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A bstract

Reoonnection rate is found for the canonical sin plest case of steady-—
state two-din ensional sym m etric reconnection in an incom pressble plasm a
by m atching of outer P etschek solution and intemaldi usion region solution.
The reconnection rate cbtained naturally incorporates both Sweet{Parker
and Petschek regin es, the latter seem s to be possble only for the case w ith
strongly localized resistivity.
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I.. NTRODUCTION

M agnetic reconnection is an energy conversion process which occurs in astro—
physical, solar, space and laboratory plasm as (eg., Hones' ; P riest?) . F irst attem pts
to explain the fast energy release In solar aresbased on pure resistive m agnetic eld
djssjpgtjon Sweet®; Parker') showed that the energy conversion rate is estin ated

asl= Reg, ,where
Vi L

Re, = @)

is the global Reynolds number, L is the halfdength of reconnection layer, V, is
A Ifirenic velocity, and  is resistivity. For typical conditions In the solar corona the
Sweet-P arker rate tums out to be orders of m agniudes too an all when ocom pared
to experin ental data.

In 1964 Petschek® pointed out that in a highly{conducting plasn a dissipation
needs only to be present within a sn all region known as the di usion region, and
energy conversion occurs prin arily across non{linear waves, or shocks. T his gives
another estin ation ofthem axin um reconnection rate 1=lnRe, which ismudch m ore
favorable for energy conversion.

Unfortunately, up to the present i is still unclear which conditions m ake
P etschek-type reconnection to be possbl and which are responsibl for the Sweet—
Parker regin e. T he fact is that num erical sin ulations (B iskam p,1986, Scholkr, 1989)
were not able to reproduce solution of Petschek type but rather were In favor of
Sweet-P arker solution unless the resistivity was localized in a an allregion (eg., S
holer 1989, Yan, Lee and P rest, 1992, Ugai, 1999). T he laboratory experin ents also
Seam to observe Sweet-P arker regin e of reconnection (U zdensky et al., 1996, Jiet
al,1999).

From the m athem atical point of view the problm of reconnection rate is con—
nected w ith the m atching of a solution for the di usion region where dissipation is
In portant, and solution for the convective zone where idealM HD equations can be
used.But up to now thisquestion is stillnot resolved even for the canonical sim plest
case of steady-state two-din ensional sym m etric reconnection In an incom pressible
plhana.

It is the aimn of this paper to present a m atching procedure for the canonical
reconnection problem . T he reconnection rate obtained from them atching tums out
to incorporate naturally both Petschek and Sweet-P arker regim es as lim iting cases.

P etschek solution

W e consider the sinplest theoretical system oonsisting of a two{din ensional
current sheet which ssparates two uniform and identical plasn as w ith oppositely
oriented m agnetic elds B (.Petschek (1964) pointed out that the di usion region
can be considerably an aller than the whole size of the reconnection layer and that



the outer region contain two pairs of standing slow shocks. These shocks de ect
and accelerate the lncom ing plaan a from the In ow region Into two exit Etswedged
between the shodks (see Figure 1).This gt area between the shocksw ith accelerated
plaan a is traditionally called out ow region.

In the dim ensionless form the Petschek solution can be presented as follow s
(P etschek, 1964, for details see Vasyliinas, 1975):

In ow region:
= 0;v= " @)
4" 1 4" X
By,=1 —]np%; B,= —arctan—: 3)
X+ y Y
Out ow region:
vw=1;,v,=0;By=0;B,=": 4)

E quation of shock in the rst quadrant is the follow ing:
y= "x: )

Here x;v are directed along the current sheet and in the perpendicular direction,
respectively. W e nom alized the m agnetic eld to B, length to L, plasn a velocity
to A Mfirenic velocity V5, and electric eld E to A lfirenic electric eld E 5 = VaBy.

T he reconnection rate

"=E=E, << 1 ©)

is supposed to be a an all param eter of the problan .
Expressions @) are the asym ptotic solution with respect to " of the M HD
system of equations

v r)v= rP + (@B r )B; (7)
E+ (v B)= gcurB; @®)
divB = 0; divv = 0; 9)

and the R ankine-H ugoniot shodk relations in the lim it Reg, ! 1 .Petschek did not
cbtain a solution In the di usion region, instead he estin ated m axin um reconnection

rate as 1=nR g, ofusing som e sim ple physical suggestion .G enerally speaking, this
In pliesthat the P etschek m odelgives any reconnection rate from SweetP arker value
1= Re, up to 1=IhR g, , and i is stillunclear w hether P etschek reconnection faster
than SweetP arker reconnection ispossible. The problm can be solved by m atching
of a solution for the di usion region and Petschek solution @H) .

D i usion region scaling
W e renom alizetheM HD equationsto thenew scalesBJ; V,); E) = BJV,), where
all quantities are supposed to be taken at the di usion region upper boundary, and



at the half length of the di usion region 1. W e have to use the disspative M HD
equations (]{§) fr the di usion region w ith R eynolds num ber

Vil

Re) = ; (10)

and electric ed E = "°,
T he scaling for the di usion region is sin ilar to that for the P randtlviscous layer
(see Landau and Lifshitz, 1985):
XO; Bg; VS,' P° O @),
Sl
v% BS; VS; "o 1= R : 11)

C ons=equently, the new boundary layer variables are the follow Ing:

XZXO;FXZBg;VXZVg;F=PO;

q S
v=y° Ref%;B},=B$ Rq%;vy=v3 Rel; =" Rl : 12)
The di usion region R eynolds num ber is suppos%d tobeRe? >> 1, and therefore in

the zero-order w ith respect to the param eter 1= R el the boundary layer equations
tum out to be:

vie+ v B, B, = (13)
divB = 0; divv = 0; 14)

P= P &); (15)

vB. wB, %=~y (L6)

where ~ (¢;y) is the nom alized resistivity ofthe plasn a with m axinum value 1.

U nfortunately, the appropriate exact solutions of the boundary layer equations
{3{[1§) are unknown, therefore we have to solve the problem num erically. Them ain
di culy is that the intemal reconnection rate % is unknown in advance and has
to be determ Ined for given resistivity ~ (¢;¥), given total pressure P (%), and By (%)
given at the upper boundary of the di usion region. In addition, the solution must
have P etschek-type asym ptotic behaviour {{f) outside of the di usion region.

A Ihough we are Jooking for a steady-state solution, from the sim ulation point of
view it isadvantageousto use relaxation m ethod and solve num erically the follow ng
unstationary system ofboundary layerM HD equations:

Qv @vy vy @By @By _ @P (%)
T Vg T Vg Byxer Byvey = ax / a7
& = arly B) ardl (y) aurB (18)
diwB = 0; divvw = O: 19)



Startingw ith an lnitialM HD ocon guration under xed boundary conditionswe look
for convergence of the tim edependent solutions to a steady state.
Asinitialcon guration we choosea X -type ow andm agnetic eld:v, = %x; ¥, =
v; Bx = y; By, = =x.The distribution of the resistivity is traditional (see
(Ugai, 1999, Scholer 1985)):

(iy) = det =% o7 4 20)

wih d+ £ = 1 where coe cient d describes Inhom ogeneous resistivity, and £ is
resoonsible for the background resistivity.

The problem under consideration oconsists essentially of two coupled physical
processes: di usion and wave propagation. To m odel these processes, two-step w ith
respect to tin e num erical schem e hasbeen used. At 1st, convectional tem s were
calculated using the G odunov characteristic m ethod, and then the ellptical part
was treated im plicitly.

C alculations were carried out on a rectangularuniform grid 100 145 In the rst
quadrant w ith the follow ing boundary conditions:

Lower boundary: symm etry conditions @v,=Qy = 0; v, = 0; By = 0; induction
equation ([§) hasbeen used to com pute the B, com ponent at the x {axis.

Left boundary: symm etry conditions v, = 0; Q@v,=@x = 0; @B,=Q@x= 0; B, = 0.
R ight boundary: free conditions @vw,=@x = 0; Qv,=Q@x = 0.

Upper (n ow) boundary:v, = 0; By = 1.

N ote, that this In plies that we do not prescribe the incom ing velocity, and hence
the reconnection rate: the system itselfhas to determm Ine how fast it wants to recon—
nect.

The totalpressure can be xed to 1 In the zero-order approxin ation: P = 1.

Let us discuss the result of our sin ulations. For the case of localized resistivity
where we chose d = 095; £ = 005; s, = s, = 1 in the equation (), the
system reachesPetschek steady state (seeF igure 2) w ith clearasym ptotic behaviour,
pronounced slow shock, and the reconnection rate tumsouttobe ® 0:7.

From the other hand, for the case ofhom ogeneous resistivity d= 0; £ = 1, the
system reaches Sweet-P arker state (see Figure 3) with much less reconnection rate
v 25 even ifthe Petschek solution hasbeen used as initialcon guration (see also

Ugai, 1999, Scholer,1989)) . This seem s to in ply that P etschek-type reconnection is
possbl only if the resistivity of the plasm a is localized In a an all region, and for
constant resistivity the SweetP arker regin e is realized.

T he size of the di usion region 1y can be de ned as the size of the region where
the convective electric eld E = v B (Whith is zero at the origin) reaches the
asym ptotic value ® (or, som e level, say 0:95%). For the case of localized resistivity
L practically coincides w ith the scale of the inhom ogeneiy of the conductivity. In
principal, there m ight be a possbility to produce P etschek-type reconnection w ith
constant resistivity using a highly inhom ogeneous behaviouroftheM HD param eters



at the upperboundary (harrow stream , forexam ple, see Chen et al,,1999), and then
1 hasthem eaning of the scale of this shearing ow or other boundary factor which
causes the reconnection.

M atching procedure
W e have only a num erical solution for the di usion region, and thism akes it dif-
aukt Porthem atching proocedure because the Jatter needs an analytical presentation
of the solutions to be m atched. The only way out lft is to continue the di usion
region solution to the In ow region using dates known from the sim ulation distribu-
tion of the B, com ponent along the upper boundary of the di usion region. T hen
try to m atch the solutions in the current free In ow region at the distance r 14
(sseFigure 1).

A's can be seen from equation @) the B, _com ponent of the Petschek solution
diverges at the origh B, ! 1 when r="x°+ y? ! 0. This shgularity is a
consequence of the fact that dissipation actually has not been taken Into acoount for
the solution @-[J) which is nevertheless still valid untill the distances of the order
of the size of di usion region is 1.

In order to be adjisted to the Petschek solution, the BS com ponent m ust have
the ollow ing lim it forx=1 ! 1 at the upper boundary of the di usion region :

By &x=k) ! 2": 1)

W e can obtain the asym ptotic behaviour of B! for r > 1 region using a P oisson-lke
Integral presentation :
q

Z 0(L) 2 2
1°+1 @B/ (%;0) ® =x)+y
BY&%y) =B+ = Y e =
1 ( @x i )
o 1% @M (0 Try ¢ ox
By+ — In + d =
1 Q L X%+ y?
"
0 r
Byt —Ih— + O (1=x); (22)
L
where = x=].This gives an outer expansion for the Inner solution.On the other

hand a convective solution E) can be rew rtten In the Hllow ng form n order to
determm ine the inner expansion of the outer solution:

4" L 4" L 4" ]d
By=1 —h—=1 —h— —h-—: 23)
r k r
E quating these two asym ptotic expansions we cbtain the m atching relation:
4" L
Bg=1 —h=; @4)
L



Now everything is ready to detemm ine the reconnection rate. The electric eld must
be constant in the whole in ow region, hence

vB = vBy; 25)
"BY = "Bf; (26)
where the de nition of the nnection rates "’= v=BJ; "= v=B, hasbeen used.

Bearing in m ind that "= %= Re&? (see scaling {[3) we cotain:

@7)

Substituting B from the equation €4) we detem ine nally the ollow ing equa—
tion for the reconnection rate " :
S

4" Lo,
vg EnTyte v re ¥
L L
where Re, isthe globalReynolds number {I]), and the intemal reconnection rate *
has to be found from the sin ulation of the di usion region problem .
For an all " there is an analytical expression :

28)

n
w_ q : (29)
Rey & + é“«]ni

Here " is an Intemal reconnection rate detemm ined from the num erical solution:
Q4.

D iscussion and conclusion

Equations @§R9) give the unigue reconnection rate for known param eters of
thecaﬂentsheetL; Bo; Va; ; L.For su ciently Jong di usion region such
that qRem % >> é"«]ni, the equation @Y) corresponds to Sweet-Parker regin e

" M= Rg, % .Forthe opposite case of resistivity constrained in a sm allregion "
€=]ni we have Petschek reconnection. Hence, reconnection rate £§29) naturally
ncorporates both regin es cbtained in sin ulations (Scholer, Ugai, B iskum p).

W ewere not able to reproduce P etschek regin e using variation ofM HD param e~
ters at the upperboundary w ith hom ogeneous resistivity, a probably solution (Chen,
1999) ofthisproblem either is essentially tin e-dependent or corresponds to the case
of strong reconnection . A ccording to our sinulations, for Petschek state to exist a
strongly localized resistivity is needed, and for the spatially hom ogeneous resistivity
L = L Sweet{Parker regin € seam s to be always the case. This result resolves old



question about conditions which are necessary for Petschek-type reconnection to
appear.

Tt is interesting that forthe deriving ofequations @4R29) the only value which has
been actually used is the ntemal reconnection rate ® ocbtained from the num erical
solution, but the distribution ofthe B, com ponent along the upper boundary ofthe
di usion region doesnot contrbute at all besides asym ptotic behaviour £2)) in the
zero{order approxin ation considered above. O foourse, from them athem aticalpoint
of view it is in portant that di usion region solution exists and has Petschek {lke
asym ptotic behaviour @{{).

T he strongly localized resistivity is often the relevant case In space plasm a ap-—
plications, but for the laboratory experin ents w here the size of a device is relatively
an all the Sweet{P arker regin e is expected.
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Figure C aptions

Figure 1:Schem e ofm atching of the outer Petschek solution and di usion region
solution.

Figure 2: Con guration of magnetic eld lnhes (solid line) and stream lines
(dashed line) for the num erical sim ulation of the di usion region.

Figure 3: T hreedin ensional plot of current density show s Petschek shock
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