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Abstract

The use of plasma descriptions in areas such as space sciences and thermonuclear fusion devices are of

great importance. Of these descriptions, the most widely used are the fluid descriptions which view plasma

as a continuum medium and out of these fluid descriptions, the idealized isotropic magnetohydrodynamics

(MHD) system of equations is the most used and arguably the most important. Due to the complex non-

linear structure of this system of equations, very few exact solutions are known, and of the know ones,

even fewer have physically relevant behaviour. In most cases, solutions are sought for simpler forms of the

MHD equations such as the time independent and static equilibrium simplifications. In this work, new exact

solutions are derived for the incompressible axially and helically symmetric static and dynamic equilibrium

MHD equations. The static equilibrium MHD equations with axial or helical symmetry reduce to a single

partial differential equation (PDE). In the case of axial symmetry this is known as the Grad-Shafranov

equation and in the case of helical symmetry this is the JFKO equation. New families of separated solutions

are found for both of these PDEs and in both cases, the two separate families of solutions arise depending on

the type of pressure profile. As most literature focuses on a pressure profile which is lower in the centre of the

plasma and goes to a higher ambient pressure at the boundary (that is, the plasma configuration is supported

by external pressure), such as those found in [11, 12] emphasis in this work is directed towards the other

type of pressure profile where the pressure is higher inside the plasma domain and lower or vanishing outside.

Such solutions are relevant to modelling plasma in a vacuum. Using a transformation described in [13, 14],

the new static solutions are transformed into dynamic solutions which satisfy the incompressible equilibrium

MHD equations. In the last chapter, a modern derivation of Hill’s spherical vortex [30] is presented that

employs the Galilean invariance and the axially symmetry reduction to the Grad-Shafranov equation. Along

with this, a similar and more general MHD spherical vortex-type solution is derived. Stability analysis of the

localized vortex-type solutions is considered.
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1 Introduction

1.1 Plasma in nature and in applications

With the addition of energy to a material, its state changes from solid to liquid and then to gas. If one

continues to add energy to the gas, the atoms that constitute the gas begin to have their electrons stripped

off creating a gas full of positive ions and negative electrons where, in the macroscopic view, the equal number

of ions and electrons give a net neutral charge. This ionized gas is referred to as a plasma. The ratio of

ionized atoms to neutral atoms in thermal equilibrium can be shown using the Saha equation [43]

ni
nn

≈ 2.4× 1021
T 3/2

ni
e−Ui/kT , (1.1)

where ni and nn are the density of ionized and neutral atoms respectively, T is the gas temperature in degrees

Kelvin, k is the Boltzmann’s constant and Ui is the ionization energy of the gas [18]. For example, at room

temperature (T = 300◦K) ordinary air has an extremely low fractional ionization [18]:

ni
nn

≈ 10−122.

Once Ui is only a few times kT then this ratio grows quickly and the gas is considered to be in a plasma

state. Increasing the temperature further can make the plasma become fully ionized. Not all ionized gases

can be called a plasma. One definition from [18] describes plasma as a quasi-neutral gas of charged and

neutral particles which exhibits collective behaviour.

The vast majority of matter in the observable universe is in a plasma state. There are many astrophysical

examples as one leaves Earth’s atmosphere. Even close to Earth we can observe plasma making up the Van

Allen radiation belts, solar winds, and the Aurora Borealis in the ionosphere (seen in Figure 1.1) [18].

The study of plasma has many applications in modelling these and other astrophysical phenomena such

as extragalactic jets [26], accretion discs [8], and magnetized jets in radio galaxies [17] as well as important

industrial uses. Industrial applications include plasma surface engineering, jet propulsion systems, nuclear-

fusion devices and even fluorescent tubes [29, 20]. One other interesting use of the mathematical models

for plasma regards the modelling of so called ball lightning which has yet to be replicated correctly in the

laboratory and is still considered an unexplained phenomenon. However, one solution to an ideal plasma

model does give one possible explanation [33].
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Figure 1.1: Image of the Aurora Borealis in the ionosphere.
Image taken from https://eos.org/research-spotlights/auroras-may-explain-an-anomaly-in-earths-
ionosphere.

Of the industrial applications mentioned, confined thermonuclear fusion is one of the most important and

sought after engineering challenges of the today’s age. Most attempts at creating fusion devices that would

give a net energy gain incorporate superheated plasma confined in a tokamak with strong magnets. Here the

term tokamak is a Russian abbreviation for “toroidal chamber with magnetic coils”. An image of one can be

seen in Figure 1.2.

With megaprojects such as ITER (International Thermonuclear Experimental Reactor) planning on

achieving first plasma in late 2025, and being crowned as the largest magnetic confinement plasma physics

experiment ever, the drive to achieve fusion devices that can generate clean electrical energy is very high.

Some of the nuclear reactions of interest between tritium (T), deuterium (D), lithium (L) and helium (He)

include:

1. T + D → He4(3.52 MeV) + n(14.06 MeV)

2. D + D → T(1.01 MeV) + p(3.03 MeV)

3. D + D → He3(0.82 MeV) + n(2.45 MeV)

4. D + He3 → He4(3.67 MeV) + p(14.67 MeV)

5. Li6 + n → T+He4 + 4.8 MeV

2



Figure 1.2: Side view of ITER’s tokamak fusion reactor.
Image taken from https://scitechdaily.com/iter-global-fusion-energy-project-after-a-decade-of-design-
and-fabrication-worlds-most-powerful-magnet-ready/.

6. Li7 + n(2.5 MeV) → T+He4 + n

The first type of reaction between deuterium and tritium will be used in the ITER megaproject. These

applications, along with others left unmentioned, show just how important having a precise model of plasma

is for both the space sciences and industry.

1.2 Mathematical models for plasma

There are many different ways of describing a plasma. Like any model, there are limitations and advantages

for using each one. The most fundamental descriptions arise from kinetic theory considering each particle

separately on its own or density functions in six dimensional phase space. Equations such as the Klimontovich

equation, Boltzmann equation, and Vlasov equation appear in this context. The other main type of model

uses a fluid descriptions which can be derived from the former using the moments of the distribution functions.

The most fundamental description of plasma utilizes the Klimontovich equation [39] which is written in

terms of the density functional Ns(x,v, t) given by

3



Nα(x,v, t) =

N0∑
i=1

δ(x−Xi(t))δ(v −Vi(t)). (1.2)

where Xi and Vi are the position and velocity orbits in six dimensional phase space for each partical i of

species α and δ(x) is the Dirac delta function. Taking the total time derivative of the density functional and

setting it to zero gives the Klimontovich equation

∂Nα
∂t

+ v · ∇Nα +
qα
m

(Em + v ×Bm) · ∇vNα = 0. (1.3)

This equation, along with the Maxwell’s equations gives an exact description of a plasma. Here Em and Bm

are the microscopic electric and magnetic fields produced selfconsistently by each point particle themselves,

mα is the mass of species α with charge qα, and ∇v is the gradient in velocity space [39].

As there is little interest in the spikey function Nα(x,v, t) one can take the ensamble average of the

equation with fα(x,v, t) being the ensamble average of Nα(x,v, t) and E and B are the ensamble averages

of Em and Bm. Performing this averaging along with the assumption that collisional effects are neglected

one arrives at the Vlasov equation:

∂fα
∂t

+ v · ∇fα +
qα
m

(E+ v ×B) · ∇vfα = 0. (1.4)

The Vlasov equation along with the Maxwell’s equations

divE =
ρ

ϵ0
, (1.5a)

divB = 0, (1.5b)

curlE = −∂B
∂t
, (1.5c)

curlB = µ0J+
1

c2
∂E

∂t
, (1.5d)

where E is the electric field, B is the magnetic induction field, ϵ0 and µ0 are the the electric permittivity

and magnetic permeability of free space, q is the charge of the particle, ρ is the charge density, and J is

the current density form the Vlasov-Maxwell system of equations. Here the electric charge density and the

electric current are given by

ρ =
∑
α

∫
qαfαd

3v (1.6)

and

J =
∑
α

∫
vqαfαd

3v (1.7)
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respectively.

With the assumption that the velocity distribution is Maxwellian, the zeroeth and first moments of the

Vlasov equation lead to the standard fluid description of a plasma. Here the kth moment is defined as

a multiplication by v k times and then integrating over the entire velocity space. This fluid description

drastically reduces the complexities in the kinetic description.

1. Zeroeth moment (conservation of mass)

∂ρ

∂t
+ div(ρV) = 0. (1.8)

2. First moment (conservation of momentum)

ρ

(
∂V

∂t
+ (V · grad)V

)
= qn (E+V ×B)− divP . (1.9)

Here ρ = nm where m is the mass of the particle,

n =

∫
fd3v (1.10)

is the number of particles per unit volume, P is the pressure tensor given by

P = m

∫
(V − v)(V − v)T fd3v. (1.11)

and V is the average velocity in the stationary (Eulerian) frame of reference given by

V =
1

n

∫
vfd3v. (1.12)

Here the divergence of the pressure tensor can be written as

divP =
∂Pij
∂xi

ej , i = 1, 2, 3 (1.13)

However, in the case of an isotropic plasma, the pressure tensor’s nonzero elements only appear in the diagonal

and in this case, the pressure tensor P is replaced with the scalar pressure, P , where P = diag(P, P, P ) and

the divergence in (1.9) becomes a gradient operation. In this work the scalar pressure will be used exclusively.

Along with the zeroeth and first moment, one can compute the second moment which is related to the

conservation of energy but will not be needed in this work. The Maxwell’s equations (1.5) along with (1.8),

(1.9) and different simplifying assumptions form the starting point for several important fluid models. This

includes the isotropic magnetohydrodynamic (MHD) system of equations which will be the main focus of

this work.

In other physical context, different plasma descriptions can be used, including the following ones.
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� Gyrokinetic description: the kinetic equations are averaged over fast circular motion of the gyrora-

dius. Here a gyroradius is the radius of the circular motion of a charged particle in the presence of a

uniform magnetic field, namely

rg =
mv⊥
|q|B

, (1.14)

where m is the mass of the particle, v⊥ is the perpendicular velocity with respect to the magnetic

field, q as before is the electric charge of the particle and B is the magnetic field magnitude [19]. This

model assumes a strongly magnetized plasma, the spatial scale is on the order of the gyroradius and

frequencies considerably lower than the cyclotron frequencies (ω = qB/m). Appropriate sources are

[16, 38, 32, 31].

� Hybrid kinetic/fluid description: in this description some components are modelled with a fluid

description and some others kinetically in order to reduce the heavy computational demands of a fully

kinetic description while retaining some kinetic information of one or several components. For example,

a very common approach is to apply a fully kinetic treatment only of the ions and describe the electrons

with a simpler fluid model. This method has been utilized for over 45 years in the computational physics

community. Further information is available in [21, 49].

� Quantum plasma description: Most plasmas are associated with charged particles that behave

classically. However, if the density is increased and temperature decreased sufficiently, the plasma

particles, mostly electrons, become quantum degenerate as the extension of their wave functions are

on the order of the distance between particles [15]. In quantum plasma their are additional forces that

arise that need to be accounted for. These include things such as quantum statistical pressure, and

angular momentum spin [44, 36].

1.3 The MHD system of equations and MHD waves

One can consider the isotropic MHD model for an ideal plasma as an extension of the Euler fluid equations

∂V

∂t
+ (V · ∇)V = −1

ρ
gradP, (1.15a)

divV = 0, (1.15b)

with an extra forcing term coming from the electrodynamic Lorentz force. For a quasi-neutral plasma with

roughly an equal amount of ions and electrons, this force can be written as f = J ×B, where J = 1
µ curlB

is the electric current density and µ is the magnetic permeability of the plasma. This isotropic model of

plasma is suitable when the mean free path of plasma particles is much less than the typical length scale of

the problem. The plasma is also considered ideal with infinite conductivity and negligible viscosity. Both

of these approximations are valid for large magnetic and kinetic Reynolds numbers [20]. Here the magnetic
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Reynolds number is given by Rm = V L/η and the kinetic Reynolds number Rk = V L/ν where V is the

typical velocity scale, L is the typical length scale and η and ν are the magnetic diffusivity and kinematic

viscosity respectively. Following these assumptions, the ideal isotropic MHD model takes on the form

∂ρ

∂t
+ div ρV = 0, (1.16a)

ρ
∂V

∂t
= ρV × curlV + J×B− gradP − ρ grad

V2

2
, (1.16b)

∂B

∂t
= curl(V ×B), (1.16c)

divB = 0. (1.16d)

In (1.16) ρ is the plasma density, V is the plasma velocity, P is the scalar pressure (while models of anisotropic

plasmas utilize tensor valued pressure) and B is the magnetic induction vector. Even in the idealized MHD

equations the rich mathematical structure gives rise to many different instabilities and waves. This system

of equations (1.16) needs to be closed with an appropriate equation of state. For example, it is common to

study certain types of plasma waves using a compressible MHD framework with an adiabatic equation of

state

(
∂

∂t
+V · grad

)(
P

ρΓ

)
= 0, (1.17)

where Γ is the ratio of specific heats, which for a monatomic ideal gas has the value of 5/3.

The equations (1.16), (1.17) can be linearised using first order perturbations with the assumption that

the equilibrium value of the plasma current and velocity are both zero, namely

ρ = ρ0 + ϵρ̃, (1.18a)

P = P0 + ϵP̃ , (1.18b)

B = B0 + ϵB̃, (1.18c)

V = ϵB̃, (1.18d)

J = ϵJ̃. (1.18e)
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Upon substitution of the perturbations into (1.16) and (1.17), discarding higher order terms of ϵ and dropping

the tildes, one obtains the linear system

∂ρ

∂t
+ ρ0 divV = 0, (1.19a)

ρ0
∂V

∂t
= J×B0 − gradP, (1.19b)

∂B

∂t
= curl(V ×B0), (1.19c)

divB = 0, J =
1

µ
curlB, (1.19d)

∂

∂t

(
P

P0
− Γρ

ρ0

)
= 0. (1.19e)

Following the method described in [27] and searching for harmonic wave-like solutions in which pertur-

bations behave like ei(k·x−ωt), relations for ρ, P and B can be found from the first, third and last equation

of (1.19). These are given by

ρ = ρ0
k ·V
ω

, (1.20a)

P = ΓP0
k ·V
ω

, (1.20b)

B =
k×B0 ×V

ω
. (1.20c)

Upon substituting these expressions into the second equation of (1.19), assuming without loss of generality

that B0 is directed along the z axis and k lies in the xz plane one can write the following matrix equation

[27]


ω2 − k2v2a − k2v2s sin

2 θ 0 −k2v2s sin θ cos θ

0 ω2 − k2v2a cos
2 θ 0

−k2v2s sin θ cos θ 0 ω2 − k2v2s cos
2 θ



Vx

Vy

Vz

 =


0

0

0

 , (1.21)

where θ is the angle between k and B,

vs =

√
ΓP0

ρ0
(1.22)

is the standard acoustic wave speed, and

va =
B0√
µρ0

(1.23)
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is called the Alfvén speed.

In order to solve (1.21) for non-trivial V, the determinant of the matrix in (1.21) must vanish. This gives

three roots for ω corresponding to three distinct dispersion relations

1.

ω = kva cos θ, (1.24)

2.

ω = k
1√
2

√
v2a + v2s −

√
(v2a + v2s)

2 − 4v2av
2
s cos

2 θ, (1.25)

3.

ω = k
1√
2

√
v2a + v2s +

√
(v2a + v2s)

2 − 4v2av
2
s cos

2 θ. (1.26)

The first dispersion relation is for shear-Alfvén waves. This is named after Hannes Alfvén who showed

the existence of these transverse waves in 1942, this is discussed further in [1]. From (1.21), it is clear that

V = (0, Vy, 0), so the motion is perpendicular to the magnetic field.

The second and third dispersion relations are referred to as the slow and fast magnetosonic waves respec-

tively with V = (Vx, 0, Vz). Magnetosonic waves are purely longitudinal waves driven by thermal pressure,

magnetic pressure and magnetic tension. For more information about waves in plasma, appropriate sources

are [46, 27, 45, 2].

1.4 Incompressible MHD model and related models

For the majority of this work the ideal isotropic incompressible MHD model will be the starting point.

Incompressible models are commonly used in a variety of labs and physical applications. This system is given

by

∂ρ

∂t
+ div ρV = 0, (1.27a)

ρ
∂V

∂t
= ρV × curlV + J×B− gradP − ρ grad

V2

2
, (1.27b)

∂B

∂t
= curl(V ×B), (1.27c)

divB = 0, divV = 0. (1.27d)

One can see that if the magnetic field is set to zero, the above system becomes the incompressible Euler fluid

equations (1.15).
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Another important system of interest is the incompressible equilibrium (time independent) MHD system

div ρV = 0, (1.28a)

ρV × curlV + J×B− gradP − ρ grad
V2

2
= 0, (1.28b)

curl (V ×B) = 0, (1.28c)

divB = 0, (1.28d)

divV = 0. (1.28e)

An immediate consequence of equation (1.28a) and equation (1.28e) is

(grad ρ) ·V = 0, (1.29)

which implies that the plasma density does not change along streamlines. The streamlines of a time inde-

pendent vector field, A, are defined by the parametric equation

dr

ds
= A(r(s)). (1.30)

For these curves A is tangent to the curve at every point.

A further reduction of (1.27), (1.28) is the static equilibrium MHD system (V = 0) given by

divB = 0, (1.31a)

curlB×B = µ gradP. (1.31b)

Exact solutions of the system (1.31) are studied in Chapter 2 below.

1.5 Equilibrium field line topology

An important property of equilibrium and static equilibrium MHD models given by (1.31) and (1.28) is their

magnetic field line topology. Some important applications of the topological properties of the field lines can

be found in [14, 20]. Specifically, in most cases, the plasma streamlines (field lines of V), and magnetic field

lines (field lines of B), are tangent to magnetic surfaces spanning the plasma domain. An example of the

magnetic field lines lying on a magnetic surface can be seen in Figure 1.3. At every point of the magnetic

surface, V and B are defined uniquely. It then follows that lines cannot intersect.

For MHD equilibrium (1.28), the following cases can arise.
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Figure 1.3: Field lines tangent to magnetic surfaces.

� If V and B are non-collinear, it follows from equation (1.28c) by the Poincaré lemma that locally (in

a simply connected domain) there exists a function α = α(x) such that V×B = gradα, [48] and thus,

α = const defines the magnetic surfaces to which both V and B are tangent.

� In the case when V and B are collinear, (i.e. V = f(x)B), which, from the solenoidality of V and

B one has grad f(x) · V = 0, both f(x) and ρ(x), from equation (1.29), are constant on plasma

streamlines and magnetic field lines. (i.e. V = f(x)B), which, from the solenoidality of V and B one

has grad f(x) ·V = 0, so both f(x) and ρ(x), from equation (1.29), are constant on plasma streamlines

and magnetic field lines.

For static equilibrium (1.31), the following cases can arise.

� If J ∼ curlB and B are non-collinear, then the pressure P will be non-constant, and lines of constant

pressure will enumerate the magnetic surfaces that both B and J are tangent to.

� For curlB and B collinear (i.e. curlB = α(x)B) both curlB and B are tangent to magnetic surfaces

which are enumerated by constant levels of α(x).

One can conclude that all magnetic field lines and plasma streamlines, except for Beltrami flows (α(x) =

const), lie on 2D magnetic surfaces. Bounded magnetic surfaces are topologically equivalent to tori [35, 20].

1.6 Some approaches to the solution of MHD equations

Due to the highly non-linear form of the MHD equations, very few closed-form solutions are available in

literature. For the ones available, significant simplifications are made. For the incompressible MHD equations

when B = 0, this system (1.27) reduces to the incompressible Euler equations (1.15). One simple solution

that shows up is the Arnold-Beltrami-Childress (ABC) flow given in Cartesian coordinates by
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V(x, y, z) = (A sin z + C cos y)ex + (B sinx+A cos z)ey + (C sin y +B cosx)ez. (1.32)

As static MHD (1.31) and the incompressible, time independent Euler equations (1.15) are equivalent up to

notation (which will be further discussed in Chapter 3), the ABC flow solution (1.32) is also a solution to

the static MHD equation (1.31). Even this simple looking solution has very complicated behaviour. In [50],

chaotic and resonant streamlines are studied in the ABC flow and analytical criteria for the existence of these

streamlines are obtained.

Many solutions available in literature are to the static equilibrium MHD equations (V = 0). This as-

sumption greatly reduces the difficulty in finding solutions. One interesting boundary value problem solution

to the static equilibrium MHD equations (1.31) is shown in [37] where Coulomb wave functions are used.

These special functions also make an appearance in the next chapter.

The static equilibrium MHD equations (1.31) are still quite complicated nonlinear PDEs in three spatial

dimensions. A common technique of further simplification through the reduction of the number of indepen-

dent variables, valid in many practical situations, is symmetry reduction.

1.6.1 Symmetry reductions of static equilibrium MHD equations

Several orthogonal coordinates systems are used in the following work: Cartesian coordinates (x, y, z), cylin-

drical coordinates (r, ϕ, z), and helical coordinates (r, η, ξ). In each case any vector field, A can be expressed

by

A = Axex +Ayey +Azez = Arer +Aϕeϕ +Azez = Arer +Aηeη +Aξeξ. (1.33)

Here, the helical coordinates can be defined from cylindrical coordinates as

r = r, η = ϕ− γz/r2, ξ = z − γφ, (1.34)

where γ is some constant parameter which is related to the tightness of the helices. In helical coordinates,

the equations ξ = const and η = const define two families of helices tangent to every cylinder r = const. Note

that helical curvilinear coordinates (r, ξ, η) are not orthogonal. This coordinate system can be visualized as

shown in Figure 1.4 which is taken from [23].

In nature and applications, several types of stable plasma equilibrium configurations are observed to have

approximate axial or helical symmetry. These include axially and helically symmetric astrophysical jets and

even helical plasma thrusters [5]. These observed symmetries act as the motivation to seek symmetric so-

lutions to (1.31). By using the coordinate systems described above, we can impose the desired invariance

to further simplify the system (1.31). These include ∂/∂ϕ = 0 for axial symmetry and ∂/∂η = 0 for helical

symmetry.
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Figure 1.4: Image of the helix ξ = const for γ = h/2π, where h is the z-step over one helical turn.
The helical basis vectors can be seen. This image has been taken from [23].

1.6.2 Axially symmetric static equilibrium reduction

After imposing axial symmetry on (1.31), this system of PDEs can be reduced to a single PDE after intro-

ducing a potential flux function ψ(x). Below we present a brief derivation of a single PDE on ψ(x) that is

equivalent to the four static MHD equations in the case of axial symmetry. This describes the Grad-Shafranov

equation but also serves as a derivation of the Bragg-Hawthorne equation in equilibrium fluid dynamics when

B is set to V and P is set to H. Starting with (1.31) given by(
∂Bx

∂z
− ∂Bz

∂x

)
Bz −

(
∂By

∂x
− ∂Bx

∂y

)
By =

∂P

∂x
,(

∂By

∂x
− ∂Bx

∂y

)
Bx −

(
∂Bz

∂y
− ∂By

∂z

)
By =

∂P

∂y
,(

∂Bz

∂y
− ∂By

∂z

)
By −

(
∂Bx

∂z
− ∂By

∂x

)
Bx =

∂P

∂z
,

∂Bx

∂x
+
∂By

∂y
+
∂Bz

∂z
= 0.

This system is now converted into cylindrical coordinates (r, ϕ, z) using the transformations

x = r cosϕ, y = r sinϕ, z = z,

with the differentials written as
d

dx
= cosϕ

∂

∂r
− sinϕ

r

∂

∂ϕ
,
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d

dy
= sinϕ

∂

∂r
+

cosϕ

r

∂

∂ϕ
.

The projections of Br and Bϕ are related to Bx and By in the notation of 1.33 by

Bx = Br cosϕ−Bϕ sinϕ,

By = Br sinϕ+Bϕ cosϕ.

After simplifying and imposing axial invariance (∂/∂ϕ) the following reduced system of PDEs is obtained

rBz(Brz −Bzr )−Bϕ(rBϕ)r = rPr, (1.36a)

Bz(rBϕ)z +Br(rBϕ)r = 0, (1.36b)

Br(Bzr −Brz)−BϕBϕz = Pz, (1.36c)

(rBz)z + (rBr)r = 0, (1.36d)

where the superscripts describe the vector components of B and the subscripts represent the partial differ-

entiation. A potential flux function is now introduced based on the vanishing divergence expression (1.36d),

−ψr = rBz, ψz = rBr. (1.37)

The above is now substituted into the second equation of (1.36) giving

{ψ, rBϕ} = 0,

where {...} denotes the Poisson bracket. The vanishing Poisson bracket in r and z between ψ and rBϕ implies

a functional relationship between the two, which can be written as

rBϕ = I(ψ), (1.38)

where I is arbitrary. Multiplying the first equation of (1.36) by ψz/r and subtracting the third equation from

(1.36) multiplied by ψr gives another vanishing Poisson bracket

{P,ψ} = 0,

in r and z between P and ψ, which leads to the following functional relationship:

P = P (ψ). (1.39)
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Using the obtained relationships, (1.37), (1.38), (1.39) from above and substituting these into the first (or

third) equation of (1.36) one arrives at a single PDE for the unknown flux function ψ(r, z). This is known as

the Grad-Shafranov equation.

∂2ψ

∂r2
+
∂2ψ

∂z2
− 1

r

∂ψ

∂r
+ I(ψ)I ′(ψ) = −µr2P ′(ψ), (1.40)

Here primes denote derivatives with respect to ψ and the magnetic field components are given by

B =
ψz
r
er +

I(ψ)

r
eϕ +

−ψr
r

ez. (1.41)

In the fluid dynamics setting, the PDE (1.40) arises for axially symmetric incompressible fluid flows, and is

commonly referred to as the Bragg-Hawthorne equation.

∂2ψ

∂r2
+
∂2ψ

∂z2
− 1

r

∂ψ

∂r
+ F (ψ)F ′(ψ) = −r2H ′(ψ). (1.42)

In this case, ψ(r, z) is the scalar stream function and the components of the velocity are given by

V =
ψz
r
er +

F (ψ)

r
eϕ +

−ψr
r

ez,

and

H = H(ψ), F = F (ψ), (1.43)

are arbitrary functions where

H = −
(
P

ρ
+

1

2
V2

)
(1.44)

is known as the Bernoulli function.

One important fluid parameter is known as the vorticity denoted by ω and computed from v by ω ≡ curlv.

This is analogous to the current density in MHD. In the case of axial symmetry and utilitzing the Bragg-

Hawthorne equation, ω can be written as:

ω =

(
−F ′(ψ)

ψz
r

)
er +

(
r2H ′(ψ)− F (ψ)F ′(ψ)

)
eϕ +

(
F ′(ψ)

ψr
r

)
ez. (1.45)

In the special case when ω = 0 one has potential flow, as curlv = 0 implies, by the Poincaré lemma, the local

existence of the potential φ such that v = gradφ. Potential flow theory is a powerful way to model simpler

settings such as motion of shallow water waves and flows around aerofoils [4]. In the case of an incompressible

flow, φ must satisfy the Laplace equation ∇2φ = 0. potential flows in two dimensions reduces to a very simple

model that can be analyzed with conformal maps utilizing complex analysis. More information on potential

flow and conformal maps can be found in [4, 7].
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There have been some important exact solutions obtained from equation (1.40) for different choices of

P (ψ) and I(ψ). In [11] the solutions to the Grad-Shafranov equation modeling astrophysical jets and solar

prominences were derived.. For astrophysical jets, the following solution to equation (1.40) was found

Ψ(r, z) = e−βr
2

(
aNL

∗
N (2βr2) +

N−1∑
n=1

an sin(ωnz + bn)L
∗
n(2βr

2)

)
. (1.46)

Here L∗
n are anti-derivatives of the Laguerre polynomials. In this case, the free functions were chosen to be
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Figure 1.5: A cross-section of magnetic surfaces P = const for a sample axially symmetric plasma
equilibrium solution given by (1.46) is seen on the left, for N = 3, β = 0.1, α2 = 24β. The picture is
quasi-periodic in z. The colour-bar shows the values of the dimensionless pressure P = P0 − 2β2ψ2/µ.
Here P0 = 0.05. On the right one can see lines of constant magnetic energy density |B|2/2µ where the
magnetic field components are given by 2.10. This comes from a axially symmetric plasma equilibrium
solution given by (1.46), for N = 3, β = 0.1 and α2 = 24β.

I(ψ) = αψ, P (ψ) = p0 − 2β2ψ2/µ, (1.47)

where α, p0 and β are real constants and µ is the magnetic permeability. Level curves of the pressure P

for the above solution are shown in Figure 1.5a along with the magnetic energy density seen in Figure 1.5b.

If one takes the pressure contour and rotates it about the z axis the magnetic surfaces to which both the

magnetic field B and the current density J are tangent can be seen. This image is shown Figure 1.6.

1.6.3 Helically symmetric static equilibrium reduction

Similarly to the axial reduction, after converting the static equilibrium MHD equations (1.31) to helical

coordinates given by (1.34) and imposing helical symmetry ∂/∂η = 0, this system of PDEs can be reduced

to a single PDE after introducing a potential flux function ψ(x) and following a similar derivation as the one

above. This PDE in the two helical coordinates (r, ξ) is known as the Johnson-Frieman-Kulsrud-Oberman

(JFKO) equation.
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Figure 1.6: Axially symmetric magnetic surfaces P = const given by equation (1.46), for N = 3,
β = 0.1, α2 = 24β takes the form of nested tori and wavy cylinders. This figure is created by the
rotation of 1.5a about the z axis.

ψξξ
r2

+
1

r

∂

∂r

(
r

r2 + γ2
ψr

)
+
I(ψ)I ′(ψ)

r2 + γ2
+

2γI(ψ)

(r2 + γ2)2
= −µP ′(ψ). (1.48)

Here subscripts denote partial derivatives and primes denote regular derivatives with respect to the given

variable. Again, P (ψ) and I(ψ) are arbitrary functions of ψ. Here γ is a constant parameter arising from the

helical coordinate system r = r, η = ϕ− γz/r2 and ξ = z − γϕ. The magnetic field B written in cylindrical

coordinates has the following form

B =
ψξ
r
er +

rI(ψ) + rψr
r2 + γ2

eϕ +
γI(ψ)− rψr
r2 + γ2

ez. (1.49)

There have been some exact physical solutions to equation (1.48) such as an interesting example which is

presented in [12]. These solutions describe helically symmetric astrophysical jets with the exact solutions

written as

ΨNmn(r, ξ) = e−βr
2 (
aNB0N (2βr2) + rmBmn(2βr

2)(amn cos(mξ/γ) + bmn sin(mξ/γ))
)
. (1.50)

Here Bmn are related to the Laguerre polynomials by the following.

Bmn(x) =
dm

dxm
Lm+n − kmn(x)

dm+1

dxm+1
Lm+n(x), (1.51)

where kmn = (m + 2βγ2 − αγ)/(4nβγ2). In equation (1.50) N ,m and n are arbitrary non-negative integers

which all satisfy the inequality 2N > 2n+m [12]. Here the free functions are given by
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I(ψ) = αψ, P (ψ) = p0 − 2β2ψ2µ.

An example of a helically invariant solution is shown in Figure 1.7a along with the corresponding magnetic

energy density in Figure 1.7b. Solutions of both the Grad-Shafranov equation and the JFKO equation will

be discussed in further detail in Chapter 2. Some interesting related work in fluid dynamics regarding helical

flows and their conservation laws can be found [34, 24].
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Figure 1.7: Helically symmetric magnetic surfaces P = const can be seen in 2.12a. Ψ(r, ξ) is given
by 1.50 with N = 4, n = 0, m = 1, κ = 0.2, γ = 1, aN = an = 1 and bn = 0. The corresponding
magnetic energy density can be seen in 1.7b.

1.7 Infinite symmetries of MHD equilibrium equations

Looking back at the equilibrium MHD equations (1.28), and letting V, B, P and ρ being a solution to

equation (1.28) in which the density ρ is constant on both magnetic field lines and streamlines, there exists

an infinite family of solutions V1, B1, P1 and ρ1 as discussed in [14], which can be computed from the original

solution as follows

B1 = b(ψ)B+ c(ψ)
√
µρV, (1.52a)

V1 =
c(ψ)

a(ψ)
√
µρ

B+
b(ψ)

a(ψ)
V, (1.52b)

P1 = CP +
CB2 −B2

1

2µ
, (1.52c)
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ρ1 = a2(ψ)ρ; (1.52d)

here a = a(ψ), b = (
¯
ψ), c = c(ψ) are arbitrary functions constant on both magnetic fields lines and stream-

lines, with the only restriction, b2(ψ)− c2(ψ) = C = const. The transformation (1.52) is such as to preserve

the magnetic surfaces of the initial plasma configuration (V,B, P, ρ).

For the static equilibrium case (V = 0) this transformation simplifies to

B1 =
√
C + c2(ψ)B, V1 =

c(ψ)

a(ψ)
√
µρ

B, (1.53a)

P1 = CP +−c
2(ψ)B2

2µ
, (1.53b)

ρ1 = a2(ψ)ρ. (1.53c)

Written this way, it can be seen that it allows the construction of infinitely many solutions parameterized by

two arbitrary functions from any given starting solution of the MHD equilibrium system

F1(ψ) = c(ψ), F2(ψ) = a(ψ)
√
ρ(ψ). (1.54)

Therefore the transformations (1.53) can then be written as

B1 =
√
C + F 2

2 (ψ)B, V1 =
F2(ψ)

F1(ψ)
√
µ
B, (1.55a)

P1 = CP − F 2
2 (ψ)B

2

2µ
, (1.55b)

ρ1 = F 2
2 (ψ), (1.55c)

and used to transform the exact axially and helically symmetric static equilibrium solutions into new solutions

with V1 ̸= 0.

It should be noted that while the original and transformed solutions may or may not be stable solutions

of (1.27), Vladimirov in [47] showed that no new instability would arise from the transformations given by

(1.52). In other words, if one can show that the static equilibrium solutions are stable then these transformed

solutions will also be stable. These transformations will be used in Chapter 2 to convert new exact static

equilibrium solutions that we derive into non-zero velocity solutions which satisfy dynamic MHD equilibrium

equations (1.28).
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2 Exact solutions to axially and helilcally symmetric

MHD static equilibrium equations

2.1 Introduction

In this chapter, new exact physical solutions to the equilibrium MHD equations (1.28) for both axial and

helical reductions are presented. These solutions are obtained by first deriving new axial and helical solutions

to the static equilibriumMHD equations (1.31) and then utilizing the Bogoyavlenskij transformation discussed

in the previous chapter for (V ̸= 0), are given by 1.53 in order to transform them into dynamic solutions

which solve (1.28). The conditions that a solution to (1.28) must satisfy in order to be considered physical

are discussed along with the boundary conditions of truncated solutions which have a restricted domain

outside of which have vanishing magnetic fields and pressure. Starting with the static equilibrium MHD

equations (1.31) in the axial case, solutions to the Grad-Shafranov equation (1.40) for the highest power

series expansion of both free functions, I(ψ) and P (ψ), such that the Grad-Shafranov equation is separable

are considered. This corresponds to I(ψ) being linear in ψ and P (ψ) being quadratic in ψ. After separation

of variables, two separate families of solutions arise depending on the sign of the ψ2 coefficient in the pressure.

In the first family when the coefficient is negative, the separated solutions are written in terms of Whittaker

functions. A proposition is proven that shows these solutions do not need to be truncated to be physical

if and only if the first parameter of the Whittaker functions are integers. In this case, these solutions are

related to previously discussed solutions given by (1.46) which are found in [11]. In the second family when

the coefficient is negative, the separated solution is written in terms of Coulomb wave functions. All of the

solutions of this type must be truncated to be physical due to the Coulomb wave functions oscillatory nature.

Similar to the axial case, the helical symmetric solutions of (1.31) split into two families of solutions to the

JFKO equation (1.48) again depending on the sign of the ψ2 coefficient in the pressure. Both of the families

are expressed in terms of the confluent Heun function. The first family behaves similar to the Whittaker

solution and has to be truncated to be physical except for the special case when the confluent Heun function

produces polynomials. This case is related to (1.50) and found in [12]. The second family which is also

written in terms of the confluent Heun function only with complex parameters has oscillatory nature similar

to the Coulomb wave functions and needs to be truncated to be a physical solution. In the last part of this

chapter, an axial and helical solution are transformed into solutions to (1.28) utilizing the Bogoyavlenskij

transformations (1.53).

20



2.2 Physical solutions to MHD equilibria

For solutions to the equilibrium MHD equations given by

div ρV = 0, (2.1a)

ρV × curlV + J×B− gradP − ρ grad
V2

2
= 0, (2.1b)

curl (V ×B) = 0, (2.1c)

divB = 0, (2.1d)

divV = 0, (2.1e)

and the static equilibrium equations given by

divB = 0, (2.2a)

curlB×B = µ gradP, (2.2b)

to be physically relevant, the following conditions may be expected to hold.

1. The regularity, continuity and sufficient smoothness of the dependent variables B,V, P, ρ.

2. In the case of a localized plasma configuration in unbounded 3D space, P = 0 outside U , or P ≤ P0 =

const > 0 with P → P0 when |x| → ∞.

3. Finite total kinetic and magnetic energy:

∫
U

(
|B(x)|2

2µ
+ ρ

|V(x)|2

2

)
dx < +∞.

Here U is either the whole plasma domain or, for a plasma configuration stretched along, say, the z-axis, a

slice x, y ∈ R, z1 ≤ z ≤ z2.

For a plasma in a domain U bounded by ∂U which is referred to as the current sheet and B,V, P → 0

on ∂U , the tangential boundary of the magnetic field can be derived as follows.

By integrating the Maxwell’s equation

curlH = J (2.3)

where H = B/µ, over a small rectangle S with height h and length l where the boundary of S is the curve

C such that the bottom and top of C are parallel to the surface dividing the two magnetic fields given by H1

inside the plasma and H2 outside the plasma∫∫
S
curlH · n dΣ =

∫∫
S
J · n dΣ (2.4)
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applying Stokes theorem, and taking the limit of the height of the rectangle to zero (so that the integration

is happening over the boundary of the surface)

lim
h→0

(∮
C
H · dr =

∫∫
S
J · ndΣ

)
(2.5)

one arrives at

(H
∥
1 −H

∥
2)l = Iencl × n (2.6)

where Iencl is the total enclosed free current. Now defining K = Iencl/l this gives

(H
∥
1 −H

∥
2) = K× n. (2.7)

In our particular case where the outside magnetic field is being set to zero and the magnetic field inside is

entirely in the tangential direction, the following boundary condition is obtained

H1 = Kencl × n (2.8)

where n is the outward facing normal and K is referred to as the surface current density and has SI units of

A/m.

In the following sections, if a solution requires truncation at some chosen boundary, ∂U , to satisfy the

two physical constraints, then the solution is referred to as a truncated solution, which is still a valid solution

inside a domain with a boundary, where the surface current defined by (2.8) is introduced on the boundary

surface. However, if the solution satisfies the physical constraints in the whole space, then it will be referred

to as a global solution.

First off, solutions to the static equilibrium problem (1.31) will be found with the help of the Grad-

Shafranov equation in the axially symmetric case and the JFKO equation in the helically symmetric case.

Using these new solutions and the Bogoyavlinskij transformations given by (1.55), solutions to the dynamic

equilibrium problem (1.28) will be constructed.

2.3 Axially symmetric static MHD equilibria

Starting with the Grad-Shafronov equation

∂2ψ

∂r2
+
∂2ψ

∂z2
− 1

r

∂ψ

∂r
+ I(ψ)I ′(ψ) = −µr2P ′(ψ), (2.9)

where the primes denote derivatives with respect to ψ and the magnetic field components are given by

B =
ψz
r
er +

I(ψ)

r
eϕ +

−ψr
r

ez, (2.10)
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there are certain choices of the arbitrary functions P and I in equation (1.40) for which the Grad-Shafranov

equation becomes linear.

Choosing the pressure to be quadratic and the arbitrary function related to the poloidal current to be

linear,

P (ψ) = P0 +
1

2µ
aψ2, I(ψ) = αψ, (2.11)

the Grad-Shafranov equation becomes a linear homogeneous second order PDE

∂2ψ

∂r2
− 1

r

∂ψ

∂r
+
∂2ψ

∂z2
+ (α2 + ar2)ψ = 0. (2.12)

Several interesting solutions to equation (2.12) have been found through the method of separation of variables.

One of these examples was discussed in Chapter 1 regarding axially symmetric astrophysical jets with the

exact solution given by (1.46).

The linear homogeneous PDE equation (2.12) admits separated solutions ψ(r, z) = R(r)Z(z), satisfying

R′′ − 1

r
R′ + (α2 + ar2 + λ)R = 0, (2.13a)

Z ′′ = λZ, (2.13b)

where λ is an arbitrary separation constant.

Depending on the value of a in the pressure term, one obtains two different families of solutions. The two

families of solutions correspond to two different types of pressure profiles. For a < 0, P ≤ P1 = const > 0

with P → P1 when |x| → ∞. For the case when a > 0, P > 0 inside of U and P = 0 outside of U .

2.3.1 First family of new axially symmetric solutions

The first family of solutions arises when a = −q2 < 0. This gives the following formula for the pressure

P (ψ) = P0 −
1

2µ
q2ψ2. (2.14)

This corresponds to a pressure profile which is bounded above by some P0 where P → P0 when |x| → ∞.

This model is more appropriate with plasmas confined to atmosphere or in some ambient medium.

When the separation constant is a negative value, λ = −k2, k > 0, the solution is more akin to model a

plasma jet stretched along the z-axis. Now the solution to (2.13b) is simply

Z = C1 sin(kz) + C2 sin(kz). (2.15)

In order to solve (2.13a) the substitution x = qr2 can be used to transform this equation into a more familiar

form, namely

R′′ +

(
−1

4
+
α2 − k2

4qx

)
R = 0. (2.16)
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This equation is now related to the following Whittaker ODE1

y′′(s) +

(
−1

4
+
δ

s
+

1/4− ν2

s2

)
y(s) = 0 (2.17)

with the general solution

y(s) = C1WM (δ, ν, s) + C2WW (δ, ν, s).

This gives the following general solution to equation (2.16) as

R(r) = C1WM (δ, ν, qr2) + C2WW (δ, ν, qr2). (2.18)

Here

δ =
α2 − k2

4q
, (2.19)

and ν = 1/2. This gives the separated solution of ψ as the product of (2.18) and (2.15).

ψk(r, z) =

(
C1WM

(
δ,
1

2
, qr2

)
+ C2WW

(
δ,
1

2
, qr2

))
(C3 sin kz + C4 cos kz), (2.20)

where C1, C2, C3 and C4 are all arbitrary constants. It should be noted that due to the linearity of

equation (2.12), any linear combination of equation (2.20) is also a solution to equation (2.12). This can be

written in general as

Ψ(r, z) =

∫ ∞

−∞
ψk(r, z) dk, (2.21)

where Ci = Ci(k), i = 1, 2, 3, 4 are arbitrary distributions. It should be noted that for the following Ci,

C1(k) =

N−1∑
n=1

ãn∆
(
k −

√
α2 − 4qn

)
, C2(k) = 0, C3(k) = an cos bn, C4(k) = an sin bn, (2.22)

where ∆(x) denotes the Dirac delta function, equation (2.21) will have a similar form to Bogoyavlenskij’s

solutions given by equation (1.46). This solution corresponds to the special case of the linear combintations

of (2.20) when δ ∈ N. In this case, both Whittaker functions become linearly dependent. The following

proposition holds.

Proposition 1. For a pressure type of the form given by (2.14), the separated solution (2.20) is a global

solution if and only if δ ∈ N.

The proof of this proposition is found in Appendix A.

Examples of the first family of axially symmetric solutions

Two different examples are considered for the first solution family. The first example utilizes the separated

solution (2.20) for a case when δ /∈ N.

1The hypergeometric equation for different parameters values gives rise to the Whittaker, Coulomb wave, Legendre and
Bessel ODEs found in this work.
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Figure 2.1: In Figure 2.1a, a cross-section of magnetic surfaces P = const for an axially symmetric
plasma equilibrium solution belonging to Family 1 with ψ given by (2.20), for C1 = 1, C2 = 0, C3 = 1,
C4 = 0, µ = 1, q = 0.1, α = 2, k = 1 and truncated at the surface P0 = 3.3 × 10−5 (shown with
the black dashed line) can be seen. The color-bar shows the values of the dimensionless pressure
P = P0 − q2ψ2/2. chosen such that P > 0 inside of the chosen domain. The corresponding magnetic
energy density, |B|2/2µ, can be seen in 2.1b along with the magnitude of the current density in Figure
2.1c.

It should be noted that in order to achieve finite magnetic energy this solution must be truncated as,

though not obvious from the plots, ψ → −∞ as r → ∞. It should also be noted that the contours of

Figure 2.1a and Figure 2.1b do not coincide as clearly the magnetic field components given by (2.10) are not

functions of ψ. The dotted bold line in all three figures mark the boundary of the plasma domain. Along

with this, the value of α was swept through three separate values to show how the solution changes. Here

αi = 2+ 0.1i, i = 1, 2, 3 corresponds to the black, red and cyan coloured solutions respectively. These can be

seen in Figure 2.4.

The second example that is shown is a linear combination of the special case of (2.20) when δ ∈ N.

By Proposition 1 and the linearity of (2.12), this is a global solution. This is the same type of solution as

those discussed in [11] with the solution’s formula written by (1.46), only this time expressed as a linear

combination of Whittaker functions, specifically with the requirement that α2 = 4qN .

Ψ(r, z) =

N∑
n=1

WW

(
n,

1

2
, qr2

)(
an sin

√
4q(N − n)z + bn cos

√
4q(N − n)z

)
. (2.23)

A cross-section of the magnetic surfaces can be see in Figure 2.3a along with a contour of the magnetic

energy density seen in 2.3b. It can be seen with this example that the magnetic energy is concentrated about

the center of the plasma.

2.3.2 The second family of axially symmetric solutions

This second family of solutions arises when a = q2 > 0. This corresponds to plasmas residing in vacuum in

which the pressure, P = 0 outside of V with P > 0 inside the domain. Starting from the separated equations

given by (2.13) with a = q2, the same plasma jet ansatz for Z(z) given by equation (2.15) can be used. After
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Figure 2.2: A pressure plot of the solution from Figure 2.1 for z = 1.5 and αi = 2 + 0.1i, i = 1, 2, 3
corresponding to the black, red and cyan plots can be seen in Figure 2.2a. The different magnetic
energy densities for z = 1.5 can be seen in Figure 2.2b. The vertical dashed lines for each colour
correspond to truncation surfaces that give physical solutions.

transforming the radial problem from (2.13) with x = iqr2, where i is the imaginary unit, the following ODE

related to the Whittaker ODE equation (2.17) is obtained:

R′′ +

(
−1

4
+
k2 − α2

4qx
i

)
R = 0. (2.24)

Therefore, by utilizing the general solution to the Whittaker ODE equation (2.17), the radial solution can

be written in terms of Whittaker functions of a complex argument and parameter:

R(r) = C1WM

(
−iδ, 1

2
, iqr2

)
+ C2WW

(
−iδ, 1

2
, iqr2

)
, (2.25)

where δ is specified in (2.19).

A relationship exists between Whittaker functions and the Coulomb wave functions:

WM

(
−iδ, 1

2
, iqr2

)
=

2 i CF (0,−δ, qr2/2)
|Γ(1− iδ)|eπ2 −δ . (2.26)

Where Γ(n) is the gamma function. This gives the motivation to transform the radial problem given in (2.13)

into a related version of the Coulomb wave ODE using x = qr2/2,

R′′ +

(
1 + 2

α2 − k2

4qx

)
R = 0. (2.27)

which is related to the Coulomb wave ODE

y′′(s) +

(
1− 2σ

s
− L(L+ 1)

s2

)
y(s) = 0, (2.28)
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Figure 2.3: In Figure 2.3a, a cross-section of magnetic surfaces P = const for an axially symmetric
plasma equilibrium solution belonging to Family 1 for the case when δ ∈ N with Ψ(r, z) given by (2.23).
Here N = 4, an = 0.0002, .02, .05, .04, bn = 0.0002, .01, .015, .05, µ = 1, q = 2, α = 4

√
2. The color-bar

shows the values of the dimensionless pressure P = P0 − q2ψ2/2µ in Figure 2.3a. The corresponding
magnetic energy density, |B|2/2µ, can be seen in 2.3b along with the magnitude of the current density
in Figure 2.3c.

with the general solution y(s) = C1 CF (L, σ, s) +C2 CG(L, σ, s). By comparing (2.27) with (2.28) and substi-

tuting back x = qr2/2, one arrives at

R(r) = C1 CF
(
0,−δ, q

2
r2
)
+ C2 CG

(
0,−δ, q

2
r2
)
. (2.29)

The second family of solutions to equation (2.12) corresponding to plasma confined in a vacuum is:

ψk(r, z) =
(
C1 CF

(
0,−δ, q

2
r2
)
+ C2 CG

(
0,−δ, q

2
r2
))

(C3 sin kz + C4 cos kz), (2.30)

where δ is the same as the first family, given by equation (2.19). Again, any linear combination of the above

separated solution is also a solution which can be written as

Ψ(r, z) =

∫ ∞

−∞
ψk(r, z) dk, (2.31)

assuming Ci = Ci(k), i = 1, 2, 3, 4. It should be noted that (2.30) can never satisfy all of the physical

constraints, as both CF and CG oscillate and contain infinite zeros at infinity, therefore finite magnetic

energy cannot be realized [11]. As resources for computing Coulomb wave functions are quite hard to find, a

computation guide for these functions is found in appendix B. For the separated solution (2.30), after choosing

some P0 = const to be the boundary of the plasma domain truncated solutions can indeed be considered as

physical.

Examples of the second family of axial solutions

Utilizing equation (2.30), the contours of the pressure profile which give the magnetic surfaces can be seen

in Figure 2.5.

However, this solution, as mentioned before, has infinitely many zeroes and grows unbounded as r → ∞,

thus by (2.8) it will not have finite magnetic energy. A corresponding truncated solution can be seen in

Figure 2.6.
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Figure 2.4: A pressure plot of the solution from Figure 2.1 for z = 0 can be seen in 2.4a. The magnetic
energy densities can be seen in Figure 2.2b. Here we can see that the majority of the magnetic energy
is focused around the center of the plasma.

One should note the positive pressure profile inside of the chosen domain. The magnetic energy density

inside of the domain is seen in Figure 2.7b. A 3D magnetic surface generated by rotating Figure 2.6a about

the z axis can then be seen in Figure 2.8.
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Figure 2.6: A cross-section of magnetic surfaces ψ, P = const for a sample axially symmetric plasma
equilibrium solution belonging to a Family 2, equation (2.30), with C1 = 1, C2 = 0, C3 = 1, C4 = 1,
k = 2, α = 5, and q =

√
3. The picture is periodic in r. The colorbar shows the values of the

dimensionless pressure P = P0 + q2 ψ
2

2 . The truncated boundary is shown boldface which coincides
with the current sheet marking the boundary of the plasma.Lines of constant
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Figure 2.7: A pressure plot of the solution from Figure 2.6 for z = 0.4 and αi = 4.7 + 0.3i, i = 1, 2, 3
corresponding to the black, red and cyan plots can be seen in Figure 2.7a. The different magnetic
energy densities for z = 0.4 can be seen in Figure 2.7b. The vertical dashed lines for each colour
correspond to truncation surfaces that give physical solutions.

Figure 2.8: Axially symmetric magnetic surfaces P = const for Family 2, equation (2.30), with
C1 = 1, C2 = 0, C3 = 1, C4 = 1, k = 2, α = 5, and q =

√
3 shown in 3D by rotating Figure 2.6a about

the z axis.
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2.4 Helically symmetric plasma equilibria and exact solutions

Now starting with the JFKO equation

Ψξξ
r2

+
1

r

∂

∂r

(
r

r2 + γ2
Ψr

)
+
I(Ψ)I ′(Ψ)

r2 + γ2
+

2γI(Ψ)

(r2 + γ2)2
= −µP ′(Ψ), (2.32)

for certain choices of the arbitrary functions P and I, (2.32) becomes a linear homogeneous PDE in which

a separated solution can be looked for. Again, choosing the pressure P to be quadratic and the arbitrary

function I to be linear:

P (ψ) = P0 +
1

2µ
σψ2, I(ψ) = αψ, (2.33)

the JFKO equation becomes a linear homogeneous second order PDE

1

r2
∂2ψ

∂ξ2
+

1

r

∂

∂r

( r

r2 + γ2
∂ψ

∂r

)
+

α2ψ

r2 + γ2
+

2γαψ

(r2 + γ2)2
+ σψ = 0, (2.34)

which admits separated solutions ψ(r, u) = R(r)Ξ(ξ), satisfying

Ξ′′ = λΞ, (2.35a)

r
( r

r2 + γ2
R′
)′

+
( α2r2

r2 + γ2
+

2γαr2

(r2 + γ2)2
+ σr2

)
R = −λR. (2.35b)

Here the separation constant, λ is taken to be negative λ = −ω2 which, as with the axial case, corresponds

to a model of a plasma jet stretched along the z axis. Therefore, Ξ will have solutions in terms of sine and

cosine. Depending on the value of σ in the pressure term of (2.33), one again obtains two different families

of solutions. The two families of solutions correspond to two different types of pressure profiles. For σ < 0,

P ≤ P1 = const > 0 with P → P1 when |x| → ∞. For the case when σ > 0, P > 0 inside of the plasma

domain V and P = 0 outside of V similar to the axial cases discussed previously.

2.4.1 The first family of helically symmetric solutions

The first family of solutions arises when σ = −κ2 < 0. This corresponds to a pressure profile which is bounded

above by some P1 where P → P1 when |x| → ∞. This model is more appropriate for plasmas residing in

atmosphere. Upon the substitution of this pressure form and λ = −ω2 the following two equations arise

r
( r

r2 + γ2
R′
)′

+
( α2r2

r2 + γ2
+

2γαr2

(r2 + γ2)2
− κ2r2

)
R = ω2R, (2.36)

Ξ′′ = −ω2Ξ.

Where the second equation has the general solution

Ξ(ξ) = C1 sin(ωξ) + C2 cos(ωξ). (2.37)

The solution to equation (2.36) can be written in terms of the confluent Heun function [41] as:

R(r) = e−κr
2/2
(
C1r

bHC(a, b,−2, c, d,−r2/γ2) + C2r
−bHC(a,−b,−2, c, d,−r2/γ2)

)
. (2.38)
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Here

a = κγ2, (2.39a)

b = γω, (2.39b)

c =
γ2(γ2κ2 − α2 + ω2)

4
, (2.39c)

d = 1− κ2γ4

4
+
α2 − ω2

4
γ2 +

αγ

2
, (2.39d)

where the confluent Heun function HC(a, b,−2, c, d, x) satisfies the following confluent Heun ODE:

y′′ − (−x2a+ (−b+ a)x+ b+ 1)

x(x− 1)
y′ − ((−ba− 2c)x+ (b+ 1)a+ b− 2d+ 2)

2x(x− 1)
y = 0. (2.40)

Therefore, a separated solution for this first family can then be written as

ψω(r, ξ) = e−κr
2/2
(
C1r

bHC(a, b,−2, c, d,−r2/γ2) + C2r
−bHC(a,−b,−2, c, d,−r2/γ2)

)
×

×(C3 sin(ωξ) + C4 cos(ωξ)).
(2.41)

Some important remarks about (2.41) and the confluent Heun function should be made here:

1. For the examples shown, C2 will be set to zero, as a negative second parameter in the confluent Heun

function appears to not be computable by the utilized method.

2. There exists necessary and sufficient conditions for the confluent Heun function to produce polynomials

which are discussed thoroughly in [42]. These solutions correspond with helical solutions discussed in

[12]. A necessary condition for the emergence of these polynomials is c = −a(n+(b/2)) where n is some

positive integer which specifies the degree of this polynomial. The needed sufficient condition for the

polynomials of this function come from choosing a finite number of characteristic values for d. These

characteristic values are chosen such to be the roots of the coefficient of the (n+1) degree of the series

expansion. Further details on the conditions for these polynomials can be found in [41].

with the first remark, a more useful separated solution can be written as

ψω(r, ξ) = e−κr
2/2rbHC(a, b,−2, c, d,−r2/γ2)(C1 sin(ωξ) + C2 cos(ωξ)). (2.42)

As the above solution satisfies the linear equation (2.34) a general linear combination for different values of

ω can be considered giving

Ψ(r, ξ) =

∫ ∞

−∞
ψω(r, ξ) dω, (2.43)

assuming Ci = Ci(ω), i = 1, 2 are arbitrary distributions.
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2.4.2 Examples of the first family of new helical solutions

Two examples of the first family of solutions will be shown. The first is a look at a single separated solution

given by (2.42). Here the parameters in (2.42) are chosen such to not produce polynomials from the confluent

Heun part of the solution. Here the first part of the solution is shown before it starts to grow unboundedly

similar to the Whittaker functions when δ ̸= N. The magnetic surface cross-sections for this solution can be

seen in Figure 2.9.
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Figure 2.9: Helically symmetric magnetic surfaces P = const for Family 1 where c ̸= −a(n+ (b/2)).

Here ψ(r, ξ) is given by (2.42) with α = 5.9, κ = 1, γ = 1, ω = 3, C1 = 1 and C2 = 0.

While globally the above solution is non-physical, it can be truncated to give solutions which satisfy

the physical constraints. The physical solution with the pressure profile, magnetic energy density and the

magnitude of the current density can be seen in Figure 2.10. As expected with the magnetic energy density,

the higher concentration is seen in the center of each of the inner 6 sections.

An interesting linear combination of a non-physical solution can be seen in Figure 2.11.

The second example from this family of solutions is for the case when the confluent Heun function does

produce polynomials. This is a special case when Ψ(r, ξ) from (2.43) can be written as

ΨNmn(r, ξ) = e−κr
2/2
(
aNB0N (κr2) + rmBmn(κr

2)(amn cos(mξ/γ) + bmn sin(mξ/γ))
)
. (2.44)
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Figure 2.10: A truncated helically symmetric physical solution based off of the solution given in
Figure 2.9. The pressure contour, magnetic energy density and current density magnitude can be seen
from left to right.

Here Bmn are related to the Laguerre polynomials according to

Bmn(x) =
dm

dxm
Lm+n − kmnx

dm+1

dxm+1
Lm+n(x), (2.45)

where kmn = (m+ κγ2 − αγ)/(2nκγ2) and L(x) are the pth order Laguerre polynomials. In equation (2.44)

N ,m,n are arbitrary non-negative integers which all satisfy the inequality 2N > 2n + m. This solution is

derived in [12], where in the original paper the solution is written in terms of β where κ = 2β. The pressure

profile and the magnetic energy density can be seen in 2.12.

With a lifting and rotating motion along and about the z axis, the three dimensional magnetic surfaces for

which both the magnetic field B and the current density J ∼ curlB are tangent can be seen in Figure 2.13.

2.4.3 The second family of new helically symmetric solutions

The second family arises when σ = κ2 > 0 in equation (2.34). This corresponds to a positive pressure

profile, P > 0, inside of V and P = 0 outside. This pressure profile is suitable for plasma in vacuum. After

substituting this form of pressure into equation (2.24), the following ODE similar to (2.36) arises

r
( r

r2 + γ2
R′
)′

+
( α2r2

r2 + γ2
+

2γαr2

(r2 + γ2)2
− κ2r2

)
R = ω2R. (2.46)

The solution to (2.46) can again be written in terms of the confluent Heun function, HC , this time multiplied

by a complex exponential and having complex parameters in the confluent Heun function.

R(r) = C1r
be(−

i
2κr

2)HC

(
ia, b,−2, c, d,

−r2

γ2

)
+ C2r

be(−
i
2κr

2)HC

(
ia,−b,−2, c, d,

−r2

γ2

)
, (2.47)

where a, b, c, and d are given by (2.39). Following the 2nd remark about the confluent Heun function, the

second solution is discarded by setting C2 = 0 in (2.47). It should be noted, as it is not obvious, that the first

solution of equation (2.47) is a real valued function for real a, b, c, d and r. Therefore, a separated solution
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Figure 2.11: Pressure profile for a linear combination of ψ for Family 1 where c ̸= −a(n + (b/2)).
Here Ψ(r, ξ) = ψ1(r, ξ) + ψ2(r, ξ) where ψ1(r, ξ) is given in Figure 2.9 and ψ2(r, ξ)) is given by (2.42)
with α = 5.9, κ = 1, γ = 1, ω = 2, C1 = 1 and C2 = 0. Here the solution is non-physical as it grows
unbounded unless one restricts the plasma domain to within one helical cylinder or so.

to (2.34) corresponding to helically symmetric plasma in vacuum is

ψω(r, ξ) = e−iκr
2/2rbHC

(
ia, b,−2, c, d,

−r2

γ2

)
(C1 sin(ωξ) + C2 cos(ωξ)) . (2.48)

Now a general solution can be written as discrete or, more generally, continuous linear combinations of the

separated solutions (2.48):

Ψ(r, ξ) =

∫ ∞

−∞
ψω(r, ξ) dω, (2.49)

where C1 = C1(ω), C2 = C2(ω) are arbitrary weighting distributions. The radial part, R(r), in the separated

solution (2.48) for most choices of κ, α and ω behaves periodically, similarity to the Coulomb wave functions

from before. Due to this, (2.48) must be truncated at some chosen magnetic surface P = P0 outside of which

P and B are set to zero.

2.4.4 An example of second family of helical solutions

Using equation (2.48) and choosing the following values for ω, C1, C2, κ, γ and α the following oscillating

contours of the pressure P (ψ) = κ2ψ2/2 can be seen in Figure 2.14.
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Figure 2.12: Helically symmetric magnetic surfaces P = const can be seen in 2.12a. This is a special
case of Family 1 where the confluent Heun functions produce polynomials. Ψ(r, ξ) is given by 2.44
with N = 4, n = 0, m = 1, κ = 0.2, γ = 1 aN = an = 1 and bn = 0. The corresponding magnetic
energy density can be seen in 2.12b.

It appears that for the type of pressure configuration suitable for a plasma residing in vacuum the solutions

for both axial and helical symmetry have oscillatory nature in the radial variable.

After truncating this solution at some chosen boundary P (ψ) = 0, the pressure contour can be seen in

Figure 2.15a with the corresponding magnetic energy density seen in Figure 2.15b. For this example, two of

the magnetic surfaces are shown in 3D with magnetic field lines shown twisting up the helical surfaces. This

is shown in Figure 2.16.
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Figure 2.13: Helically symmetric magnetic surfaces P = const. This is a special case of Family
1 where the confluent Heun functions produce polynomials. Ψ(r, ξ) is given by (2.44) with N = 4,
n = 0, m = 1, κ = 0.2, γ = 1 aN = an = 1 and bn = 0. These surfaces are shown in 3D by a helical
transformation of Figure 2.12a.
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Figure 2.14: A cross-section of magnetic surfaces P = const for a non-physical oscillating helically
symmetric plasma equilibrium solution belonging to Family 2 given by (2.48), with C1 = 1, C2 = 0,
α = 3, κ = 4, γ = 1 and ω = 1. The colour-bar shows the values of the dimensionless pressure
P = κ2ψ2/2.
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Figure 2.15: Truncated helically symmetric magnetic surfaces P = const can be seen in 2.15a. This
belongs to family 2 where Ψ(r, ξ) is given by (2.48) withC1 = 1, C2 = 0, α = 3, κ = 4, γ = 1 and
ω = 1. The corresponding magnetic energy density can be seen in 2.15b.
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Figure 2.16: Three-dimensional magnetic surfaces P = const for a sample helically symmetric plasma
equilibrium solution belonging to family 2 using (2.48) with C1 = 1, C2 = 0, α = 3, κ = 4, γ = 1 and
ω = 1. Created by a rising and rotating motion of Figure 2.15a. Here the black lines represent the
magnetic field lines tangent to this surface.

39



2.5 Transformation of static equilibrium solutions into dynamic

solutions with non-zero velocity

Starting with the transformations discussed in chapter 1 that depend on two arbitrary functions

B1 =
√
C + F 2

2 (ψ)B, V1 =
F2(ψ)

F1(ψ)
√
µ
B, (2.50a)

P1 = CP − F 2
2 (ψ)B

2

2µ
, (2.50b)

ρ1 = F 2
2 (ψ), (2.50c)

the 2nd family of solutions for both axially and helically symmetry found in the previous section will be

transformed into new solutions with V1 ̸= 0.

2.5.1 Transformation of the second axially-symmetric family of solutions: an

example

Starting with the above example for the second family of axially symmetric solutions shown in Figure 2.6,

having the magnetic field components and pressure given as

Bst =
ψr
r
er + α

ψ

r
eφ − ψz

r
ez, (2.51a)

P = P0 +
q2

2
ψ2, (2.51b)

where ψ is given by (2.30) and using the two arbitrary functions of ψ to be

F1(ψ) = 0.7P 4, F2(ψ) = P 2, (2.52)

and C = 1, this transforms the solution into

B1 =
√

1 + P 4Bst, V1 =
Bst

0.7P 2
,

P1 = P − P 2B2
st

2
, ρ1 = P 4. (2.53a)

The new pressure profile and magnetic energy density can be seen in Figure 2.17a and Figure 2.17b respec-

tively. With the non-zero velocity, a graph of the non-zero kinetic energy density, ρ1V
2
1 /2, can now be seen

and is shown in Figure 2.17c.
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Figure 2.17: The new solution transformed from the solution shown in Figure 2.6 with the new
solutions given by (2.53) based off of the static equilibrium magnetic fieldBst and the static equilibrium
pressure P . From left to right, the new pressure profile, P1, magnetic energy density, B2

1/2µ and non-
zero kinetic energy density ρV 2

1 /2 can be seen.

2.5.2 Transformations of the second helically-symmetric family of solutions: an

example

Taking the second family of helically symmetric solutions shown in Figure 2.18, having the magnetic field

components and pressure given as

Bst =
ψξ
r
er +

αrψ + rψr
r2 + γ2

eφ +
γαψ − rψr
r2 + γ2

ez, (2.54a)

P = P0 +
κ2

2
ψ2, (2.54b)

where ψ is given by (2.48) and using the two arbitrary functions of ψ to be

F1(ψ) = 0.035P 2, F2(ψ) = e
ψ4

2 cosψ2. (2.55)

and C = 1, this transforms the solution into

B1 =
√

1 + eψ4 cos2 ψ2 Bst, V1 =
e
ψ4

2 cosψ2

0.035P 2
Bst, (2.56a)

P1 = P − eψ
4

cos2 ψ2

2
B2
st, ρ1 = eψ

4

cos2 ψ2. (2.56b)

The new pressure profile and magnetic energy density can be seen in Figure 2.18a and Figure 2.18b

respectively. With the non-zero velocity, a graph of the non-zero kinetic energy density, ρ1V
2
1 /2, can now be

seen and is shown in Figure 2.18c.
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Figure 2.18: The new solution transformed from the solution shown in Figure 2.15 with the new
solutions given by (2.56) based off of the static equilibrium magnetic fieldBst and the static equilibrium
pressure P . From left to right, the new pressure profile, P1, magnetic energy density, |B1|2/2µ and
non-zero kinetic energy density ρ|V1|2/2 can be seen.
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3 Spherical vortices in fluid mechanics and MHD

3.1 Introduction

In 1894 Micaiah John Muller Hill published an article describing a sphere moving symmetrically with regards

to an axis through a stationary fluid. Using cylinderical coordinates and assuming that the azimuthal velocity

component is zero, Hill was able to find a simple solution that describes this fluid flow. This solution and

the method that it was computed is available in [30]. A similar modern problem in the MHD framework

was put forth in 1987 by A. A. Bobnev in which they considered a spherical vortex moving in an ideally

conducting fluid [9]. In this work, several small mistakes were made. Interestingly enough, in 1995 R. Kaiser

and D. Lortz again considered the problem of a spherical vortex in MHD equilibrium to model ball lighting

[33] essentially re-deriving the solution A. Bobnev found in [9]. In the following chapter, a modern and much

simpler derivation of Hill’s spherical vortex using the Bragg-Hawthorne equation, (which was first derived

in 1898 by William Mitchinson Hicks and only gained popularity after being re-derived in 1950 by William

Hawthorne and Stephen Bragg) will be shown to emphasize the usefulness of the Bragg-Hawthorne equation

for such problems. By using the moving frame of reference the Euler equations reduce to equilibrium flow

which as discussed previously are equivalent to static equilibrium MHD (1.31). Next, the spherical vortex

in an ideally conducting fluid is computed similar to methods in both [9] and [33]. Using results from the

previous two sections, a new generalized version of Hill’s spherical vortex is put forth. After this, a physical

solution to the static equilibrium MHD equations (1.31) is computed by looking at a separated solution to

the Grad-Shafranov equation in spherical coordinates and lastly, the stability of Hill’s spherical vortex is

examined by performing an axisymmetric perturbation described in [40]. A similar analysis for the new

generalized Hill’s spherical vortex is also attempted.

3.2 Hill’s spherical vortex: a modern derivation

A sphere of radius R moving through a stationary fluid directed along the z axis can be modelled with the

incompressible Euler equations. Starting with the equations of motion for an incompressible fluid

∂V

∂t
+ (V · ∇)V = −1

ρ
gradP, (3.1a)

divV = 0, (3.1b)
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the well known result that the incompressible Euler equations are invariant under a general Galilean trans-

formations motivates the following change of variables

V(r, t) = ṽ(r− Z(t)ez) + Z ′(t)ez, P (r, t) = P̃ (r− Z(t)ez). (3.2)

Here Z(t) is an arbitrary function of time and ṽ, P̃ denote fluid parameters measured in the corresponding

moving frame of reference.

Assuming that the moving frame of reference is moving at the same speed as the spherical vortex, and

the density is constant, after omitting the tilde on the new variables, the Euler equations can be written as

curlv × v = gradH, (3.3a)

divv = 0, (3.3b)

where

H = −
(
P

ρ
+

1

2
|v|2

)
(3.4)

is a modified pressure term. In the rest of this section H will simply be refereed to as the pressure. As one

can see, assuming that the motion is axially symmetric it is natural to use cylindrical coordinates and set

v and H independent of ϕ. In doing so, one can reduce (3.3) to the well known Bragg-Hawthorne equation

(see Chapter 1 section 6.2 for the derivation)

∂2ψ

∂r2
+
∂2ψ

∂z2
− 1

r

∂ψ

∂r
+ F (ψ)F ′(ψ) = r2H ′(ψ), (3.5)

where

v =
ψz
r
er +

F (ψ)

r
eϕ +

−ψr
r

ez, (3.6)

and F , H are arbitrary functions of ψ, where ψ is the stream function discussed in Section 6.2. Chapter

1. Following Hill’s assumption who considered a two-component axially symmetric flow, the azimuthal

component of the velocity is set to zero, giving the condition

F (ψ) = 0. (3.7)

From this, the vorticity as discussed in chapter one and given by 1.45 becomes

ω = r2H ′(ψ)eϕ. (3.8)

Note that when the pressure is constant: H = H0, one has ω = 0, which corresponds to an irrotational

flow (i.e. potential flow) which was also discussed in Section 6.2. Chapter 1. (3.7) also gives a simplified

Bragg-Hawthorne equation
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∂2ψ

∂r2
+
∂2ψ

∂z2
− 1

r

∂ψ

∂r
= −r2H ′(ψ), (3.9)

with

v =
ψz
r
er +

−ψr
r

ez. (3.10)

The arbitrary function is chosen as the highest power series expansion in ψ such that the (3.9) becomes

separable in spherical coordinates and the asymptotics of the pressure H(ψ) behaves properly. As far as

separability of (3.9) goes, H(ψ) cannot be of higher degree then linear in ψ. In regards to the asymptotics,

the pressure far away from the sphere must not change and needs to be the ambient pressure H0. This gives

the best choice for H(ψ) to be broken into two pieces that match at the boundary

H(ψ) =

H0 − 10δψ, ρ < R

H0. ρ > R

(3.11)

Here the coefficient 10δ is only chosen in this way to make the calculation cleaner. The problem is now

be decomposed into two pieces: the rotational flow inside of the sphere with pressure linear in ψ, and the

irrotational flow outside of the sphere with constant pressure.

1. Rotational flow inside the sphere

H(ψ) = H0 − 10δψ (3.12a)

∂2ψ

∂r2
+
∂2ψ

∂z2
− 1

r

∂ψ

∂r
= 10δr2. (3.12b)

2. Irrotational flow outside the sphere

H(ψ̃) = H0 (3.13a)

∂2ψ̃

∂r2
+
∂2ψ̃

∂z2
− 1

r

∂ψ̃

∂r
= 0. (3.13b)

Along with these two equations, there is the condition that both pieces must have matching pressure and

velocity components at the boundary of the sphere (r2 + z2 = R2). For matching pressure, this implies that

for the inside solution, ψ(r, z) = 0 when r2 + z2 = R2. It turns out that one can effectively seek solutions

to (3.12b) and (3.13b) in spherical coordinates, in the separated form ψ(ρ, θ) = R(ρ)Θ(θ). Here standard

spherical coordinates are related to cylindrical coordinates by r = ρ sin θ, z = ρ cos θ. Converting the above

problem into spherical coordinates gives

1. Rotational flow inside the sphere

H(ψ) = H0 − 10δψ (3.14a)

[
∂2

∂ρ2
+

sin θ

ρ2
∂

∂θ

(
1

sin θ

∂

∂θ

)]
ψ = 10δρ2 sin2 θ. (3.14b)
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2. Irrotational flow outside the sphere

H(ψ̃) = H0 (3.15a)

[
∂2

∂ρ2
+

sin θ

ρ2
∂

∂θ

(
1

sin θ

∂

∂θ

)]
ψ = 0. (3.15b)

The velocity components inside and outside are given by

vin =
1

ρ2 sin θ

∂ψ

∂θ
eρ −

1

ρ sin θ

∂ψ

∂ρ
eθ, (3.16)

and

vout =
1

ρ2 sin θ

∂ψ̃

∂θ
eρ −

1

ρ sin θ

∂ψ̃

∂ρ
eθ. (3.17)

respectively. Along with this, the matching conditions and the need for ψ(ρ, θ) to be regular at ρ = 0

give the following four boundary conditions

ψ(R, θ) = 0, |ψ(0, θ)| <∞,
∂ψ

∂θ

∣∣∣∣
ρ=R

=
∂ψ̃

∂θ

∣∣∣∣
ρ=R

,
∂ψ

∂ρ

∣∣∣∣
ρ=R

=
∂ψ̃

∂ρ

∣∣∣∣
ρ=R

. (3.18)

A general solution for the inhomogeneous inside equation (3.14b) is sought in the form of ψ(ρ, θ) =

ψ(ρ, θ)gen+ψ(ρ, θ)part where ψ(ρ, θ)gen is a general solution to the homogeneous version of (3.14b) given by[
∂2

∂ρ2
+

sin θ

ρ2
∂

∂θ

(
1

sin θ

∂

∂θ

)]
ψ = 0. (3.19)

and ψ(ρ, θ)part is a particular solution to (3.14b). A particular solution is found to be

ψ(ρ, θ)part = δρ4 sin2 θ. (3.20)

The general solution to (3.19) is obtained by a separated solution ψ(ρ, θ) = R(ρ)Θ(θ). Upon substituting

the separated form into (3.19) one arrives at the two ODEs

ρ2R′′ − CR = 0, (3.21)

(
(− csc θ)Θ′)′ = C(csc θ)Θ, (3.22)

where C is a separation constant to be determined. Using the change of variables

t = cos θ, Θ(θ) = T (t), (3.23)

the equation (3.22) becomes

(1− t2)T ′′(t) + CT (t) = 0. (3.24)

This ODE can be related to the associated Legendre ODE with the transformation

T (t) =
√

1− t2P (t) (3.25)
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leading to

(1− t2)P ′′(t)− 2tP ′(t) +

(
C − 1

1− t2

)
P (t) = 0. (3.26)

The equation (3.26) is related to the associated Legendre ODE [33].

(1− x2)P̃ ′′(x)− 2xP̃ ′(x) +

(
l(l + 1)− m2

1− x2

)
P̃ (x) = 0 (3.27)

Clearly (3.26) is the same as (3.27) when m = 1 and C = l(l + 1). The equation (3.27) has nonsingular

solutions on the interval [−1, 1] only when l and m are integer values [3]. For m = 1, the associated Legendre

polynomials have the form

Pl(x) = −
√
1− x2

d

dx
Pl(x), (3.28)

where Pl refers to the lth order Legendre polynomial. One then arrives at the regular solutions to (3.24)

Tl(t) = −(1− t2)
d

dt
Pl. (3.29)

which can be written as

Tl(t) = (l + 1)Pl+1(t)− (l + 1)tPl(t). (3.30)

This gives Θ(θ) as

Θl(θ) = (l + 1)Pl+1(cos θ)− (l + 1) cos θ Pl(cos θ). (3.31)

The value C = l(l + 1) can now be substituted into (3.21) giving

ρ2R′′(ρ)− l(l + 1)R(ρ) = 0. (3.32)

This has the solution

Rl(ρ) = alρ
l+1 + blρ

−l. (3.33)

As the solution is required to be regular at ρ = 0, bl will be set to zero. A separated solution to the

homogeneous PDE (3.19) is therefore

ψl(ρ, θ) = alρ
l+1Θl(θ), (3.34)

giving the solution for ψ inside of the sphere as

ψ(ρ, θ) = δρ4 sin2 θ +

∞∑
l=0

alρ
l+1Θl(θ). (3.35)

Using the condition that the pressure must match at the boundary which reduces to the condition that

ψ(R, θ) = 0 as specified in (3.18) gives

∞∑
l=0

alR
l+1Θl(θ) = −δR4 sin2 θ. (3.36)
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The solutions Θl(θ) form a complete orthogonal basis as (3.22) is a classical Sturm-Liouville second-order

linear ODE with weight w(θ) = − csc θ. Using the observation that Θ1(θ) = − sin2 θ equation (3.36) can be

written as
∞∑
l=0

alR
l+1Θl(θ) = δR4Θl(θ). (3.37)

By multiplying the above equation by − csc θΘl(θ) and integrating from 0 < θ < π one arrives at

alR
l+1 =

−
∫ π
0
δR4 csc θΘ1(θ)Θl(θ)dθ

−
∫ π
0
csc θ(Θl(θ))2dθ

. (3.38)

The right hand side is zero due to the orthogonality of Θl(θ) for all l except when l = 1. In this case one

obtains the condition that

a1 = δR2. (3.39)

Therefore the solution inside the sphere can be written as

ψ(ρ, θ) = δρ2 sin2 θ(ρ2 −R2). (3.40)

For outside of the sphere, the solution is the same as the homogeneous solution to 3.14b given by

ψ̃(ρ, θ) =

∞∑
l=0

(
clρ

l+1 +
d1
ρ

)
Θl(θ). (3.41)

The forth condition in (3.18) gives the condition that

∞∑
l=0

(
cl(l + 1)Rl − d1

R2

)
Θl(θ) = 3δR3 sin2 θ. (3.42)

Using the orthogonality of Θl(θ) as discussed before, l = 1. Lastly, the third condition gives

(
clR

2 +
d1
R

)
= 0. (3.43)

giving c1 = −d1/R3. Substituting this back into (3.42) with l = 1 one achieves the complete solution

ψ(ρ, θ) =

δρ
2 sin2 θ(ρ2 −R2), ρ < R

2
3δR

2 sin2 θ
(
ρ3−R3

ρ

)
. ρ > R

(3.44)

This can be written in cylindrical coordinates as

ψ(r, z) =

δ
(
(r2z2 + r4)−R2r2

)
, r2 + z2 < R2

2
3δR

2r2
(
1− R3

(r2+z2)3/2

)
. r2 + z2 > R2

. (3.45)

The velocity components can be computed from (3.113) to be
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vr =

2δrz, r2 + z2 < R2

2δR5rz
(r2+z2)5/2

, r2 + z2 > R2

(3.46)

vz =

2δ
(
R2 − r2 − z2

)
, r2 + z2 < R2

4
3δR

2 + 2δR5

3
(r2−2z2)
(r2+z2)5/2

, r2 + z2 > R2

. (3.47)

Moving back into the lab frame with the transformation given by (3.2) one arrives at

Vr =

2δr(z − Z(t)), r2 + (z − Z(t))2 < R2

2δR5r(z−Z(t))
(r2+(z−Z(t))2)5/2

, r2 + (z − Z(t))2 > R2

(3.48)

Vz =

Z
′(t) + 2δ

(
R2 − r2 − (z − Z(t))2

)
, r2 + (z − Z(t))2 < R2

Z ′(t) + 4
3δR

2 + 2δR5

3
(r2−2(z−Z(t))2)
(r2+(z−Z(t))2)5/2

. r2 + (z − Z(t))2 > R2

(3.49)

The pressure in the stationary frame of reference is given by

H(r, z) =

H0 − 10δ2
(
r2
(
(z − Z(t))2 + r2 −R2)

))
, r2 + (z − Z(t))2 < R2

H0. r2 + (z − Z(t))2 > R2

(3.50)

One additional boundary condition that can be considered is the behaviour of the velocity far away from

the spherical vortex. In particular, if the fluid that the sphere is moving through is stationary, it is natural

to demand vr, vz → 0 as r2 + z2 → ∞. The first limit for vr is trivially satified

lim
r2+z2→∞

vr = 0. (3.51)

however, for the z component of velocity, vz one gets

lim
r2+z2→∞

vz = Z ′(t) +
4

3
δR2 = 0. (3.52)

This gives the additional condition that Z ′(t) = − 4
3δR

2. This implies the interesting result that the group

velocity of the moving spherical vortex is constant with a speed that is proportional to the square of the

radius. In this case, the solution depending on the freedom of R and δ can be written completely in terms of

Z(t) = Z0 −
4

3
δR2t (3.53)

as

Vr =

2δr(z + 4
3δR

2t), r2 + (z + 4
3δR

2t)2 < R2

2δR5r(z+ 4
3 δR

2t)

(r2+(z+ 4
3 δR

2t)2)5/2
, r2 + (z + 4

3δR
2t)2 > R2

(3.54)

Vz =

− 4
3δR

2 + 2δ
(
R2 − r2 − (z + 4

3δR
2t)2

)
, r2 + (z + 4

3δR
2t)2 < R2

− 4
3δR

2 + 4
3δR

2 + 2δR5

3

(r2−2(z+ 4
3 δR

2t)2)

(r2+(z+ 4
3 δR

2t)2)5/2
. r2 + z + 4

3δR
2t)2 > R2

(3.55)
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with the pressure profile in the stationary frame as

H(r, z) =

H0 + 10δ2
(
r2
(
(z + 4

3δR
2t)2 + r2 −R2)

))
, r2 + (z + 4

3δR
2t)2 < R2

H0. r2 + (z + 4
3δR

2t)2 > R2

(3.56)

Level curves of H(r, z) can be seen in Figure 3.1.

-1.5 -1 -0.5 0 0.5 1 1.5
-1.5

-1

-0.5

0

0.5

1

1.5

0

0.5

1

1.5

2

2.5

3

Figure 3.1: A cross-section of surfaces H(ψ) = const in the lab frame given by (3.56). Here R = 1,
H0 = 1, δ = 1 and t = 0. The black arrows correspond to the velocity vectors on a given surface. By
the first equation of (3.3), both v and curlv are tangent to this surface.

3.3 A stationary spherical MHD vortex

A similar problem to Hill’s spherical vortex is the concept of a spherical vortex moving through an ideally

conducting fluid. With this problem, negligibly small fluid motion (V = 0) is assumed which reduces the

dynamic MHD system (1.27) to the static equilibrium MHD equations

curlB×B = µ gradP, (3.57a)

divB = 0. (3.57b)
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Here, the main differences between Hill’s spherical vortex and this stationary conducting spherical vortex is:

the search for v inside and outside the sphere is replaced with the search for B, and the azimuthal component

of this magnetic field is not assumed to be zero. Two assumptions of this conducting spherical vortex are: the

pressure goes to a constant value taken to be zero at the boundary of the sphere (similar to Hill’s spherical

vortex), and every magnetic field component goes to zero at the boundary. The last condition here regarding

the magnetic field is chosen in this way because the asymptotic behaviour of the magnetic field must decay

at least as quickly as a dipole moment, but it was shown in [33], that the only solution outside of the sphere

consistent with the inside pressure and magnetic field that has the proper asymptotic behaviour is when

B = 0.

The spherical vortex is assumed to have inherent axial symmetry which allows the reduction of (3.57) to

the Grad-Shafranov equation

∂2ψ

∂r2
+
∂2ψ

∂z2
− 1

r

∂ψ

∂r
+ I(ψ)I ′(ψ) = −r2P ′(ψ). (3.58)

where the magnetic field components are given by

B =
ψz
r
er +

I(ψ)

r
eϕ −

ψr
r
ez. (3.59)

Inside of the sphere, the pressure P (ψ) and the arbitrary function related to the toroidal magnetic field I(ψ)

are taken to be linear (as any higher power series expansion of P (ψ) and I(ψ) makes (3.58) not separable in

spherical coordinates). Therefore, these arbitrary functions are written as

P (ψ) = P0 − γψ, I(ψ) = λψ. (3.60)

The Grad-Shafranov equation now becomes a second order linear homogeneous PDE. This equation is now

converted to spherical coordinates[
∂2

∂ρ2
+

sin θ

ρ2
∂

∂θ

(
1

sin θ

∂

∂θ

)
+ λ2

]
ψ = γρ2 sin2 θ, (3.61)

where the magnetic field is given by

B =
1

ρ2 sin θ

∂ψ

∂θ
eρ +

I(ψ)

ρ sin θ
eϕ −

1

ρ sin θ

∂ψ

∂ρ
eθ. (3.62)

Following a similar method to the previous section, ψ(ρ, θ) = ψ(ρ, θ)gen + ψ(ρ, θ)part where ψ(ρ, θ)gen is

a general solution to the homogeneous version of (3.61) given by[
∂2

∂ρ2
+

sin θ

ρ2
∂

∂θ

(
1

sin θ

∂

∂θ

)
+ λ2

]
ψ = 0, (3.63)

A particular solution to (3.61) is found to be

ψ(ρ, θ) =
δ

λ2
ρ2 sin2 θ. (3.64)
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The general solution to (3.63) is obtained by a separated solution ψ(ρ, θ) = R(ρ)Θ(θ). Upon substituting

the separated form into (3.63) one arrives at the two ODEs

ρ2R′′(ρ)− (c+ λ2)R(ρ) = 0 (3.65)

(
(− csc θ)Θ′)′ = C(csc θ)Θ. (3.66)

One can notice that (3.66) is the exact same as in the previous section given by (3.22). Therefore, due to

the sin2 θ dependence in (3.64) and the orthogonality of Θl(θ) given by (3.31), one can conclude in a similar

fashion to the previous section that the only value of l which satisfies the pressure P going to the constant

ambient pressure P0 on the boundary is l = 1. This gives the following separated anzats to use

ψ(ρ, θ) = G(ρ)ρ2 sin2 θ. (3.67)

Upon substituting the above into equation (3.61), the second order linear ODE is obtained

G′′(ρ) +
4

ρ
G′(ρ) +G(ρ)λ2 = γ. (3.68)

This third order equation, (3.68), along with the following three physical conditions gives a well posed

eigenvalue problem [9].

1. To achieve finite energy inside the sphere limρ→0 |G(ρ)| <∞.

2. The magnetic field components given by (3.62) must vanish at the boundary for the proper asymptotic

behaviour as discussed in [9, 33], G′(R) = G(R) = 0.

3. The pressure must go to the constant ambient pressure P0 at the boundary, G(R) = 0.

A general solution to (3.68) can be found to be

G(ρ) = C1
ρλ sin(ρλ) + cos(ρλ)

ρ3
+ C2

ρλ cos(ρλ)− sin(ρλ)

ρ3
+

γ

λ2
. (3.69)

From the first condition above, C1 = 0. The second condition gives a countable number of normalized

eigenvalues λn = λR corresponding to the nth root of the following transcendental equation

x2 tanx− 3 tanx+ 3x = 0. (3.70)

Lastly, the third condition gives a value for γ depending on the value of λn,

γn = −C2λ
2
n

λn cosλn − sinλn
R5

. (3.71)

This gives the flux function inside of the sphere as

ψ(ρ, θ) =

(
C2

ρ
Rλn cos(

ρ
Rλn)− sin( ρRλn)

ρ
+
ρ2R2γn
λ2n

)
sin2 θ. (3.72)
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which can be written in terms of a first order spherical Bessel function of the first kind, j1 as

ψ(ρ, θ) =

(
C̃2

ρ

R
λnj1

( ρ
R
λn

)
+
ρ2R2γn
λ2n

)
sin2 θ. (3.73)

Outside of the sphere ρ > R all of the magnetic field components are zero and the pressure is equal to

the ambient pressure P0. An example of this solution for n = 1 has its pressure shown in Figure 3.2.
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Figure 3.2: Pressure profile of static spherical vortex in ideally conducting fluid given by P (ψn) =
P0 − γnψn where ψn is given by (3.72) for R = 1, n = 1 and C2 = 1. B is not shown on this plot as
the non-zero ϕ component would make it point out of, or into the page.

A few other solutions are shown for higher values of n. In Figure 3.3 pressure profiles P (ψn) = P0−γnψn
for ψn given by (3.72) with n = 2 and n = 3 can be seen.

In Figure 3.4 n = 4 and n = 5.
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Figure 3.3: Pressure profile of static spherical vortex in ideally conducting fluid given by P (ψn) =
P0 − γnψn where ψn is given by (3.72) for C2 = 1, R = 1, n = 2 on the left, and n = 3 on the right.
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Figure 3.4: Pressure profile of static spherical vortex in ideally conducting fluid given by P (ψn) =
P0 − γnψn where ψn is given by (3.72) for C2 = 1, R = 1, n = 4 on the left, and n = 5 on the right.
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3.4 A generalized version of Hill’s spherical vortex

In the last section, as the magnetic field outside of the spherical vortex needed to vanish in order to satisfy

asymptotic behaviour that decays at least as fast as a dipole moment [33], and as the velocity asymptotics

of Hill’s spherical vortex outside of the sphere have good behaviour from a fluid dynamics standpoint, a

generalized spherical vortex with a non-zero V ϕ can be considered in a very similar way to the previous

section.

Similar to the first section of chapter 3, using a moving frame of reference, assuming axial invariance, the

Euler equations can reduce to the Bragg-Hawthorne equation (1.42). Starting from said equation in spherical

coordinates

[
∂2

∂ρ2
+

sin θ

ρ2
∂

∂θ

(
1

sin θ

∂

∂θ

)
+ F (ψ)F ′(ψ)

]
ψ = −H ′(ψ)ρ2 sin2 θ, (3.74)

the arbitrary functions are again chosen as the highest power series expansion in ψ such that the (3.74)

becomes separable and the asymptotics of the pressure H(ψ) and the toroidal velocity component function

F (ψ) behave properly. As far as seperability of (3.74) goes, both functions cannot be of higher degree then

linear in ψ. In regards to the asymptotics, the pressure far away from the sphere is chosen to change and

thus needs to be the ambient pressure H0, similarly, F (ψ) must also not change far away from the sphere,

however, F (ψ) = F0 where F0 = const is not allowed as it corresponds to a singular V ϕ. This gives the best

option for the free functions as

H(ψ) =

H0 − γψ, ρ < R

H0, ρ > R

(3.75)

F (ψ) =

λψ, ρ < R

0. ρ > R

(3.76)

This allows one to decompose the spherical Grad-Shafranov equation into two problems like before, one inside

and one outside of the sphere, namely:

1. Rotational flow inside the sphere ρ < R

H(ψ) = H0 − γψ, (3.77a)

[
∂2

∂ρ2
+

sin θ

ρ2
∂

∂θ

(
1

sin θ

∂

∂θ

)
+ λ2

]
ψ = γρ2 sin2 θ. (3.77b)

2. Irrotational, force-free flow outside the sphere ρ > R

H(ψ̃) = H0, (3.78a)
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[
∂2

∂ρ2
+

sin θ

ρ2
∂

∂θ

(
1

sin θ

∂

∂θ

)]
ψ = 0. (3.78b)

The velocity components inside and outside are given by

vin =
1

ρ2 sin θ

∂ψ

∂θ
eρ +

F (ψ)

ρ sin θ
eϕ −

1

ρ sin θ

∂ψ

∂ρ
eθ, (3.79)

and

vout =
1

ρ2 sin θ

∂ψ̃

∂θ
eρ −

1

ρ sin θ

∂ψ̃

∂ρ
eθ. (3.80)

respectively. Along with this, the matching pressure at the boundary, the need for ψ(ρ, θ) to be regular

at ρ = 0 and the matching velocity at the boundary give in order the following four boundary conditions

identical to the first section of Chapter 1

ψ(R, θ) = 0, |ψ(0, θ)| <∞,
∂ψ

∂θ

∣∣∣∣
ρ=R

=
∂ψ̃

∂θ

∣∣∣∣
ρ=R

,
∂ψ

∂ρ

∣∣∣∣
ρ=R

=
∂ψ̃

∂ρ

∣∣∣∣
ρ=R

. (3.81)

From the last Section, a solution inside the sphere that is bounded at the origin is found to be

ψ(ρ, θ) =

(
C
ρλ cos(ρλ)− sin(ρλ)

ρ
+

γ

λ2
ρ2
)
sin2 θ, (3.82)

and from the first section, the solution outside of the sphere is given by

ψ̃(ρ, θ) = ρ2 sin2 θ

(
A+

B

ρ3

)
. (3.83)

After applying the matching pressure boundary condition given by the first equation in (3.81) one obtains

the transcendental equation between λ and γ

Cλ2R cos(Rλ)− Cλ sin(Rλ) +R3γ = 0. (3.84)

Using the third boundary condition in (3.81) one obtains

A = − B

R3
(3.85)

giving the outside solution as

ψ̃(ρ, θ) = Bρ2 sin2 θ

(
1

ρ3
− 1

R3

)
. (3.86)

Lastly, the final boundary condition in (3.81) allows one to solve for B in terms of the other constants,

giving

B =
CRλ3 cos(Rλ) + Cλ4R2 sin(Rλ)− Cλ2 sin(Rλ)− 2γR3

3λ2
. (3.87)
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The three conditions on the constants given by (3.84), (3.85) and (3.87) gives ψ(ρ, θ) in the whole space

as

ψ(ρ, θ) =


(
C ρλ cos(ρλ)−sin(ρλ)

ρ + γ
λ2 ρ

2
)
sin2 θ, ρ < R

CRλ3 cos(Rλ)+Cλ4R2 sin(Rλ)−Cλ2 sin(Rλ)−2γR3

3λ2 ρ2 sin2 θ
(

1
R3 − 1

ρ3

)
. ρ > R

. (3.88)

This solution (3.88) of the spherical Grad-Shafranov equations (3.77) and (3.78) is a more general version

of Hill’s spherical vortex as:

� The ϕ component of the velocity is non-zero inside of the sphere. Whereas Hill’s original vortex solution

had V ϕ = 0.

� There is the choice of freedom for three constants, C, (λ or γ) and R, whereas Hill’s original solution

only has a choice of freedom for R and one constant δ.

The asymptotics of the velocity field outside of the sphere behave in a suitable manner as this is the

same outside solution of Hill’s spherical vortex given in cylindrical coordinates by (3.46) and (3.47) which

has correct asymptotics as discussed in [30]. One interesting remark is that if the outside magnetic field must

vanish which corresponds in this case to the coefficient of the outside solution given in 3.88 as B, then this

problem reduces to the problem in the previous section and the equations (2.53a) and (2.56b) reduce to the

transcendental equations given by (3.70) and (3.71) as they should. This result is briefly discussed in [33] as

they require this condition for the proper asymptotics of the magnetic field.

3.5 Generalized spherical separation of variables

In Section 3 of this Chapter, a separated solution in spherical coordinates to the Grad-Shafranov equation

3.89 was obtained to satisfy boundary conditions that correspond to a spherical vortex moving through a

stationary fluid. During this, the behaviour of Θl(θ) given by (3.31) was restricted to l = 1 to satisfy the

boundary conditions. In this section, a fully separated solution is considered in its own right.

Using the first part of Section 3 up until 3.66, the linear Grad-Shafranov equation in spherical coordinates

[
∂2

∂ρ2
+

sin θ

ρ2
∂

∂θ

(
1

sin θ

∂

∂θ

)
+ λ2

]
ψ = γρ2 sin2 θ. (3.89)

which from (1.40) corresponds to the free functions from Section 3 given by I(ψ) = λψ and P (ψ) = P0− γψ.

A solution in the form of ψ(ρ, θ) = ψ(ρ, θ)gen+ψ(ρ, θ)part is sought with ψ(ρ, θ)part =
γρ2 sin2 θ

λ2 . A separated

solution for the homogenous version of (3.89) is sought in the form ψ(ρ, θ) = R(ρ)Θ(θ).

The homogeneous version of equation (3.89) then reduces to the two ODEs

ρ2R′′(ρ)− (C + λ2)R(ρ) = 0, (3.90)
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Θ′′(θ)− cos θ

sin θ
Θ′(θ) + cΘ(θ) = 0, (3.91)

where C is a separation constant to be determined.

From Section 1 of this chapter, the separation constant is found to be C = l(l+1) for l ∈ N with a solution

to (3.91) given by

Θl(θ) = (l + 1)Pl+1(cos θ)− (l + 1) cos θ Pl(cos θ). (3.92)

The value C = l(l + 1) can now be substituted into (3.90) giving

ρ2R′′(ρ)− (l(l + 1) + λ2)R(ρ) = 0. (3.93)

This has a solution in terms of the Bessel function of the first kind

Rl(ρ) =
√
ρJ
(
2l + 1

2
, ρλ

)
. (3.94)

So a separated solution to the homogenous version of (3.89) is given by

ψl(ρ, θ) =
√
ρJ
(
2l + 1

2
, ρλ

)(
(l + 1)Pl+1(cos θ)− (l + 1) cos θPl(cos θ)

)
. (3.95)

As equation (3.89) is linear, any linear combination of the separated solution (3.95) with the addition of

the particular solution will also be a solution. This can be written in a general way as

Ψ(ρ, θ) =
γρ2 sin2 θ

λ2
+

n∑
l=0

al
√
ρJ
(
2l + 1

2
, ρλ

)
Θl(θ). (3.96)

Where Θl(θ) is given by (3.92). Clearly this solution is no longer related to the spherical vortex but is

an MHD equilibria solution which can be considered in its own right. A pressure profile P = P0 − γψ with

ψ given by (3.96) can be seen in Figure 3.5.
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Figure 3.5: A cross-section of magnetic surfaces where the magnetic surfaces are shown by P (ψ) =
const for P = P0 − γψ where ψ is given by (3.96). Here γ = 1, λ = 1, n = 5, al = 1, l = 1, 2, 3, 4, 5.
Any toroidal surface can be considered a truncated solution with the outer surface described by a
current sheet.

3.6 Stability considerations for the spherical vortex

In this section, stability of the spherical vortices solutions described in the previous chapters will be analyzed.

These include Hill’s vortex solutions from Section 1 given by (3.44), the MHD spherical vortex solution given

in Section 2 given by (3.72) and the generalized Hill’s vortex from Section 3 given by (3.88). In the first part,

an axially-symmetric perturbation of Hill’s spherical vortex on the sphere following a method described in

[40] is performed with the goal of observing modes that grow exponentially in time to conclude the instability

of the solution. In the next sections, a similar perturbation is attempted but is shown to not be possible. A

generalized perturbation is performed with the goal of observing modes that grow exponentially in time.

3.6.1 Axisymmetric perturbation of Hill’s vortex

The solution of Hill’s spherical vortex at the surface of the sphere ρ = R is considered. Using the dynamic

equation for ψ found in Hill’s paper [30]
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(
∂

∂t
+

1

r

∂ψ

∂z

∂

∂r
− 1

r

∂ψ

∂r

∂

∂z

)[
1

r2

(
∂2ψ

∂z2
+
∂2ψ

∂r2
− 1

r

∂ψ

∂r

)]
= 0. (3.97)

The inside solution given by (3.44) is perturbed using

ρ 7→ ρ(1 + ϵh(θ, t)) (3.98)

giving

ψ(ρ, θ) = δρ2(1 + ϵh(θ, t))2 sin2 θ(ρ2(1 + ϵh(θ, t))2 −R2). (3.99)

This perturbed solution is now substituted into the spherical version of the dynamic ψ equation (3.97). After

this, the substitution (ρ = R) is made and then discarding terms beyond the first order of ϵ the following

third order PDE for h(θ, t) is obtained

2Rδ sin θ
∂3h

∂θ3
+

∂3h

∂t∂θ2
+ 6Rδ cos θ

∂2h

∂θ2
+ 3

cos θ

sin θ

∂2h

∂t∂θ
− 40Rδ

sin θ

(
cos2 θ − 17

20

)
∂h

∂θ
+ 20

∂h

∂t
= 0. (3.100)

This linear homogeneous equation is separable: one can seek its solutions as h(θ, t) = Θ(θ)T (t) where

Θ(θ) and T (t) satisfy

d3Θ

dθ3
= −3

(
cos θ

sin θ
+

λ

6Rδ sin θ

)
d2Θ

dθ2
+

(
20

cos2 θ

sin2 θ
− 3

cos θ

2Rδ sin2 θ
λ− 17

sin2 θ

)
dΘ

dθ
− 10

λ

Rδ sin θ
Θ, (3.101)

dT

dt
= λT. (3.102)

The T equation above has the exponential solution T (t) = Aeλt. The Θ equation (3.101) can be converted

into a simpler equation with the transformation z = cos θ with Θ(θ) = Z(z). This gives

(1− z2)
d3Z

dz3
− (2K2 + 6z)

d2Z

dz2
+ 8

(
2 +

K2z

1− z2

)
dZ

dz
− 40K2

1− z2
Z = 0. (3.103)

Solutions to (3.103) can be expressed as a linear combination of the following functions written in terms

of the hypergeometric functions

Z1 = H

([
3

4
+

√
89

4
,
3

4
−

√
89

4

]
,
1

2
, z2

)
, (3.104a)

Z2 = zH

([
5

4
+

√
89

4
,
5

4
−

√
89

4

]
,
3

2
, z2

)
, (3.104b)

Z3 = −Z1

∫ z

z0

z(z + 1)1+
λ

4Rδ (z − 1)1−
λ

4RδZ2dz + Z2

∫ z

z0

(z + 1)1+
λ

4Rδ (z − 1)1−
λ

4RδZ1dz. (3.104c)

Here z0 is any constant such that z0 < z. One should notice that both the first and second solution of (3.104)

do not depend on the separation constant λ. This is because (3.103) can be written as

L =

(
d

dz
− 2K2

1− z2

)
G, (3.105)
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where

G ≡
(
1− z2

) d2Z
dz2

− 4z
dZ

dz
+ 20Z = 0. (3.106)

Here (3.106) has the general solution

Z = C1Z1 + C2Z2 (3.107)

where Z1 and Z2 are given in (3.104).

As λ does not appear in Z1 and Z2, there will exist h(θ, t) which grows exponentially in time as λ can by

positive. However, one must check and make sure that these h(θ, t) that grow in time correspond to regular

surfaces. One such h(θ, t) that gives regular surfaces utilizes Z1 given above by 3.104a. This gives h(θ, t) as

h(θ, t) = AeλtH

([
3

4
+

√
89

4
,
3

4
−

√
89

4

]
,
1

2
, cos2 θ

)
(3.108)

This is now substituted into (3.99). After expanding out, and converting back to cylindrical coordinates, one

arrives at

ψ(r, z, t) = −2δ

(
Aeλtϵ2(R2 − 2r2 − 2z2)H

([
3

4
+

√
89

4
,
3

4
−

√
89

4

]
,
1

2
,

r2

r2 + z2

)
+
R2 − r2 − z2

2

)
.

(3.109)

When ψ = 0 this corresponds to the boundary of the sphere. Several plots of the evolution of this surface

are shown in 3.6.
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Figure 3.6: The evolution of the perturbation given by 3.109 is shown for ϵ = 0.0001, δ = 1, R = 1,
A = 1, λ = 1, at several different times 0 < t < 16. These surfaces are regular as shown in Appendix
C.
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Despite the irregular look of this surface at some of the points in time, the implicit derivative dz/dr of

(3.109) when ψ(r, z, t) = 0 can be shown to be zero at the irregular looking points r = 0. This is found in

Appendix C.

The above analysis leads to the following conclusion that Hill’s spherical vortex is in general not linearly

stable with respect to magnetic surface perturbations described by (3.99). Stability analysis of Hill’s vortex

has been previously considered numerically in ref [40], however, no details including mathematical formulas,

numerical method used, and initial/boundary conditions were presented; we were not able to reproduce the

results of [40].

3.6.2 An axisymmetric perturbation of generalized Hill’s spherical vortex and

MHD vortex

The goal here is to use a similar axisymmetric perturbation method as above following the method in [40]

to study the stability of the generalized hill’s spherical vortex solution (3.88) and the MHD spherical vortex

in an ideally conducting fluid solution (3.72). The dynamic equation for ψ (3.97) taken from [30] in which

V ϕ = 0 was used to study the time evolution of ψ with the perturbation given by equation (3.98). Therefore

for a similar analysis of the two other solutions, a dynamic equation for ψ needs to be derived from the time

dependent, axially symmetric Euler equations with V ϕ = I(ψ)/r (which is the form of V ϕ in both (3.72) and

(3.88)).

Deriving axially symmetric dynamic ψ equation with non-zero V ϕ

Starting with the dynamic Euler Equations (1.15) in cylindrical coordinates with axial invariance one arrives

at the system

V rt + rV z(V rz − V zr )− V ϕ(rV ϕ)r = rHr, (3.110a)

V ϕt + V z(rV ϕ)z + V r(rV ϕ)r = 0, (3.110b)

V zt + V r(V zr − V rz )− V ϕV ϕz = Hz, (3.110c)

(rV z)z + (rV r)r = 0, (3.110d)

where superscripts denote the vector component and subscripts denote the partial differentiation. The last

equation, by the Poincaré lemma, implies the local existence of a potential such that

V r =
ψz
r
, V z = −ψr

r
. (3.111)
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Upon substituting the above vector components and the form of ϕ component of the velocity to be

V ϕ = I(ψ)/r, (as taken from both the MHD spherical vortex solution and generalized hill solution) into

(3.110b) one obtains

I ′(ψ)
∂ψ

∂t
= 0. (3.112)

This implies that for V ϕ = I(ψ)/r, either

1. ψ(r, z, t) is time independent, in which case (3.110) can reduce to the Grad-Shafranov (Bragg Hawthorn)

equation (1.40) or (1.42).

2. I(ψ) is constant with respect to ψ. For the case when I(ψ) = 0, 3.97 can be obtained.

Therefore, either ψ is time independent or V ϕ = I(ψ)/r is not the correct form of V ϕ concluding that no

dynamic ψ equation with V ϕ = I(ψ)/r can exist. If V ϕ is an arbitrary function of r, z and t, with the use

of Poisson Brackets, dynamic equations for ψ were derived in [10]. However, these are of no use for studying

the case when V ϕ = I(ψ)/r. Therefore, the time evolution of ψ using a single equation is not possible and

more general type of perturbation analysis needs to be considered.

3.6.3 A general linear perturbation for generalized Hill’s spherical Vortex

In this section, finding solutions to the general linear perturbations was not successful, however the following

methodology is still presented to show how one can derive the perturbed linear systems.

In order to study the stability of the solution given by (3.88) a linear perturbation on the dependent

variables will be considered. As the r and z components of V are related by the stream function ψ by

v =
ψz
r
er +

−ψr
r

ez, (3.113)

and the other dependent variables being the pressure H and the ϕ component of the magnetic field V ϕ,

instead of the usual four dependent variables, there are only three. These three quantities are perturbed as

follows

ψ(r, z, t) = ψ0(r, z) + ϵψ1(r, z, t), (3.114a)

F (r, z, t) = F0(ψ0) + ϵF1(r, z, t), (3.114b)

H(r, z, t) = H0(ψ0) + ϵH1(r, z, t). (3.114c)
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where ψ0 is the static solution given by (3.88), F0(ψ0) = λψ0 and H0(ψ0) = H0−γψ0. Substituting these into

the axially invariant Euler equations and discarding terms of ϵ2 and higher one obtains a closed linear system

for the three unknown functions ψ1(r, z, t), F1(r, z, t), H1(r, z, t). The goal now is to see if any solutions to

this linear system have time dependence that grows unbounded. The system, though linear is still very large

and complex (so much so that it is not even written here), and no meaningful nontrivial solutions were able

to be found to this variable coefficient linear system.

3.6.4 General perturbation for an MHD spherical vortex

Similarly to above, one can considered the perturbation of the MHD spherical vortex with the solution given

by (3.72). The main difference from the previous section being that the magnetic field components are

perturbed as well as the velocity field components. The static equilibrium MHD equations, divB = 0 gives

the condition that Br = psiz/r and Bz = −ψr/r. Also from divV = 0 gives the condition that V r = ξz/r

and V z = −ξr/r This gives 5 dependent variables ψ(r, z, t), ξ(r, z, t), I(r, z, t), F (r, z, t) and P (r, z, t), instead

of the usual 6. These quanities are perturbed and written as

ψ(r, z, t) = ψ0(r, z) + ϵψ1(r, z, t), (3.115a)

I(r, z, t) = I0(ψ0) + ϵI1(r, z, t), (3.115b)

P (r, z, t) = P0(ψ0) + ϵP1(r, z, t). (3.115c)

ξ(r, z, t) = 0 + ϵξ1(r, z, t), (3.115d)

F (r, z, t) = 0 + ϵF1(r, z, t), (3.115e)

where ψ0 is given by 3.72. Here Bϕ = I(r, z, t)/r and V ϕ = F (r, z, t)/r. Substituting these into the axially

MHD equations gives an overdetermined system of 6 equations for the 5 unknown ψ1(r, z, t), I1(r, z, t),

P1(r, z, t), ξ1(r, z, t) F1(r, z, t), and H1(r, z, t). Similar to above, no solutions were able to be found to this

variable coefficient linear system.

64



4 Conclusion

From studying astrophysical phenomena to working with industrial applications, plasma descriptions are

vital for modelling plasmas in various physical contexts that arise. In the first chapter, several mathematical

descriptions of plasma were discussed with the focus being on the idealized MHD system of equations which

gives a great first approach to many problems in plasma physics. The MHD system of equations is still a

very rich mathematical model with many different instabilities and waves. In the adiabatic MHD system

(1.16) and (1.17), different types of waves which can arise were computed by looking at the harmonics of the

linearized system. The dispersion relations yield three different types of linear waves including the transverse

shear-Alfveń waves, the longitudinal fast magnetosonic waves and the longitudinal slow magnetosonic waves.

The main focus of this work is the incompressible MHD model (1.27) along with several reductions including

the Euler fluid equations (1.15) for (B = 0), the time independent MHD system (1.28), and the static

equilibrium MHD model (1.31) for (V = 0). Along with these, a brief discussion about the field line topology

was presented with the main result being that bounded magnetic surfaces, to which B and J ∼ curlB are

tangent, are homeomorphic to tori [20, 35]. After this, several important solutions to the incompressible

MHD model (1.27) were discussed. This included the ABC flow given by (1.32) as a solution to both the

time independent Euler equations (1.15), as well as the static equilibrium MHD equations (1.31) as these

two systems of equations are analogous. A further common approach to simplify static equilibrium MHD

equations (1.31) includes the concept of symmetry reductions which, for each symmetry, reduce the number of

spatial variables by one. Some important symmetry reduction solutions include models of axially symmetric

jets and solar prominences found in [11] and helically symmetric jets found in [12]. In the axial and helical

symmetries, the static MHD equations reduce to the single Grad-Shafranov equation (1.40) and the JFKO

equation respectively (1.48). New solutions for both axial and helical reductions of the static equilibriumMHD

equations (1.31) make up most of the work found in Chapter 2. Lastly, the Bogoyavlenskij transformations

given by (1.52) are presented with the focus being on converting solutions to the static equilibrium MHD

equations (1.31) into dynamic solutions to (1.28) with V ̸= 0 and used in .

In Chapter 2 the main focus was to derive new solutions to the time independent MHD equations (1.28)

by first finding new solutions to the static equilibrium MHD equations (1.31) and then with the use of

the Bogoyavlenskij transformations (1.52), arrive at new dynamic solutions to (1.28). First off, the physical

restrictions on solutions were discussed for both truncated solutions (solutions only valid inside some bounded

plasma domain) and global solutions (solutions which are valid in the entire space). These restrictions

included regularity of the dependent variables, proper pressure behaviour and finite total energy. For a
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truncated solution, the boundary condition at the border of the plasma domain ∂U was derived with the

use of the surface current density Kencl. This boundary condition is given by (2.8). Starting with the axial

reduction of the static equilibrium equations (1.31), in which case they reduce into the single PDE known as

the Grad-Shafranov equation (1.40), there are choices of the arbitrary function in (1.40) such that it becomes

a linear homogeneous PDE. Choosing the highest power series expansion for both P (ψ) and I(ψ) such that

(1.40) becomes linear homogeneous, separated solutions can be sought. This corresponds to a linear function

of ψ for I(ψ) and a quadratic function of ψ for P (ψ). Depending on the sign of the coefficient in the ψ2

term for the pressure P (ψ), two separate families of solutions arise. The first family corresponds to the ψ2

coefficient in the pressure being negative. In this case, a general separated solution given by (2.20) can be

found in terms of Whittaker functions in the radial variable, and regular trigonometric functions in the z

variable. For this solution, a proposition is proved that states the solution (2.20) is global if and only if the

first parameter in the Whittaker functions take on an integer value. In this case, a linear combination of these

global solutions given by (2.23) is the same solution as Bogoyavlenskij’s axially symmetric astrophysical jets

given by (1.46) and derived in [11]. Therefore, this new solution (2.20) is a generalization of (1.46). For this

first family of solutions, an example of a truncated solution in which the first parameter of the Whittaker

functions is not an integer is shown in Figure 2.1 along with a linear combination of global solutions that need

not be truncated in Figure 2.3. The second family of solutions where the ψ2 coefficient in the pressure term

is positive has a separated form in terms of Coulomb wave functions in the radial variable and trigonometric

functions in the z variable. This solution is shown in (2.30). Due to the oscillating nature of the Coulomb

wave functions, all physical solutions of this type are truncated. One truncated example is shown in Figure

(2.6) along with a 3D image of the magnetic surfaces seen in Figure 2.8. Next, the helical reduction of the

static equilibrium equations (1.31) gives the JFKO equation (1.48) and similar to the axial case, for the right

choices of P (ψ) and I(ψ) this equation becomes linear homogeneous. As before, I(ψ) is chosen to be linear,

and P (ψ) is chosen to be quadratic. Again, for the sign of the coefficient in the ψ2 term for the pressure

P (ψ) one achieves two separate families of solutions. The first family of solutions which corresponds to the

coefficient in the ψ2 term for the pressure P (ψ) being negative is expressed as a separated solution in terms

of the confluent Heun function multiplied by a power function and Gaussian in the radial variable, along

with trigonometric functions in the ξ variable. This radial dependence is similar to the Whittaker functions

from the axial reduction. In the special case where the confluent Heun function produces polynomials, the

separated solution given by (2.42) is a global solution which has the same form as the helical jet solution

(1.50) discussed in [12]. Thus this new solution is a generalization of (1.50). A necessary condition for such

polynomials is given by c = −a(n+(b/2)) where n is a non-negative integer and a, b and c are given by (2.39).

A truncated solution for which c ̸= −a(n + (b/2)) is shown in Figure 2.10 along with a linear combination

of these solutions in Figure 2.11. One of the global solutions given by (1.50) expressed by Bogoyavlenskij

in [12] which corresponds to the confluent Heun function producing polynomials are shown in Figure 2.12

along with a 3D image of the magnetic surfaces shown in Figure 2.13. The second family of solutions which
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corresponds to the coefficient of the ψ2 term in the pressure P (ψ) being positive gives a separated solution

given by (2.48) in terms of the confluent Heun function with imaginary parameters multiplied by a power

function and an imaginary Gaussian in the radial variable and the trigonometric functions in the ξ variable.

The radial dependence behaves similarly to the Coulomb wave functions in the axial reduction as it oscillates

and must be truncated in order to be a physical solution. One of these solutions is shown in Figure (2.15)

along with a 3D image of the magnetic surfaces in Figure 2.16 where the magnetic field lines can be seen

curling up these twisted cylinders. In the last section, with the use of the Bogoyavlenskij transformations

(1.52) an example of an axial solution and helical solution to the time independent MHD equations (1.28) is

shown in Figure 2.17 and Figure 2.18 respectively.

In Chapter 3 the overall goal was to rederive Hill’s spherical vortex discussed in [30] as well as to use a

related MHD spherical vortex [9, 33] in order to develop a more general spherical vortex in fluid dynamics.

In the first section, a modern derivation of Hill’s spherical vortex with the use of the Grad-Shafranov (Bragg-

Hawthorne) equation (1.42) and Galilean invariance was presented. This was accomplished by using a moving

frame of reference and converting the Euler equations (3.1) into the time independent Euler equations (3.3).

As mentioned previously, the time independent Euler equations are analogous to the static equilibrium MHD

equations (1.31) and for an axially symmetric flow, can be reduced to the Grad-Shafranov (Bragg-Hawthorne)

equation (1.42). Following Hill’s simplification of setting V ϕ = 0 with the choice of the arbitary pressure

function H(ψ) chosen such to be the highest power series expansion of H(ψ) such that the simplified Grad-

Shafranov equation (3.9) is separable in spherical coordinates. With this, H(ψ) is chosen to be at most linear

in ψ. Far away from the sphere, it is assumed that the pressure goes to the ambient pressure H0. Therefore,

the pressure is decomposed into the piece-wise function (3.11) and thus decomposes the Bragg-Hawthrone

equation into the following two pieces in spherical coordinates (3.14) and )3.15. These equations, along with

the condition that the solutions must be regular at the origin, have matching pressure and velocity at the

boundary gives a well posed problem. The solution ψ(ρ, θ) is computed to be (3.44). The level curves of

the pressure H(ψ) which coincide with the surfaces that V and ω ∼ curlV are tangent to can be seen

in Figure 3.1. In the next section, a similar problem regarding an MHD spherical vortex which was first

discussed in [9] is derived using the Grad-Shafranov equation (1.40) with the assumptions that the pressure

must go to a constant value at the boundary of the sphere, Bϕ ̸= 0 inside the sphere and every magnetic

field components vanishes at the boundary. Again, I(ψ) and P (ψ) are chosen such to be the highest power

series expansion such that the Grad-Shafranov equation becomes separable in spherical coordinates. In this

case both functions are chosen to be linear in ψ. With equation (3.68) and the boundary conditions given by

3.3, a well posed eigenvalue problem is given with the solution given by (3.72) along with the transcendental

equations (3.70) and (3.71) that give conditions on the values of λ and γ for I(ψ) and P (ψ) from (3.60).

Different solutions are shown for different choices of the eigenvalues λn in Figure 3.2, Figure 3.3a and 3.3b.

In the next section, using the first two sections from this chapter, a new general spherical vortex solution is

presented. This solution is more general as it does not assume V ϕ to be zero. Again the arbitrary functions
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F (ψ) and H(ψ) are chosen as the highest power series expansion such that the Grad-Shafranov equation is

still separable in spherical coordinates. In this case, both functions are chosen to be linear inside the sphere

and outside the sphere the pressure is taken to be constant H(ψ) = H0 and F (ψ) is chosen to go to zero as

it did in the related MHD problem from Section 3 in this Chapter. This again decomposes the problem into

two pieces with the condition that the pressure and velocity components must match at the boundary. The

solution to this problem is given by equation (3.88) along with the transcendental equation (3.84) relating

λ and γ along with (3.87) which determine the coefficient of the outside solution. In the case where this

outside solution must be zero, we recover the transcendental equations (3.70) and (3.71) from Section 3 as

we should. Next, a related spherical solution to the static MHD equilibrium equations (1.31) is presented as

a general linear combination after substituting the pressure as P (ψ) = P0 − γψ and function related to the

toroidal magnetic field as I(ψ) = γψ and searching for a spherically separable solution similar to the previous

sections. The solution is given by (3.96) and the pressure profile of this solution is shown in Figure 3.5. As

the Bessel function in (3.96) continue to oscillate, this is not a global solution and must be truncated to be

considered physical. Lastly, the stability of Hill’s spherical vortex is analyzed using a perturbation mentioned

in [6]. An example of one evolution of the perturbation as time increases is shown in Figure 3.6. This gives

the conclusion that Hill’s spherical vortex is unstable which is a well known result [40, 22]. The stability

of the MHD spherical vortex solution 3.72, and the generalized Hill’s vortex solution 3.88 was attempted to

be analyzed similarly, however as shown in Section 3.6.2 this was not possible with the use of a dynamic

equation for ψ similar to 3.97 as one was not able to be derived in the ansatz V ϕ = I(ψ)/r for the azimuthal

velocity component. A more general linear perturbation was considered in Section 3.6.3 and 3.6.4 but no

solutions were found.

Some open problems related to this work include the following ones.

1. What other coordinate systems lead to separable solutions for the Grad-Shafranov equation (1.40) and

JFKO equation (1.48) for appropriate choices of P (ψ) and I(ψ)?

2. What are the necessary conditions for the confluent Heun polynomials in the first family of helical

solutions (2.42) to give rise to global solutions analogous to Bogoyavlenskij’s astrophysical helical jets

(1.50) and are these the only global solutions that exist for (2.42)?

3. Is the MHD spherical vortex solution (3.72) and the generalized Hill’s spherical vortex solution (3.88)

stable?
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Appendix A

Proof of Proposition 1

Proposition 2. For a pressure type of the form given by (2.14), the separated solution (2.20) is a global
solution if and only if δ ∈ N.

If δ /∈ N, equation (2.20) must be truncated to be a physical solution.

Assuming δ /∈ N. The general R(r) solution given by (2.18) with C1 = 1 and C2 = 0, for a large argument,
r → ∞ can be approximated by [25] as

WM (δ, 1/2, qr2) ≈ Γ(2)

Γ(1− δ)
e
qr2

2 (qr2)−δ. (A.1)

Next, the limit of this at ∞ is considered, which is related to the well known limit lim
x→∞

ex

xk
which is known

to diverge to ∞, giving

lim
r→∞

WM (δ, 1/2, qr2) → ∞.

Therefore, the axial magnetic field component which behaves like WM (δ, 1/2, qr2)/r in the r variable will
also diverge at infinity,

lim
r→∞

Bϕ → ∞.

For C1 = 0, C2 = 1, and small r, the approximation of WW (δ, 1/2, qr2) given by [25] can written as

WW

(
κ,

1

2
, qr2

)
≈ 1

Γ(1− δ)
,

which is simply a non-zero constant term which are well defined as the argument of the Gamma function
will never be negative integers. Therefore, the value of Bϕ(r, z) which behaves like WW (δ, 1/2, qr2)/r in the
r variable will diverge at the origin, namely

lim
r→0

Bϕ → ∞.

Clearly any linear combination of WM (δ, 1/2, qr2) and WW (δ, 1/2, qr2) will not have finite Bϕ for 0 ≤ r <
∞, so this solution cannot be physical without a domain size restriction in the radial direction.

If δ ∈ N, the solution (2.20) is valid for a plasma domain unbounded in the radial direction.

Assuming δ ∈ N, then WM (δ, 1/2, qr2) and WW (δ, 1/2, qr2) in (2.18) become linearly dependent and
behave like

WM (δ, 1/2, qr2) ∝WW (δ, 1/2, qr2) ∝ r2e(−
qr2

2 )Lδ−1(qr
2), (A.2)

where Lδ−1 are the δ− 1 order Laguerre polynomials. Using (2.10), clearly the Bϕ and Br which behave like

re(−
qr2

2 )Lδ−1(qr
2) in the r variable, are smooth, finite in the interval 0 ≤ r <∞ and go to zero for r → ∞ as

this is simply the product of a polynomial and Gaussian, using the well-known result that lim
r→∞

P (r)e−r
2

= 0,

where P (r) is any polynomial in r. Therefore finite magnetic energy will be the case with these components.
For the last component, Bz, from (2.10), the first derivative in r must be checked,

d

dr

(
r2e(−

qr2

2 )Lδ−1(qr
2)

)
= −re(−

qr2

2 )
(
2δLδ−1(qr

2) + (qr2 − 2δ − 2))Lδ(qr
2)
)

(A.3)

73



Clearly then Bz which behaves like −e(−
qr2

2 )
(
2δLδ−1(qr

2) + (qr2 − 2δ − 2))Lδ(qr
2)
)
in the r variable is

also smooth, finite in the interval 0 ≤ r <∞ and goes to zero for r → ∞ again since this is the product of a
Gaussian and polynomial. Therefore the quantity∫

U
|B(x)|2 d3x (A.4)

will be finite. Also, the pressure P (ψ) = P0 − 1/2q2ψ2/µ → P0 for r → ∞ since ψ = R(r)Z(z) → 0 for
r → ∞. Therefore all required physical constraints given in Section 1 of Chapter 2 are satisfied.
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Appendix B

The computation of Coulomb wave functions

Numerical calculations for the Coulomb wave functions with available power series have a very small
radius of convergence of |z| < 1

2 which make its uses quite limited. In most cases, it is much more practical
to go through the way described below which is discussed further in [28].

These Coulomb wave functions can be calculated by introducing other types of wavefunctions defined as
the incoming and outgoing waves denoted by H±

ηL(x) where the normalization coefficients are given below
and the confluent hypergeometric function of the second kind is denoted by U(a, b, x).

H±
δL(x) = D±

δLx
L+1e±ixU(L+ 1± iδ, 2L+ 2,∓2ix), (B.1a)

where

D±
δL = (∓2i)2L+1 Γ(L+ 1± iδ)

CηLΓ(2L+ 2)
(B.1b)

and

CδL =
2L
√

Γ(L+ 1 + iδ)Γ(L+ 1− iδ)

Γ(2L+ 2)eδπ/2
. (B.1c)

The Coulomb wave functions can then be computed as follows:

CF (L, δ, x) =
H+
δL(x)−H−

δL(x)

2i
, (B.2)

CG(L, δ, x) =
H+
δL(x) +H−

δL(x)

2
. (B.3)
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Appendix C

The regularity of the unstable perturbation of Hill’s

spherical vortex

Starting with the perturbed solution ψ(r, z, t),

ψ(r, z, t) = −2δ

(
Aeλtϵ2(R2 − 2r2 − 2z2)H

([
3

4
+

√
89

4
,
3

4
−

√
89

4

]
,
1

2
,

r2

r2 + z2
θ

)
+
R2 − r2 − z2

2

)
,

(C.1)
the level curve ψ(r, z, t) = 0 which corresponds to the boundary of the spherical vortex is shown at different
points in time as seen in Figure 3.6. It appears, as is motivated in the Figure that the surfaces may not be
regular. With the use of a symbolic software package, the value of ∂z∂r

∣∣
r=0

is computed for the above equation
(C.1). It was found that

∂z

∂r

∣∣
r=0

= 0. (C.2)

This implies that the perturbed magnetic surface psi(r, z, t) = 0 remains smooth where it intersects the z-axis
for all t > 0. This computation was done in Maple symbolic package; the code is given below.

################# The perturbed equation of psi given by ######################

psi_pert := -2*(epsilon^2*(R^2 - 2*r^2 - 2*z^2)*hypergeom([3/4 + sqrt(89)/4,

3/4 - sqrt(89)/4], [1/2], z^2/(r^2 + z^2)) + R^2/2 - r^2/2 - z^2/2)*r^2*delta:

################# Solving implicetly for z #############################

solve({psi_pert = 0},z):

################# copying the above equation for z ################

z := RootOf(2*hypergeom([3/4 + sqrt(89)/4, 3/4 - sqrt(89)/4], [1/2], _Z^2/(_Z^2 + r^2))

*R^2*epsilon^2 - 4*hypergeom([3/4 + sqrt(89)/4, 3/4 - sqrt(89)/4], [1/2], _Z^2/(_Z^2 + r^2))

*_Z^2*epsilon^2 - 4*hypergeom([3/4 + sqrt(89)/4, 3/4 - sqrt(89)/4], [1/2], _Z^2/(_Z^2 + r^2))

*epsilon^2*r^2 + R^2 - _Z^2 - r^2):

################# computing the derivative implicitly ###############

z_r := diff(z,r):

################ computing the limit as r -> 0 ######################

limit(z_r,r=0)

0
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