is
known to be stable. Indeed, such a plasma flonssemrtially the same as a shock-piston flow
driven by a rigid piston moving at a constant véjocAn isolated planar shock wave is stable
unless the equation of state of the shocked mateagasome peculiarities, see 890 of Ref. 18. In

particular, it is always stable for an ideal gathveiny value of its constant adiabatic exponent

The same is true for a planar shock-piston flof. Stability of an expanding shock flow,
however, is a more complex issue. The best-knovameles of such a flow are spherical and
cylindrical blast waves described by the famousoSeself-similar point-blast solutioft. An
expanding blast wave in an ideal gas had beendheally predicted to exhibit an oscillatory
power-law instability growth if the gag was sufficiently smaff*%* Such instability has indeed
been observed in laser-driven experiments witmstgoradiating gase¥, see also Refs. 25, 26

and references therein.



The main physical difference between the planaclsipiston and the expanding blast-
wave flows is that the shock wave is supportechenformer case and unsupported in the latter.
Only the energy initially released in the pointdblgs available to drive the blast wave. Being
stableper se for any y, the shock wave produced by the point blast meaiately followed by
a rarefaction wave that gradually slows it dowrhds been argu&tthat the Vishniac instability
of a blast wav&?® is caused by the shock interaction with the strosgillations in the
downstream rarefaction part of the blast-wave fl®uch strong oscillations in an unsupported
shock wave have been theoretically preditteshd experimentally obsen/@din a planar
geometry.

Stagnation via an expanding accretion shock wavg bea more similar to a planar
shock-piston flow than to an expanding blast-walevf The shock wave representing the
boundary of the stagnated plasma is supported éxitietic energy of the incident plasma. It
might slow down as it propagates but it does natehi®. The simplest and the best-known
example of such stagnating flow is the one-dimarai¢1D) self-similar Noh solutioff, which
has been used for verification of practically eveoge designed to model implosions, explosions
and propagation of shock waves. It describes anatamn of a converging flow of cold plasma in
a constant-velocity shock wave that converts @lkimetic energy of the incident plasma into the
thermal energy of the resting, uniform stagnateasipla. In the absence of a rarefaction wave
behind the expanding shock wave, there seems tw lghysical reason for a hydro instability
development, and one can expect the stagnatingtfide as stable as the shock front itself.

The long experience of successful verificationtwd- and three-dimensional (2D and
3D) hydrocodes against the classic 1D Noh solut®ran implicit confirmation, a sign —

although not a proof — of the hydrodynamic stgbibf stagnation via an expanding shock



wave. There is also some experimental evidenceostipg stability of the accretion-shock flows
in HEDP. Observed dense precursor plasma columenisrkably symmetric and staife’®in
contrast with the stagnated plasma column prodaéted the implosion of the main wire-array
mass, which in most cases is strongly affectechbyntagnetic Rayleigh-Taylor instability. Still,
as far as we know, a small-amplitude stability gsial of the plasma stagnation in an expanding
accretion shock wave has not been done even focldssic Noh solution. Note that since
publication of the original Noh’s work, a few geakzations of his solution, herein referred to as
classic, have been obtained, both in ideal gasrdigsa(see the online supporting material to
Ref. 31) and in MHD?*33

Stability analysis of the classic Noh solutiorofsinterest for several reasons. First, the
stability problem is solved analytically, so itspégit solution could be used for verification of
hydrocodes in two and three dimensions. Second,isha necessary first step in the stability
analysis of more general and realistic stagnattogetion-shock flows described by the available
generalizations of the classic Noh solution. In ¢éx¢ended family of ideal-gas 1D self-similar
solutions describing stagnation in an expandingedion shock wave, to which the classic Noh
solution belongs, the most important one in thspeet probably is the Guderley reflected-shock
solution*3® which closely approximates the early stage ofhibiespot formation in laser fusion
targets: This solution involves a partly supported shockevéhat, similarly to one produced
by a point blast, is slowed down from behind byagefaction wave. Therefore it is not clear in
advance whether or not it becomes unstable fomicevialues of gagy and mode numbelr,
just like the converging-shock Guderley solutiori’iStability analysis of the reflected-shock
Guderley case, will be a natural continuation ahliis work and Ref. 37, where such analysis

has been done for a converging shock wave. Stakitilysis of other hydrodynaritcand



MHD?3*?*3generalizations of the classic Noh solution cotiddslight on the stability of hot-spot
formation and other cases of shock-wave stagnatidaser-fusion and Z-pinch implosions, in
laboratory astrophysics experimefit@s well as guide verification of hydrodynamic avsiD
codes.

Our linear, small-amplitude stability analysis cosvéhe general case of 3D perturbations

of the classic Noh solution for spherical geometmyth small-amplitude distortion of the

expanding shock front proportional to the spherteimonic,Y,"(8,¢), and a special case of

filamentation 2D perturbations exp(imqp) for cylindrical geometry. For the reasons expldine

below, the general case of 3D perturbations foindyical geometry, with the distortion of the

expanding shock proportional mxp(imqa+ikz) needs to be studied separately. For the above

two cases our perturbation problem is solved amaljy, resulting in an explicit dispersion
equation for the eigenvalues determining the timawtion of the solutions, as well as explicit
formulas for the corresponding eigenfunctions. Both spherical and cylindrical cases, the
stagnation via a constant-velocity expanding ammethock wave turns out to be stable. For all
mode numbers, for any value of the gas adiabatomant )y, the distortion amplitude of the
expanding shock front decreases as a power of tmmaost cases such a decrease is oscillatory,
but in some special cases it could be monotonic.

This paper is structured as follows. In Sectiowél describe the formulation and analytic
solution of our perturbation problem (all the datiens in full detail are given in the online
Supplemental material, Ref. 38). In Section Il weesent numerical simulations of the
unperturbed classic Noh problem on a Cartesian igritdvo and three dimensions, and of the
Noh problem with a small initial two-dimensionalrpgbation added to the solution obtained on

a curvilinear grid in spherical coordinates. Wecdss the evolution of the small perturbations
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indicating the difference between the 1D theorésctution and the 2D/3D numerical solutions.

In Section IV we conclude with a discussion.

IIl. THEORY

We solve the equations of ideal fluid dynamics

3

L+0pv) =0, (1)
N vov+Lop=o, )
ot P

Y P

—+v0O|In| = [=0, 3
(at j (py} )

where p(r,t), p(r,t) andv(r,t) are the density, the pressure, and the velo@spectively,

as functions of the Eulerian coordinateand the timet. In Eq. (3) the adiabatic relation of an

ideal gas is postulated in terms of constant ati@baponenty .

The classic 1D Noh solutidhis specified by its initial conditions:

p(r,O) =Fo>
p(r,0)=0, (4)
v(r,0) =-ve,,

where p, is the initial densityy, >0 is the uniform initial radial velocitye, is a unit vector in
the positive radial direction. These initial comuliis describe an infinite space filled with a
uniform cold gas whose initial velocity has the saabsolute value/, everywhere, and it is
directed at each point to the plane, axis or cemitsymmetry in the cases of planar, cylindrical

and spherical symmetry, respectively. These caseslenoted by the values of the parameter

v =1, 2, and 3, respectively.



The 1D expanding-shock flow emerging afte=0" maintains its initial planar,
cylindrical, or spherical symmetf}.Profiles of the density and pressure behind thEaeding

shock front are uniform, and the gas velocity i®ze
p(r.t)=p,,
p(r.t)=p,, (5)
v(r,t)=0, O<r<R(t)

where the expanding shock radiusRgt) = vt and the shock velocity is

-1
V, ZVTVO; (6)

the velocity of the shock front with respect to fite-shock gas i® = v, +v, = (y+1)v, /2. The

uniform post-shock density and pressure are, réispg

_ y+1v
p.=| —| P, 7
s Ey_lJ 0 ()

_y-1 ,_ 2 2

=L _“pov:i=—2_pv2. 8
ps 2 sVO y_l sVs ()

The pre-shock profiles are

v-1
2 vt
p(r.t) :(1+ETSJ Pos

p(r,t)=0, 9)

Obviously, far from the expanding shock front, ratvt - «, p(r,t) - p,, and the

solution (9) stays close to the initial conditio@3. The above classic Noh solution is clearly
self-similar: all the fluid variables depend on tladial coordinate only via the dimensionless

combination



_ r _r
RO o

the self-similar coordinate. The time-dependentitjpos of the shock front corresponds to the
constant value of =1. Inspecting (9) we observe a major differenceveen the planar case of
v =1, on the one hand, and the cylindrical and sphlecasesv =2, 3, on the other. In the
planar case there is no pre-shock convergenceeotdhd gas, it maintains its initial uniform
density before being shocked. In the cylindricad apherical cases, the initial velocity profile,
which remains uniform in the absence of pressuaslignt in the cold pre-shock gas, is not
compatible with a uniform density profile &t 0 because of convergence of the gas moving at
uniform velocity towards the axis or the center.eTfirst line of Eqg. (9) describes the
corresponding pre-shock density increase for 2, 3. The planar Noh solution is therefore
completely equivalent to the shock-piston problemyhich a rigid planar piston d@t=0 starts
moving with a constant velocity into a half-spaitled with a cold uniform gas. Small-amplitude
stability analysis of the planar shock-piston peoblhas been done by many authors, the theory
is now comprehensive, s8é**°and references therein, which is why the planaeea=1 will
not be considered here.

We will study the general case of 3D sphericaltybation problem, where each
perturbation mode is characterized by two integguéar mode numberd, and m, so that the

corresponding displacement of the shock front @peprtional to the spherical function of the

polar angled and azimuthal angle, Y,"(8,¢) = R™(cosd) exdimg), where R™ (cosé) is the

associated Legendre function (below we omit theiments& and ¢ of Y,™). This symmetry

makes it possible to separate the time and spatiables in the perturbation problem, a3y,

and to obtain its explicit analytical solution. As the cylindrical case, the general perturbation



eigenmodes are characterized by two parametergziheuthal mode numben and the axial
wavenumberk, the eigenfunctions being proportional &xp(img+ikz). Since the axial
wavenumber is dimensional, associated with a timependent axial wavelength=2r/k,
the general perturbation problem contains two lersgtales,k™ and Rs(t), one of which is
time-dependent. Therefore the time variable carmmeotseparated, as in Ref. 37; perturbation
amplitudes can be complicated functions of the dsianless time variabl&R,(t) = kv,
exactly as in the planar caS&’>° Here we limit ourselves to the so-called filamépta
mode$’ in cylindrical geometry, assuminig=0, m= 0. For these eigenmodes the perturbation
technique used in Refs. 23 and 37 is fully applieabhe general cylindrical case of finikeand
m, here, as well as in the stability analysis ofasbwave® needs to be addressed separately.
We assume the cold plasma ahead of the expanbouk $ront to be unperturbed. The
perturbations are nonzero only behind the shocktfrahich is itself distorted. Expanding its

displacement in terms of spherical harmonics, waress the time- and angle-dependent radius

of the perturbed spherical shock front as

r,(6.ot)= vst[1+ fZH Zle.m], (11)

where the dimensionless smallness parametex1 is characteristic of all the first-order

perturbation quantities,™is a complex dimensionless amplitude of t(1em) perturbation
mode of order unity,g, , is a complex dimensionless eigenvalue to be chted for this

mode, andt, is a dimensional time unit. The particular chadéehe latter value is not relevant,

since any other choice is easily accommodateddmabng transformation of .
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Similarly, perturbed density and pressure areqgmiesl as functions of all three spatial

coordinates and time as

p(r,6.01)=p, 1+ez[tij | Gl'm(f)v.m], (12)

p(r,6,pt) = p,| 1+ 52(%] Ym Pl'm(E)Y,’“]. (13)

Here G,™and P"™are dimensionless radial eigenfunctions correspanto the(l,m)

perturbation mode. It is convenient to seek therfuastions of the self-similar coordinate (10)

because the boundary conditions for these functmesmposed at the shock front, i.&=1;
these functions are therefore sought in the intedwaé < 1.

The perturbed post-shock fluid velocity, whichtself of the first order of smallness, has
all three spatial components and it can be decoetpogo the sum of its radial and transverse

components:v=v, +v =ve +v,. The radial velocity amplitude has the same amgula

dependence as the density and pressure perturiiation

v (r.6.01) = ev z( ] Vi ()Y, (14)

where V™ is the corresponding dimensionless eigenfunctlanthe following analysis the
transverse velocityv, is not used in its explicit form. Instead, we cddte its transverse

divergence defined by

r0, v, (r,8,pt) =ev, Z( ) D™ (&)Y,", (15)

11



where 0, is the transverse divergence operator, @l is the corresponding dimensionless

eigenfunction, as done in Ref. 37. The scalar dog#i in the left-hand side of (15) is seen to
have the same angular dependence as the right#ided of Egs. (11)-(14). As M, the

equations and boundary conditions defining ourysbdtion problem can be fully expressed in

terms of the function§™, P"™, V;™ and D;"™. In our case of cylindrical geometry with=0,
one only needs to replace in the right-hand sideBgs. (11)-(15) the spherical function™
with the exponentexp(imw) and to remove the superscripindicating the polar mode number.

Below we will omit the summation symbol and the @lag mode numberk andm in the super-

and subscripts of all the eigenfunctions and tigereialueo; ., with the understanding that we

,m?

solve the problem for each particuldrm) (or m, in the cylindrical case) eigenmode separately.

For this mode, from now on we assugig” =1 or ;" =1. Although our notation is close to that
of Ref. 37, note that the definitions (13)-(15)tbé perturbation amplitudeB, V., and D, are

not exactly the same as used there.

Substituting (12)-(15) into the fluid equation3-(8), in the first order inc we obtain our
linearized perturbation equations and boundary itiend. They are presented below in the form
applicable to both spherical and cylindrical geamest We introduce the main mode number

j 20, a non-negative integer. For spherical geomgtsyl , the polar mode number, amd= 3.

For cylindrical geometry = m, the azimuthal mode number, and- 2.

d). v, 1, :
d 2 dp
(0' Ed—{jvrl + _y—ld_{ =0, (17)

12



d 2j(i+v-2)R _
-~ |p - =0, 18
[J fdgj A = (18)

d _
R GRS (19)

One can derive these equations from Eqgs. (17)-¢2®ef. 37, taking into account the
difference in notation and the background flow pest It is probably easier to derive them
directly, as done in Section A of Ref. 38.

The corresponding boundary conditions at the peetlishock fronté =1, are reduced

to
G.(1)=- 2(y”+_11) , (20)
Pl(l):yil[(y—l)a+y—v], (21)
_2(1+0)
V., (1) TR (22)
D,(1) =W (23)

see the derivation in Section B of Ref. 38.

Expressingv.,, D,, G,, and their derivatives vi®, with the aid of Egs. (17), (18), and
(19), respectively, we transform Eq. (16) into ecsel-order equation foP, that can be reduced

to the Gauss hypergeometric equation. We introtlnoeauxiliary functions

ft(5)=zF1(j_20, jﬂz_a:ﬁzz;l\/lffz), (24)

13



where ,F,(a, b; ¢; z) is the Gauss hypergeometric functiol,, =,/(y-1)/(2y) <1 is the
downstream Mach number characteristic of the stebrugk wave. The values of these functions
at the shock front are denoted Iy = f, (1).

Equations (16)-(19) and the boundary conditiong-(28) are satisfied by the following
self-similar perturbation profiles (a detailed @ation is found in Sections A and C of Ref. 38).

The pressure perturbation profile is given by

2[(y-Yo+y-v]
P= 'f , 25
1 (y+1) fS+ E + (E) ( )
Obviously (25) satisfies the boundary condition)(aLé =1 identically, i. e., for anyo. The

pressure perturbation (25) describes a sonic wewerlberating in the shocked gas. The density

perturbation profile

_ 2[(y-)o+y-v]
y(y+1)f,,

G, eit.()-2V y_(ly) (f;)* ") (26)

identically satisfies the boundary condition (20he first term in the right-hand side of (26) is
the contribution to the density perturbation frdme sonic wave (25), whereas the second term
describes the amplitude of the density/entropy upkedtion localized in a fluid particle.

Similarly, the transverse velocity divergence geofi
4i(j+v-2[(y-Yo+y-v]
(¥-1)(i-1-0) 1.

+2j(j+|/—2) +2[(y—l)a+y—v]fs_ ;
y-1 {1 (v+1)(i-1-0)f. }5

D, =- Ei_l f. (E)

(27)

identically satisfies the boundary condition (ZBhe first term in the right-hand side of (27) is

due to the contribution to the transverse divergeoicthe curl-free velocity perturbation from

14



the sonic wave, whereas the second term desctiigesantribution from the divergence-free

vortical velocity perturbation localized in a flugarticle. Finally, the radial velocity profile is

A (y-Yo+y-v] ., L o+l
S P E {f*(‘z) j—1—af‘(‘z)}
2j(j+v-2) {1+2[(y—1)a+y—v]fs_}<w.

(o= (i-o-J(r+ 9L

The first two terms in the right-hand side of (28f the contributions to the radial

(28)

velocity perturbation from the sonic wave, whertrasthird term describes the contribution from
the vortical velocity perturbation.

Substituting (25)-(28) into Egs. (16)-(19), onen aczheck that these equations are also
satisfied identically, for any . The eigenvaluer is to be determined from the requirement that

the radial velocity profile (28) satisfies the bdany condition (22) até =1. The latter

requirement yields the following dispersion equatior o :

{(y—l)a2 +[v(y—3)+ 2]0—(y+ Di(j+v-2+(v-I(y+ ¥ ?z)} f., 29)
2[(y-Yo+y-v](o+j+v-10f_=0.

Note that the dispersion equation (29) for splargeometry, j =1, v =3, does not
contain the azimuthal mode number. It turns out that the spectrum of eigenvaluesound
from (29) for given mode numbe($, m) is fully determined by the polar mode numibeand
independent of the azimuthal mode number although the corresponding eigenfunctions are
explicitly dependent orm via the spherical functiony™. For cylindrical geometry,j =m,

v =2, and the azimuthal mode numhbardetermines the perturbation development.
The transcendental dispersion equation (29) in rgéns not analytically solvable,

although for some particular and limiting caseseitplicit solutions could be found. As we will
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demonstrate below, the number of discrete complgangalues is infinite both for the spherical
and cylindrical cases. We calculate numerically sahthe lowest (i. e., closest to the origin on
the complex plane) eigenvalues and discuss themsyimproperties of the eigenvalues far from
the origin.

Note that the positive argument of the hypergeamainctions in (29) is less than % for

any y, which implies a fast convergence of the Gaus®iggometric series. Calculating partial

sums of the series truncated at some high oMler 1, we reduce the exact dispersion equation
to an approximate one, the left-hand side of wisch polynomial ing of the order2N + 2. All

the complex roots of this polynomial are easy ticudate numerically for anyN . Some of the
approximate roots found this way converge as tkeroof truncationN is increased, and these
are identified with the eigenvalues of the origipabblem. To calculate the eigenvalues shown
below, we have checked the numerical convergenc® tipe order ofN =45. Some lowest-
order eigenvalues foy =5/ 3 are tabulated in the Table for spherical and dyical geometry.
More eigenvalues for several valuesyofire presented in Tables | and 1l of Ref. 38 fdresjzal
and cylindrical geometry, respectively. Typical cjpa are illustrated in Fig. 1 for low values of
=0, 1 and 2 (spherical) andh=0, 1 and 2 (cylindrical). Since all the coefficients
dispersion equation (29) are real, the eigenvaloesare either real or pairs of complex
conjugates. In Fig. 1 and in all our tables we guigsent the eigenvalues with a non-negative

imaginary part.
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Table. Lowest-order (radial mode number1 to 4) eigenvalues found from Eq. (29) for
cylindrical and spherical geometry,=5/3, and angular mode numbensand| varied from O

to 4.
Eigenvalues
Mode #| n 1 2 3 4

m Cylindrical

0 -1 -2 -5.148+ 2.32B | -3.546+ 10.61
1 -2 -4.775 -4.418+ 6.830 | —3.674+ 13.90
2 -3.506+ 4.254 | -4.970+ 10.4B | —3.952+ 16.9R2 | —3.709+ 23.7B
3 -3.493+ 7.06b | -5.327+ 13.8b | —4.313+ 19.8P | —3.888+ 26.6b
4 -3.456+ 9.576 | -5.441+ 17.1b | —4.744+ 22.6B | —4.102+ 29.49
I Spherical

0 -2 -3 -4 -11.5€

1 -3 -7.412 -5.859+ 6.40B | —4.167+ 14.7R
2 -4.449+ 5.06R | —7.038+ 10.85 | —4.535+ 17.6B | —4.243+ 24.76
3 -4.194+ 7.891 | —7.401+ 14.9v | -5.006+ 20.3B | —4.450+ 27.6B
4 -4.066+ 10.3B | -7.268+ 18.8# | -5.660+ 23.0V | —4.693+ 30.40

Inspecting Fig. 1, we observe the following prosrof the spectra. The real parts of all
the eigenvalues are negativieeo < 0, implying that the corresponding eigenmodes ablst
their amplitudes decay with time a5l The decay is monotonic for negative real eigamns)|
which are few, and oscillatory in general. In tlatdr case, the corresponding eigenmode
amplitude at late time decays a&e! cosp (t) where the phasg (t) =lmoint+¢,, ¢, being
a constant, which means that the frequency of #sillations decreases with time as
dg/dt=Imo/t.

The lowest modé =0 or m=0 corresponds to a purely radial perturbation offtbe:

the spherical or cylindrical symmetry of the badkgrd flow is not violated but, say, the shock

location deviates from that predicted by the theorVhere is no transverse motion, hence
Dl(f) =0 for j =0, cf. (27). The perturbation functions and the drspn equation in this case

become particularly simple for the spherical geoyevhen the functions (24) are reduced to

elementary functions:
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Figure 1. Spectra of the eigenvalugsshown in the non-negativen o = 0 half of the
complex plane fory=7/5 (a), y=5/3 (b) and y=2(c). The eigenvalues corresponding to
mode numberd,m=0, 1 and 2 are shown as circles, boxes, and diamoesisectively. Filled
and empty symbols correspond to the spherical ghddcical geometry, respectively. Dashed
and dotted vertical lines in (a) and (b) corresptmdhe asymptotic values (33) étec with
v =2 and 3, respectively. The dotted line in (c) shtwesasymptotic line (37).

o+l

(1"' sz)m _ (1_ M 25)
2(0+D)M¢

f (&)= , (30)

and f_ is obtained by replacingr+1 with g+2 in the right-hand side of Eq. (30). The

dispersion relation (29) for the spherical geome&tmeduced to
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[(2M, +)M20” +(8MZ+M,~ IM g+ M 3- M- M+ J( #M )7

(31)
+[(2M2—1)|V|§02+(8M§—M2—2)Mp+ M3+ M2- M - %( LM 2)a+1: 0

where we have substitute;dzl/(l— 2|V|22) Note that the value ofr = -1, at which the left-

hand side of (31) vanishes, is not the root ofdispersion equation (29) because derivation of
(31) involves multiplying its left-hand side by +1.

For radial perturbations=0 or m=0 there always exist two real eigenvalues. One of
them, o =-v, corresponds to a radial sonic wave because thmicaloperturbations are
excluded by the symmetry, and the entropic pertiohamplitude represented by the second
term in the right-hand side of (26) vanishes idmlly. For this eigenmode, all the

eigenfunctions are nonsingular and expressed graeitary functions:

v-1
v+l

< Ik

(32)
vlzlfpl, D,=0.
4

The other real eigenvalug = —v +1 corresponds to an eigenmode involving an entropic
wave. There could be more real eigenvalues, depgrah the value ofy. For example, for
spherical geometry one more real eigenvalue efostg > 2 and two more forl.556< y< z,
see the Table.

Similarly, for the perturbations with =1 or m=1 there always exists one real
eigenvalueg =-v corresponding to a sonic eigenmode for which th&ogic perturbation
vanishes, cf. (26). But since this mode is notaiadhe vortical contribution represented by the
second term in the right-hand side of (27) is &niFor spherical geometry there can also be

another negative real eigenvalue, which exists @y < 2. It tends too = -4 in the limit of
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high compressibilityy — 1, which is easy to demonstrate by expanding thehkefid side of (29)
in powers of smally—1. For an arbitraryy between 1 and 2 this eigenvalue is less thane.
g., for y=71/5 it equals exactly-5. For the cylindrical geometry the second real egdue,
which only exists fory<2, tends to—-3 in the high-compressibility limity — 1, and it is less
than -3 for any y between 1 and 2.

Figure 1 demonstrates an infinite set of compl@emvalues for any, m, and y. For
the higher-order modes their real paReo tend to a constant value, unlegs 2 (see below),

whereas their imaginary partsno tend to infinity, asymptotically forming an aritketic
progression. We have calculated the limiting valoefeo and the difference characteristic of

this arithmetic progression, see Section D of R&f.

vl y>1,
-1 In(|z2 ’ ’
Reo, 0-Y 14 ( q)m 2 (33)
2 Inz V+3
s - , Y-l ]
L y>> 1
o |n(3+ 2f2)’ '
Imo,,,-Img, ——0O (34)

In <, 2
nl—, y-1lxk 1.
y-1

Here the radial eigenmode numbreis a large positive integen > 1. The reflection coefficient

for a planar sonic wave normally incident upon ackhfront from downstreatfiis denoted by

5p(z) __1-2M, =_\/J_/_\/m, -1< 27/ < 3~ al2= 0171, (35)
op?  1+2M,  Jy+[2(y-1)

) —
R =

where op® and dp' stand for pressure perturbation amplitudes in tioédent and reflected

sonic wave, respectively. [EQ. (35) corrects thpotgn p. 342 of the English edition of Ref. 18.]

The Doppler frequency reduction in the reflectedicavave is given by the factor
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=1 M, 2y 4yl 1< 7, < 3+ 2/ 2= 5.82. (36)

o 1-M, \/z/_\/y_l,
There is a simple heuristic derivation of the agiotic equations (33)-(34). Let us
assume that a normally incident spherical or cyload sonic wave reaches the shock front from

downstream and is reflected back to the centexisr af symmetry att =t,, when the shock
radius isr, = M ct,. Having been reflected from the center or axis,dbnic wave arrives to the
shock front again at=t, = </t,, when the shock radius is, = &r,. There are two factors

contributing to the attenuation of the sonic waweirth the round trip: the reflection from the

shock front and the divergence of the sonic waestfrThe former is given by a factar, (35),

(v-1)

1 1
the latter — by a factor c(frl/ro)'i("'l) =, * ,see Ref. 41, Section 7.4. The total attenuation

1

of the sonic wave therefore equal@;(%s‘_i(v ). On the other hand, it must also equal

(tl/to)” = ©.°to agree with the power-law time dependence assumgiR)-(15). Calculating

1

the logarithm of both sides of the equation” = 272/, B l), we arrive to (33)-(34). These
formulas are valid asymptotically, in the limit lafrge radial mode number, because the planar
formula (35) for the reflection coefficient and takove formuld for wave attenuation at large
distances are only valid when the sonic wavelemngtimuch less than the radius of the shock
front, the condition ensured hy> 1. The above derivation explains why the asympteaicies
(33), (34) depend on the geometry via the parametdetermining the attenuation of diverging
sonic waves, but do not depend on the mode numper, or mode wavelength, because neither

the reflection coefficientzz, nor the Doppler shift factor”, is wavelength-dependent.
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For y=2 the limiting value (33) diverges because the otibem coefficient (35)
vanishes, and the asymptotic behavior of the eigjeieg is different: their real parts tend to
negative infinity for large radial eigenmode numbEne asymptotic formula (34) is still valid.
For spherical geometry arld=0 the eigenvalues on the complex plane asymptofiegproach

the line defined parametrically by

Reo = ——L |n(4—””j— 1 Ino =i( z——lj, (37)
In3 In3

wheren>1 is now regarded as a continuous varidbleigure 1(a), (b) and Tables I, Il of Ref.
38 demonstrate that Eqgs. (33), (34) are valid @hlspherical and cylindrical geometries and for
all mode numbers. Equation (37) is seen in Fig) tqde a good asymptotic approximation for
all mode numbers in spherical geometry; the comedmg curve for cylindrical geometry

exhibits the same logarithmic dependenc&et,, on the mode number at - o .

A structure of the spectrum similar to that of$id@(a), (b) — i. e., an infinite number of

discrete eigenvalues, , a constant negative real part@f and its imaginary parts forming an

arithmetic progression, — has been found for tkeraction of a planar shock wave with a rippled
interface that triggers the development of the Rigler-Meshkov instability (RMI), see Ref. 42.
Substitutingv =1 into (33), we essentially reproduce Eqg. (71) of.RE, whereas (34) is
consistent with Eq. (72) of Ref. 42. Most studiéshe small-amplitude RMf“* concentrate on
the evolution of the single unstable eigenmodetbete is also an infinite set of stable sonic
eigenmodes which exhibit an oscillatory decay aspmex powers of time.

In Fig. 2 we plot some of the eigenfunctions repreing the profiles of pressure, density,

and radial velocity perturbations for spherical getry, y=5/3, | =1 for the first five radial

eigenmodes. The radial mode numbers labeling ties lin Fig. 2 are the same as in the Table.
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Since the expressions (26)-(28) contain the téfmthat diverges at the center (the physical
meaning of this divergence is discussed lat€n,0 for all our stable eigenmodes, the profiles of
G, andV, are shown multiplied by “, which makes the resulting functions regular ia th
whole interval 0< &< 1. For the two lowest radial eigenmode numbers;1 and 2, the

corresponding eigenvalues are real, and so areigeafunctions. For the other three modes the
eigenvalues and the eigenfunctions are complexwandhow in Fig. 2 only the real parts of

these eigenfunctions.
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Figure 2. Eigenfunction profiles of the normalizeetturbations of pressure (a), density (b) and
radial velocity (c) for spherical geometry, angutaode numbel =1 and y=5/3. Only the

real parts of the eigenfunctions are shown. Thesliare labeled by the eigenmode numbers,
same as in the Table.
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Inspecting Fig. 2(a), it is easy to understand tigynumber of the radial eigenmodes has
to be infinite. The sonic contribution of the" radial perturbation mode, Fig. 2(a), is a standing
sonic wave, whose real and imaginary parts botle lexactlyn -2 (for n> 3) nodes between
the center and the shock front. We obviously ndethase standing waves to decompose an

arbitrary pressure perturbation imposed at someefinitial momentt =t, >0 into an infinite

sum of the eigenfunctions of our perturbation peatl It is also clear why these standing sonic
waves decay with time. They reverberate in a spgmeended by the expanding shock wave,
reflecting from this expanding surface from behifdthe reflected sonic waves are thereby

Doppler-shifted to lower frequencies, that is, ¢vér energies, by a large factor of, , see
(36). Moreover, the reflection coefficient, (35) is quite low if the adiabatic index is not too

close to unity, and for oblique incidence the reften coefficient is even lower. The above two
factors ensure the rapid decay of the sonic wavglides for all eigenmodes. Since the pre-
shock gas is unperturbed, the perturbations contbetshock front only from behind as sonic
waves, hence all the perturbation amplitudes nearshock front exhibit a rapid decay as the
shock front expands.

In addition to the sonic contributions, which &rgte everywhere, the profiles of density
and velocity include the contributions of the epyrand vorticity perturbations, respectively.

These perturbations do not propagate through tbeksl gas, they are localized in the fluid
particles. Their contributions are proportional §6 and therefore diverge aé"‘Re"”‘ at £ - 0
while oscillating with a frequency that increaseamé =0 asimag, /¢.

Notwithstanding this divergence, all the eigenfiors (26)-(28) are physically
meaningful. The above divergence is a direct camsece of the separation of variablesandt
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assumed in our perturbation equations. The entaoplyvorticity contributions to the density and

velocity profiles, which identically satisfy the nerbation equations (16)-(19), are arbitrary

time-independent functions (r) of the radiusr . But since its argument is=vté, and the

separation of variables imposes the same time depeet’on all the perturbation functions,

the functionF (r) for each eigenmode has to be proportional to @ingespower of its argument,

that is, to(t&)”.

This divergence is due to the singular nature af perturbation problem at the time
origin, t =0", when the radius of the shock front is zero. Timalsamplitude assumption, on
which the theory is based, requires the shock aigphent amplitude to be much smaller tikan

but this requirement clearly cannot be satisfiethatinitial instant. We have essentially the same
situation in the case of RMYf. The difference is that in the latter case, we hawe unstable
eigenmode that is regular at- 0". There is a single radial eigenmode that descrthes
instability development, and all the studies of dhessical RMI focus on f¢** other modes,
which are diverging at — 0" and thereby singular &t - 0, rapidly decay with time and do not

affect the numerical results or analytical lategiasymptotics.
Stability of the Noh solution implies that such tpeibation eigenmodes are the only ones
that exist. Our theory is therefore only applicafti@ting from some finite instant of time, which

we can identify with our time unit introduced inl{i t>t,>0. Then, formulating the initial
conditions that correspond to a particu(zhrm,n) eigenmode at =t,, we can take the exact

pressure perturbation profile given by (25) asitfitgal condition for the pressure. All the other
perturbation functions are singular &—- 0 unless we deal with the radial eigenmode that
corresponds td =0 or m=0 and o =-v, see (32). In the other perturbation functions, we
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replace the diverging term&’ with arbitrary functions off defined on the intervad< é <1.

These functions have to be regularéat 0 and smoothly join the exact eigenmode profiles at
later instant of time — the two requirements thestve a high degree of arbitrariness in their
choice. The profiles constructed this way satigfyafi the boundary conditions at the shock front

att=t,. At t >t, difference in the density/entropy and vorticitytpebations would not affect

the continuously added shocked gas because thes®mupropagating perturbations localized at
the fluid particles and do not interact with simifgerturbations in the particles shocked later. As
the time increases, the radius where the numesiclaition deviates from our exact solution

decreases, when compared to the shock radiug, /as For t >>t, the profiles of the fluid

variables reproduce our eigenfunctions in mosthefghocked volume with the exception of the
immediate vicinity of the center or the axis of syetry, where the solution constructed this way
is regularized, i. e. non-singular. Such solutionld be used for a 2D or 3D code verification,

which is itself a non-trivial problem, as demontdtain the next Section.

t/t
0

Figure 3. Relative shock front displacement amgbétws. normalized time for cylindrical
geometry,y =5/3, m=2 and the three lowest eigenvalues listed in thdelab

Figure 3 illustrates the time history of the nonnad relative shock displacement
amplitude oR, =5rs(t)/R5 = Re(t”) for the particular case of cylindrical geometny =2
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azimuthal mode numbery=5/3 and the three lowest complex-conjugate eigenvahids
radial mode numbera =1, 2, 3 in the Table. All the mode amplitudes arenmalized to unity at

t =t,. Plotting the absolute value @R, makes it possible to use the log-log scale, Haistg
the rapid decay of these perturbations ensurethédyarge negative real parts af . Frequency
of the oscillations is seen to increase withas a result of the increased imaginary parbof

The frequency, which for a givem appears as constant on the log time scale of3Fdecreases

with time ad./t. For the given mode number, the increase olint corresponding to sequential

zeroes ofRe(t”) equalsAint =7/ Img,. For the lowest-order mode=1 in Fig. 3 we have:
7/ Iimo, =0.738¢%, and the nodes ofRe(t”) form a geometric progression: between the two

subsequent nodes the time increases by a consizot equal toe®***=2.093 for n=1, as

seen in Fig. 3. The same applies to all the otigemenodes oscillating at higher frequencies.

IIl. NUMERICAL SOLUTION OF THE NOH PROBLEM
A. Simulations on a Cartesian grid
As a first step towards using the above analytiatem for hydro code verification, we
have simulated the Noh expanding-shock flow stgrirom eithert =0 or a finite moment of

time, t =t,. The simulations were done for cylindrical antiescal geometry, in two and three

dimensions, respectively, on a uniform Cartesiad.gdo 2D or 3D perturbations have been
initially imposed. The Cartesian grid itself proggla constant input of perturbations through the
expanding shock front due to the non-alignment betwthe theoretical shape of the shock front,
spherical or cylindrical, and the cell boundariemted along the Cartesian axes. Here we are
examining whether a particular code (Athena) rugron a uniform Cartesian mesh is a viable

candidate for the use of this analytic solutioraaerification tool. We know that attempting to
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use a Cartesian mesh to simulate a problem forhwthie unperturbed solution has cylindrical or
spherical symmetry will result in numerically indut noise, even with no initially imposed
perturbations. The first question before us tlemwhether this numerically induced noise will
decay at a rate faster than the rate at which @mliy imposed perturbation would decay
physically. If so, then this code is a candidateMerification via the analytic solution we are
introducing here. If not, then this code, when ama Cartesian mesh, is probably not a good
candidate for examining decaying perturbationseftype addressed here.

The simulations were done using a version of ttreeAa codé> *° This Eulerian code is
based on a high-order Godunov finite-volume diszagibn. The fluid variables are carried at the
cell centers and the code conserves mass, momeahdaoptal energy. This code had originally
been developed for astrophysical studies and igedgtsupported by a growing community. In
fact, our choice of a Cartesian mesh rather thagliadrical one was dictated in part by the
confidence that we had developed in the Cartestasian of Athena during our previous work
on the MHD version of the Noh problethand in part out of our curiosity about whethertsac
high-performance code could properly resolve dewpyperturbations even on a non-aligned
mesh. Our original intent had been to subsequentéycise the newly-added cylindrical mesh
capabilities of Athena for this test, but we endeuwed some numerical difficulties with that
effort which we have not yet been able to resolWe will attempt that exercise, or a similar
one, at a later date.

We have choser=5/3, v, =1, and p, =1, so that the expanding shock velocity (6) is
v, =1/3. For cylindrical and spherical geometny=2 and 3, we have the post-shock values
p, =16, p,=16/3, and p,=64, p,=64/3, respectively, see Egs. (7) and (8). In the

simulations the latter values are approximate ratien exact because the pre-shock pressure is
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not exactly zero, as in (4). We have takgn=10"°, which implies a deviation from the exact
solution only in the 8 and higher digits. The computational box is symioe{-L, L]* and

[—L, L]3 for 2D cylindrical and 3D spherical geometry, resively, with L=3.5. The
resolution of a uniform square Cartesian grid fgindrical geometry wasN?, with the number

of cells per axisN, varied from 256 to 4096, and for spherical geoynigtwas N2, with N_

C

varied from 128 to 768. The Courant number was keptd at 0.2 in both cases. When the

simulation run started from a finite momentt;, the initial conditions for all fluid variables

were determined by the exact 1D self-similar Nolutsan given by the formulas (5) and (9) by
point-wise evaluation at grid cell centers. Théexta code was configured to use the van Leer
integrator, third-order reconstruction in primitivariables, and the Roe Riemann solver with H-
correction. The version of Athena provided by Btoné’ allows the H-correction to be used
with the van Leer integrator, whereas the latebtipuelease, version 4.2, does not.

Figures 4 to 6 present the simulated maps of presslensity and radial velocity for

the case of 2D cylindrical geometry initiated a fmite instant of timet, =2, when R, =2/3,
and simulated withiN, =1024. The color ranges in all maps are adjusted to esipb the post-

shock solutions. The pressure maps of Fig. 4 shmwic Perturbations, which are particularly
noticeable for modesn=4 and 8. As the shock front expands, the perturlredspre field
becomes smoother: the amplitudes of these pertanbatodes decrease, although they remain
observable in the vicinity of the shock front. Figb shows the simulated density maps for the
same conditions. Note the difference between Hgsnd 5. The density map includes the
contributions from the sonic waves and entropyysbdtions. The former perturbations decay

with time, whereas the latter ones stay constanthé shocked fluid particles. We clearly
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recognize in Fig. 5 the perturbations of both kin@lee entropy perturbations contribute the
recognizable steady patterns with=4 and 8 symmetry. They are particularly large néar t
radial position where the numerical solution wasiahzed. This is a signature of the initial
conditions imprinted on the grid before the numaraolution started approaching the theoretical
solution. The sonic perturbations are responsibtetlie oscillatory wave patterns, which are
mostly visible near the shock front. Similar pel@tion profiles are recognizable in the maps of
radial velocity shown in Fig. 6 for the same cormis. Here the steady patterns are due to the
vorticity perturbations that stay constant in thedf particles.

The general decay of perturbations in the shocledwgth time is best characterized by

the pressure perturbation amplitude. For any eigestion, the latter decays with time a8

the negative power being 3 or greater, see theeTaht Fig. 3. To evaluate the average
amplitude of the relative root-mean-square (rm&sgure perturbation, we use the following
metric:

s 2 (m )

s i=1 S

where p,=16/3= 5.33! is the theoretical post-shock pressure given Qy #8d p is the
pressure in thé"™ grid cell. The summation in (38) is done over thk N, grid cells fully
contained between =0 andr = R, —2Ax, wherer =R, is the theoretical shock front position
and Ax=2L /N, is the grid spacing. Figure 7(a) shows the pedtish metric (38) vs. time for

the simulation runs done starting from=0 in cylindrical geometry with the highest grid

resolutionN_ = 4096. The value ofdp,, is presented for

30



-3.0 -20 -1.0 0.0 1.0 2.0 3.0

Figure 4. Simulated postshock pressure maps foindri¢al geometry, y=5/3 and the
normalized time increased frotn=4 to t =10.
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-3.0 -20 -1.0 0.0 10 2.0 3.0

Figure 5. Simulated postshock density maps forndyical geometry, y=5/3 and the
normalized time increased frotn=4 to t =10.
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-3.0 -2.0 -1.0 0.0 1.0 2.0 3.0

Figure 6. Simulated postshock maps of radial vejdor cylindrical geometryy =5/3 and the
normalized time increased frotn=4 to t =10.

t>&(2+x/;), (39)
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when at least one grid cell per quadrant is futiptained inside the radius= R, — 2Ax, so that

a meaningful evaluation of (38) can be made. Faveloresolution this instant will be
accordingly later. We have checked that the vafuém,, is independent of resolution and fully
determined by the number of the grid cells fully@oned behind the expanding shock front, that
is, by the ratioR,/ Ax. The deviation of the numerical perturbation fi&dm the 1D theory is
not due to a random noise, like that generatedbgd-off errors, but rather it is a robust feature
of the finite-difference 2D approximation of theiginal Noh problem. On the log-log scale of

Fig. 7(a), the curverfpm(t) asymptotically approaches a straight line, indincaa power-law

time dependence. The asymptotic power index estunédr these simulation results +4/2,

which is illustrated by the straight dotted lingp, . (t) Ot™2. The decay illustrated by Fig. 7(a)

is thereby slower thart™, the power law characteristic of the radial eigede m=0
corresponding the lowest value af= -1 for cylindrical geometry, cf. Fig. 1.
A similar behavior has been detected when the sathena code was used for 3D

simulations of the spherical Noh problem. Figuresl®ws the simulated density map on the
(x, y) plane att =10 obtained in a simulation done fgr=5/3, started att, =2 (the same
conditions as in the 2D cylindrical simulationsugtrated by Figs. 4-6), but performed in 3D
spherical geometry with a lower resolutioN, =128. Qualitatively it is not different from the

similar map of Fig 5. The wave patterns due tostigic perturbations are more visible here due
to the lower resolution. The steady structures tuentropy perturbations are also prominent,

more so near the area of the shock initiation.
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Figure 7. Relative rms pressure perturbation aogdiop,, .. vs. time for simulations run on

Cartesian grid foy =5 / 3. (a) 2D cylindrical geometry, resolution 469®) 3D spherical
geometry, resolution 788Straight dotted lines in (a) and (b) correspanthe sloped t™?and
Ot™°, respectively.

-3.0 -20 -1.0 0.0 1.0 2.0 3.0

Figure 8. Simulated postshock density map for thesBherical geometryy =5/ 3, resolution
128 and the normalized time=10.
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Figure 7(b) shows the perturbation metric (38) withhe appropriate value of

p, =64/3= 21.33{ vs. time for the simulation run foF=5/3 in 3D spherical geometry with
the highest resolutiomN_, = 768. The results are shown starting for the time gilsgr(38) with
v =3 when at least one grid cell per octant is fullyptained inside the radius= R, - 2Ax, so

that a meaningful evaluation of (37) can be madereHagain, we have checked that the
perturbation metric (37) is a function of the numbéthe grid cells fully contained behind the

expanding shock front, and it is independent ofrdsolution. On the log-log scale of Fig. 7(b),

the curvedp,,(t) asymptotically approaches a straight line. Howgthee power index here is

not the same as for the cylindrical geometry, F{@). Rather, it is approximateid/5, which is

illustrated by the straight dotted lingp, (t) Ot™"°. Here again, the decay illustrated by Fig.

7(b) is slower thant™, the power law characteristic of the radial eigede | =0
corresponding the lowest value af= -2 for cylindrical geometry, cf. Fig. 1.
B. Simulations on a curvilinear grid in spherical coordinates

Numerical solution of the Noh problem on a curweln grid in spherical geometry has
been conducted in 2D, assuming azimuthal symmeétrg.symmetry enables us to calculate in a
two-dimensional computational grid and save contputal resources. The curvilinear
coordinates of the axes were in radial and polactons. The cell size was uneven in the radial
direction, so that the ratio between the cell simd the radius of its center was constant. The
radius of thaé™ node was expressed as

max in

r=r, exp[.'—l ln@} (40)
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wherer, andr,

out

are, respectively, the inner and outer boundarfigise computation domain,
Imax IS the number of grid nodes in the radial direttid/e have choser), =0.001andr,, =1,

and the number of grid nodes was up to 1233 andrbit® radial and polar directions,
respectively. A source term related to the preskre acting on different radial positions was
introduced in the radial momentum equation.

Convective terms were evaluated using the SLAUZes®® that provides robust
modeling of strong shock wave propagation and leas lised in our previous stutfyHowever,
preliminary calculations had shown that the origitslAU2 scheme produced spurious
rarefaction waves emitted from the shock fronthe tenter. We found that this effect can be
suppressed by increasing the numerical viscosigspecially in the proximity of the shock

wave. The numerical mass flo and pressure flu}p adopted in the present calculations were
expressed by following equations.

Vn,L +
2

Vn,L

VnR_
* Pr

Vn R

Vn,L

m:pL +S|:(1— Q)M(V

X (p-pa)| (a1
ot el e} = (e pR)} (41)

|2

- 2
p= max{ P ; Pe 1 (p. - pR)+[ —|VL| ;|VR (fp+ + 1 —1)+ 0.2(vn’L _Vn,R)]

2 (42)

x%min(cL,cR), min( p, ’IOR)} ’

s=1- min{l, ma{ OM,, ~M, + miE %— M} . (43)

Herev, v., p, p andc are, respectively, the velocity vector, the vapcomponent

h_ ‘1
Pr

normal to the cell boundary, density, pressure speed of soundM, is the Mach number

evaluated by the velocity normal to the boundatye 2nd order MUSCL interpolation has been
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applied to the density, velocities and temperatdiee other values, e.g. the pressure, are
calculated from the interpolated values. Subscriptsnd R indicated which side of the grid
points was utilized for the MUSCL interpolation,dag, f and y are switching parameters
depending on the Mach number defined in the origieference’® We have introduced the new
parameters that detects the strong moving shock as seereiftNth problem. The parameter
controls the numerical diffusion in order to aveidmerical generation of spurious rarefaction
waves. The three-points backward difference (secorter in time) was adopted for the
temporal terms. The time step utilized wag10°, for which the maximum CFL number was
about 2.6.

Numerical calculations have been carried out lier hackground conditions similar to

those of Section Ill.A: specific heat ratp=5/3, initial velocity v, =1, initial density p, =1,

and initial pressurep, =10°. The initial shock radius was modulated via thegeredre

polynomial of the ordet :

r,(t=t,8) =r,, +or,R(cosd). (44)
We set the initial shock position without pertuiba r;; to 0.1xr,, and the
modulation amplitude of the shock position eitharoz or or, =0.05xr,;; . No initial

perturbation other than shock position was apphetie present calculations.

The pressure perturbation metric (38) has beenfrmddas the weighted sum

_ |1 B
OPps = [ D V| -1 45
pTI’T\S \/z I\/I |I(pS J ( )

where V, is the volume of thé™ grid cell, because here these volumes are diffefEme

summation oveti in (45) is done over all the grid cells fully camted behind the expanding
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shock front. Similarly, the relative rms displacemef the shock front is defined by the

weighted sum

— 1 r‘s,j _ i

where S, is the outer surface area of iffegrid cell through which the shock front passethat

given instant of timey,; is the shock radius corresponding to this celtl an,is the average

shock radius at the given instant of time.

Figure 9 shows the relative rms pressure pertiobamplitudesdp,,,, vs. time for the
simulations run for the radially-symmetric case lof 0 (a) (for this case we have chosen
or,=0 in (44)) and 1 =1, 2, 3, and 4. The time is shown normalized witlspezt to

t, =

fene / Vs = 0.3, Wherev, =1/3 is given by (6). We see that in all cases theevaltiop,
does not decay as in Fig. 7; rather, it fluctudtesveen 0.1 and 0.01 with a constant frequency.
These sonic perturbations being constantly addedetdlow are apparently due to the new grid
cells joining the shocked area. As the shock frmopagates outward, the ratio of the grid cell
size to the shock front radius does not decreagetime, which explains the difference with the
results of Section Ill.A. Figure 9 demonstrateg tha numerical noise is essentially the same for

all values ofl and is thereby mainly due to the purely radiat,0 deviation of the numerical

solution from the theory.
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Figure 9. Relative rms pressure perturbation aoitop, . vs. time for simulations run on a
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Figure 10. Relative rms shock displacement amitdR,, . vs. time for simulations run on a
2D curvilinear grid in spherical coordinates fp=5/3. (a) | =0, dr, =0 in (44); (b), (c), (d)
and (e) correspond tb=1, 2, 3, and 4, respectively, amad, /r,,,, =0.05. Straight dotted lines

s,init
correspond to the slop@t™** where g, is the lowest-orden =1 eigenvalue for a giveh in
the Table. The double arrows in (c), (d) and (€)date the relative time increase between the
two sequential zeroes of the lowest-order madgy(77 / Ima;,) .

Figure 10 demonstrates, for the same conditionkigs9, the simulated relative rms

displacement of the shock front vs. time. Accordit@y the theory, the relative shock

displacement amplitude depends on time‘ador each radial mode. The power indicReo;,
corresponding to the lowest-order modes correspgnidi n =1 in the Table forl =0, 1, 2, 3,

41



and 4 are—2, -3, —4.449, -4.194, and-4.066, respectively. The corresponding slopes are
illustrated in Fig. 10 by thin straight lines. The=1 eigenmodes fol =0 and 1 are non-
oscillatory. Forl =2, 3 and 4 the denominator of the geometric prograssharacteristic of the

oscillations of the shock displacement amplitudeex'ep(n/ Imal) =1.86( 1.489, and 1.353,

respectively. These intervals are shown in Figéc)1@d) and (e) as the time scale of the lowest-
frequency oscillations, cf. Fig. 3.

Given that the radial =0 pressure perturbation amplitude does not decdy timte, see
Fig. 9, we cannot expect the simulated shock digphent amplitude to decay with time
according to the theoretically predicted law ™. The amplitude shown in Fig. 10(a) basically

stays constant, which is consistent with Fig. 9fde magnitude oPR, in Fig. 10(a) is much

smaller compared to the other parts of Fig. 10,revlliee simulated shock perturbations with the
angular dependence given bBy=1, 2, 3 and 4 are demonstrated to decay with timea i
reasonable agreement with the above power lawsgpeddoy the theory. The half-periods of the

low-frequency oscillations in Figs. 10(c), (d) afe) are seen to be consistent with the above
values ofexp(77 /Ima,). These results, together with those of Sectiom|lprovide another
confirmation of the stability of the classic NoHwg@mn. Moreover, they demonstrate the decay
of shock front perturbation amplitudes for the ndeith | =1, 2, 3 and 4 in a general

agreement with the predictions of the theory. Thiicates a possibility of using our theory for

more detailed code verification.

IV. CONCLUSIONS
We have presented a stability analysis for the kstpcase of stagnation via an

expanding accretion shock wave represented by kssic Noh solution in spherical and
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cylindrical geometry. The stagnation has been detnated to be stable for any adiabatic index

y and all mode numbers and m. All the perturbation eigenmodes decay with tirsgpawers

of t. The decay is oscillatory for most eigenmodes, dbeillation frequency decreasing with
time as 1/t. Our present results represent the necessarysfagtin a systematic stability study
of the 1D flows that describe stagnation via adoneshock, which by definition are partly
supported by the incident plasma flow, but not sea&ly fully supported, as in the classic Noh
case, which opens the possibility for an instabiltevelopment. The most relevant for
ICF/HEDP example of such accretion-shock flow is thflected-shock phase of the Guderley
solution®**® Purely gasdynamic stability analysis, like thabeldere and in Ref. 37, is, in turn, a
pre-requisite for a more complete analysis accagntor additional physics, including MHD
effects®** radiative energy losses from the stagnated cytiatiprecursor plasm&;*® or both
radiative losses and gravity in astrophysical atmmeshock flows:” Such study is obviously
necessary for the analysis of the laboratory-abisigs experiments proposed in Ref. 16.

The physical stability of the classic Noh solutiartwo and three dimensions ensures the
lasting value of this solution as a 1D verificati@st for hydrocodes. We have presented some
examples of such numerical verification in two atimee dimensions for cylindrical and

spherical geometry. Our numerical solutions obthioe a Cartesian grid using the Athena code

have been demonstrated to converge to the clasdicsblution as the value of the ratiy / Ax

increases with time, as should occur. The 2D or r@Dnerical solution asymptotically

approaches the 1D theoretical solution but devites it due to the non-alignment between the
theoretical shape of the shock front, cylindricakpherical, and the grid cell boundaries, which
are parallel to the Cartesian axes. As the 2D os@fhic perturbations decay while reverberating

inside the shocked gas, new perturbations are badugd through the shock front, thereby
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determining the overall perturbation dynamics. CGhiog the relative rms pressure perturbation

amplitude dp,.,, as a metric of the difference between the numlesaind theoretical solutions,

we have found thadip, . decays with time as-t™> and ~t™" for 2D cylindrical and 3D

spherical geometry, respectively. The above pon@exes are lower than those characteristic of
the physical eigenmodes corresponding all the asfemode numbers starting from=0 and
| =0 . Therefore the “perturbation field” in our simtitms is totally determined by the
discreteness of the grid. In other words, succéesside verification in 1D does not imply that
the 2D or 3D perturbation field is also simulatedwxately.

Our 2D simulations done on a curvilinear grid irhepcal coordinates with the an

improved version of the code used in Ref. 37 doraptoduce the decay afp,, with time

because the dimensions of the grid cells reachethéyshock front do not become smaller
compared to the shock front radius as it expandsieNheless, the simulated decay of the
amplitudes and oscillation frequencies of the redatms shock-front displacement for radial
modes withl =1, 2, 3 and 4 are found to be in a general agreemghtthe theory, which is
encouraging.

The exact analytic expressions obtained here fereigenmodes in principle open a
possibility for using the exact solutions of thertpbed Noh problem for verification of
hydrocodes. Our numerical examples demonstratédiisais a non-trivial task because in the
Cartesian simulations it is hard, if not impossibie resolve the rapidly decaying physical
eigenmodes on top of the numerical deviation from 1D solution that decays much slower. It
would be interesting to find out if a different nental scheme, e. g. one using cylindrical or

spherical coordinates, can reduce sufficientlyetfiect of grid discreteness on the simulations of
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the Noh problem, so that the dynamics of the playseigenmode could be resolved. This

guestion remains open for future studies.
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