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X-2 CLAUDEPIERRE ET AL.: MAGNETOSPHERIC CAVITY MODES

We present results from Lyon-Fedder-Mobarry (LFM) glolthtee-dimensional
magnetohydrodynamic (MHD) simulations of the solar windgmetosphere in-
teraction. We use these simulations to investigate thethaesolar wind dy-
namic pressure fluctuations play in the generation of magpéeric ultra-low
frequency (ULF) pulsations. The simulations presentedis $tudy are driven
with idealized solar wind input conditions. In four of themsilations, we intro-
duce monochromatic ULF fluctuations in the upstream soladvdynamic pres-
sure. In the fifth simulation, we introduce a continuum of Ultégquencies in
the upstream solar wind dynamic pressure fluctuations.ighrthmerical exper-
iment, the idealized nature of the solar wind driving coiodis allows us to study

the magnetospheric response to only a fluctuating upstreaanuic pressure,
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while holding all other solar wind driving parameters camsgt The simulation
results suggest that ULF fluctuations in the solar wind dyingamessure can drive
magnetospheric ULF pulsations in the electric and magfiielids on the day-
side. Moreover, the simulation results suggest that wherdtlving frequency
of the solar wind dynamic pressure fluctuations matches dmieeonatural fre-

guencies of the magnetosphere, magnetospheric cavity syaaaebe energized.
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1. Introduction

Several observational studies suggest that some daysigieetospheric ultra-low frequency
(ULF) pulsations may be directly driven by ULF fluctuatiomsthe solar wind dynamic pres-
sure. For exampl&Kepko and Spence [2003] examine six events where discrete ULF fluctua-
tions are observed in the solar wind dynamic pressure. Tti®eishow a one-to-one corre-
spondence between these solar wind dynamic pressure fioctsiand discrete spectral peaks
in dayside GOES magnetic field data. The authors argue teatayside magnetospheric ULF
pulsations are directly driven by the corresponding soladvadynamic pressure fluctuations.
Other observational studieSipeck et al., 1989;Korotova and Sbeck, 1995; Matsuoka et al.,
1995;Han et al., 2007] also suggest that solar wind dynamic pressure fltiohsacan directly
drive dayside magnetic field ULF pulsations. Very recentknjafiall et al., 2009] concludes
that approximately half of the variations observed in magsgheric ULF waves are likely di-
rectly driven by solar wind dynamic pressure fluctuationghis study we investigate, through
the use of global magnetohydrodynamic (MHD) simulatiohg, magnetospheric response to
ULF solar wind dynamic pressure (henceforth,,,) fluctuations. Here, ‘ULF’ refers to fre-
guencies in the 0.5 to 50 mHz range (Pc3-Pc5 bajateps et al. [1964]), though we make no

distinction between continuous and irregular magnetasppelsations.

2. Methodology

The details of the Lyon-Fedder-Mobarry (LFM) simulatiordepthe computational grid, and
the numerical techniques used to solve the single-fluidl i#4D equations can be found in
Lyon et al. [2004]. The solar wind input conditions form the outer boarydcondition in the

LFM simulation. For the inner boundary condition, the magspheric portion of the code
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couples to an empirical ionospheric model, which forms a¥way coupling between the sim-
ulation ionosphere and magnetosph&tltberger et al., 2009]. The LFM simulation does not
contain a plasmaspheric model and, thus, number dengitidgeisimulation inner magneto-
sphere are lower than what is typically observed in the reajmatosphere. Also, as discussed
in Lyon et al. [2004], the LFM utilizes the Boris correction when solvitgtideal MHD equa-
tions, where the speed of light is replaced by a smaller vialirecrease the allowable time step.
The simulation code remains stable, however, when waveagatpn speeds exceed the as-
sumed speed of light, roughly 1,100 km/s in the LFM inner nedigsphere. We present results
from five LFM simulations: four driven by monochromatic ugstmp,,, fluctuations and one
driven by a continuum of frequencies in the upstreag fluctuations.

Solar wind dynamic pressure is not an explicit input in thévLsimulation and we choose
to introduce the dynamic pressure fluctuations via the apstrnumber density component, as
opposed to the velocity component. Solar wind observatigpisally show thapy,,, variations
are carried by the solar wind number density, and not thecitglge.g. Kepko and Spence,
2003;Han et al., 2007]. For the four monochromatic simulations, we imposember density
time seriesyn(t), at the LFM upstream boundary at= 30 Ry of the form: n(t) = ng +
dnsin(wt). The four monochromatic driving frequencies chosen folyeisin this study are
5, 10, 18, and 25 mHz and the background number densityis 5 particles/ci In the
5 and 10 mHz simulationgn = 1 (20% oscillation amplitude); in the 18 mHz simulation,
on = 1.5 (30% oscillation amplitude); and in the 25 mHz simulation, = 2 (40% oscillation
amplitude). The larger oscillation amplitudes for the ihpme series in the 18 mHz and 25

mHz runs are used to combat the effects of a numerical attienfdtering of higher frequency
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components in the LFM simulation. For the fifth simulatiore wnpose a continuum of ULF
frequencies in the input number density time serig$) = ny + 0.05_; sin(w;t + ¢;). Here,
we create an input spectrum with fluctuations in the 0 to 50 ma&tm with a 0.1 mHz spacing
between frequency componenis@nges from 0 to 500) and we add a random phaséo each
frequency component. The value of 0.05 in the above equagiomosen so that the root-mean
square RM S) amplitude of the continuum input number density time seisegoughly equal to
that of the monochromatic input number density time semnéth(20% oscillation amplitudes).
In addition, in all five simulations, we introduce an appiaf@ out of phase oscillation in the
input sound speed time series, so as to hold the thermalyseessnstant in the upstream solar
wind (py, o< nC?). The background sound speed upon which the out of phaskatisdi is
imposed is 40 km/s. The remaining idealized solar wind ingarameters are the same in all
five simulations and held constant for the entire duratiomd@drs) of the simulationsB =
(0,0,-5) nT andr = (-600,0,0) km/s.

The power spectral density’GD) of the continuum simulation inpyt,,, time series is
shown as the red trace in the inset panel in Figure 1a. Notelaively uniform distribution of
wave power over the 0 to 50 mHz frequency band. The blue trateeiinset panel shows the
PSD of thepy,, time series taken at (20,0,B)z in the solar wind (GSM coordinates are used
throughout) in the continuum simulation. Comparing the aed blue traces, we see that the
spectral profile imposed at the upstream boundary (red)treebeen significantly altered by
the time the fluctuations reach (20,0/) (blue trace). This filtering/attenuation of the higher
frequency spectral components, to be discussed in a fallpwaper, is an expected artifact of

the numerics in the LFMJohn Lyon, personal communication, 2008]. Nonetheless, there is
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significant ULF wave power in the 0 to 20 mHz frequency banchaupstream,,,, driving,
which is the spectral profile that drives the magnetosphere.

The filtering/attenuation of the input time series in thetowrum simulation results in up-
stream driving at (20,0,0}  on the order of 1%, reduced from the roughly 20value imposed
at the upstream boundary (in thh&\/.S sense described above). As the inset panel in Figure 1a
suggests, the filtering/attenuation reduces the amplvfittee upstream,,,, driving at (20,0,0)
Rpg to 24% in the 18 mHz simulation (input = 30) and 15% in the 25 mHz simulation (input
= 40%). Finally, we note that upstreapm,,, driving in the 13-24; range is reasonable when
compared with the observational work discussed above aatdhe lower end of what has been

reported.

3. Simulation Results

In all five simulations, the upstreap,,, fluctuations launch earthward propagating compres-
sional MHD waves near the subsolar bow shock. These wavemgate through the mag-
netosheath and then enter the magnetosphere near theassulbsginetopause and propagate
earthward through the dayside (not shown here). We examameagnetospheric response in
the equatorial plane in terms of the compressional magaeticelectric field components,
andE,. Along the noon meridian, the magnetospheric responsernmstef B, and E,, fluctua-
tion amplitude is roughly an order of magnitude greater tihahe other field components.

The green trace in Figure 1a shows the magnetospheric respothe upstreamy,,, fluctu-
ations in the continuum simulation. Here, we plot power sa¢density of thef,, time series
taken at (5.4, 0, OR on the noon meridian. Note the clear preferential frequémtlye mag-

netospheric response centered near 10 mHz. Comparing ¢h&tfircture in the spectral profile
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of thep,,,, fluctuations and the magnetospheric response near 10 mkz shone-to-one cor-
respondence between the two traces. This suggests that¢heations in the magnetospheric
E, are driven by they,, fluctuations. Moreover, the fact that the magnetosphesparse
is strongly peaked near 10 mHz suggests that the magnetesighesponding resonantly to
the upstreamp,,,, fluctuations, which contain a continuum of ULF frequencié&hough the
magnetospheric response falls off sharply away from 10 noH&,could perhaps argue that the
response near 10 mHz is due to local peaks in the upstreamglgpectrum near 10 mHz. The
local peaks and valleys in the upstream driving spectrunthereesult of the random phasing in
the input time series and the discretization of the signa.HAe conducted analogous simula-
tions to the continuum simulation presented here, with tmyrandom phasing changed, which
moves the location of the local peaks and valleys in the epstp,,,, driving spectrum. These
simulations also show a magnetospheric response thabrsggrpeaked near 10 mHz. Thus,
the magnetospheric response does not depend on the looatioam local peaks and valleys in
the upstream driving spectrum.

To obtain a more global picture of the magnetospheric respoim Figure 1b we plot the
E, PSD along the entire noon meridian in the continuum simutatHere, distance along the
noon meridian is plotted on the horizontal axis from Z2 (the inner boundary of the LFM
simulation) to 9R . The subsolar magnetopause is located neakz@.6n the noon meridian,
though the magnetopause moves rough).25 Ry about this location, due to the upstream
Payn OSCillations. This radial motion of the magnetopause isciated by the shaded region in
the figure. Note that the green trace in Figure 1a can be ¢éattdiom Figure 1b by taking a

vertical cut at 5.4R;. The spectral profile along the entire noon meridian agaowsha clear
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preferential frequency near 10 mHz for the magnetosphespanse. Note that the frequency
of the magnetospheric response does not change signijicaititi radial distance. However,
the amplitude of the response near 10 mHz does depend ohdatance, with the maximum
in wave power occurring between 5 andzg. Finally, we note that there is an enhancement in
the £, PSD near 6 mHz, that peaks just earthward of the magnetopadeecays rapidly in
the earthward direction. This is due to a local peak in tharseind p,,,, fluctuations near 6
mHz (Figure 1a, blue trace) and the fact that this local padke driving spectrum lies near a
resonant frequency of the magnetosphere.

The results from the continuum simulation also suggest argtry preferential frequency
to the magnetospheric response, centered near 18 mHz. ldgwies upstream driving in the
continuum simulation near 18 mHz is weaker than the driviegrrilO mHz, due to the filter-
ing/attenuation described above. Thus, the amplitudesodéicondary magnetospheric response
is weaker than the primary response near 10 mHz, and is niatlgnmesolved in Figure 1b due
to the color scale used. As we will see below, the amplitudb®kecondary response near 18
mHz has two local maxima along the noon meridian, near 4 aRg, 7n contrast with one local
maximum for the amplitude of the primary (10 mHz) respondsben 5 and &7 .

In Figure 2, we plot radial profiles of, (top row) andB, (bottom row) root-integrated
power along the noon meridian for the five simulations in tsisdy (columns). Root-
integrated powerRI P), plotted on the vertical axis in each of the 10 panels, isneefias:
RIP = ( ]Z;b P(f)df)z, whereP(f) is the power spectral density of the time series under con-
sideration and the integration is carried out over a givegudency band of interest,, f;]. In

the four monochromatic simulations (Figure 2, first fourwcohs), theRI P is integrated over
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the driving band, which we define as the 1 mHz frequency band centered on thieglifre-
qguency. In the the continuum simulation (last column), tbP traces are shown, as there is
no driving band in the continuum simulation. The solid tresetegrated over the frequency
band [7,12] mHz, to pick up the primary spectral peak near Hx mvhile the dashed trace is
integrated over the frequency band [15,20] mHz to pick upsdwndary spectral peak near 18
mHz. In each of the 10 panels, distance along the noon maridiplotted on the horizontal
axis and the location of the subsolar magnetopause is iredidgy the shaded regions near 8.5
Rg.

The five B, panels in the bottom row of Figure 2 show a strong amplitudgimam in 5,
oscillation amplitude near the magnetopause that extegytsnlol the vertical scales used in the
plots (the traces extend to a value on the order of 25 nT).&k#eng oscillation amplitudes
near the magnetopause are due to the radial motion of theet@zause and the subsequent
changing dayside magnetopause current. As a side notetsedfige to the LFM grid are clearly
visible in the fiveB, panels in the bottom row of Figure 2. For example, in the 5 mkkation
(bottom row, first panel) there is a ‘sawtooth’ like struetim the radial profile between 5 and 7

Rg. We do not attribute any physical significance to these featu

4. Discussion

The simulation results presented above suggest a resaspuinse of the magnetosphere
to solar wind dynamic pressure fluctuations, with a standwage structure along the noon
meridian. The dependence of the magnetospheric responde atriving frequency can be
explained by interpreting the simulation results as sigrest of magnetospheric cavity mode

oscillations [e.gKivelson and Southwood, 1985].
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w  Inthe simplest interpretation, magnetospheric MHD canitydes can be thought of as stand-
i Ing waves in the electric and magnetic fields between a cangr and outer boundary. We con-
i Sider the magnetopause to be the cavity outer boundary andRfl simulation inner bound-
s ary at 2.2Rg to be the cavity inner boundary. For the moment, we considdept conduc-
« tor boundary conditions at the simulation inner boundany mvagnetopause4,, 0, B, — 0).

s These boundary conditions impose half-wavelength stgdewves in the radial direction be-
s tween the simulation inner boundary and the magnetopaustiriing to the noon meridian
i radial profiles in Figure 2, we see that the simulation ressilipport this standing wave inter-
w pretation. We argue that th, and B, radial profiles in the 10 mHz run (Figure 2, second
e column) are the signatures of the= 1 cavity mode. Near the simulation inner boundary and
1w Magnetopausey,, has oscillation amplitude nodes afd has oscillation amplitude antinodes.
= Moreover, between the boundarig¢s, has one oscillation amplitude antinode aidhas one

w2 0ScCillation amplitude node, near®g, all consistent with am = 1 standing wave along the
s Noon meridian. Note that the continuum simulation resultggest that the fundamental fre-
ws quency of the magnetospheric cavity is near 10 mHz. Thusypiséream driving frequency
s IN the 10 mHz monochromatic simulation is near the fundaalaessonant frequency of the
s Magnetospheric cavity and the= 1 radial eigenmode is excited.

w In the 5 mHz simulation, we argue that a cavity mode is notteg¢iwhich is supported by
s the continuum simulation results. The radial profilefof along the noon meridian in the 5
1w MHz simulation (Figure 2, top row, first column) suggests\amescent decay of wave power,
w  With £, wave power peaking just earthward of the magnetopause avayidg rapidly in the

w earthward direction. Monochromatic simulations with 1 matd 3 mHz driving, analogous to
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those presented here, show similar radial profileB.irand B, oscillation amplitude along the
noon meridian. Thus, we argue that this is the charactehsthavior of dayside compressional
magnetospheric disturbances under fluctuating solar wipddriving when cavity modes are
not excited, an evanescent decay of wave energy earthwdhe ohagnetopause. Finally, we
note that the excitation of = 1 cavity mode in the 10 mHz simulation is also able to explain
the strongerE, response amplitude under 10 mHz monochromatic driving wdenpared
with 5 mHz monochromatic driving. The peak value 6f oscillation amplitude along the
noon meridian is roughly 3.0 mV/m in the 5 mHz simulation, waes it is roughly 3.7 mV/m
in the 10 mHz simulation. The only difference in the upstrehiving in the two simulations is
the driving frequency. Thus, the magnetosphere respoisdsaatly to the,,, fluctuations in
the 10 mHz run and passively in the 5 mHz run.

We now consider the radial profiles éf, and 5. wave power in the 18 mHz and 25 mHz
monochromatic simulations. We argue that in the 18 mHz satan then = 2 cavity mode
is excited. Again, at the simulation inner boundary and netgpausef, has oscillation am-
plitude nodes, whereaS, has amplitude antinodes. Moreover, near 4 améls( £, has two
oscillation amplitude antinodes, wherdashas two nodes. As discussed above, the continuum
simulation results suggest that the frequency for.aa 2 oscillation lies near 18 mHz, which
is the driving frequency in the 18 mHz simulation. Similaily the 25 mHz simulation, we
argue that the: = 3 cavity mode is excited. In th&, profile, we see three clear oscillation
amplitude antinodes near 4, 6 an&8. Two of the three corresponding nodes in theprofile
are resolved near 4 andRz. Then = 3 interpretation also requires a thif¢l node (likely

between 4 and Ry) that is not resolved in the simulation. We note that theorofile suggests
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that theRI P value for the unresolved node should be less than 1 nT. Thisda@rrespond
to a peak-to-peak oscillation amplitude of roughly 2 nT @slevhich is small when compared
with background values on the order of 100’s of nT. The LFMidgesolution (roughly 0.25
R here) coupled with the small oscillation amplitude may mélkdifficult to resolve three
distinct B, nodes in a3 R range. Thef, profile is consistent with the = 3 cavity mode
interpretation. Finally, we note that the radial profilesnfr the continuum simulation, when
integrated around 10 mHz (solid trace) and 18 mHz (dashee)tréook qualitatively similar
to the profiles in the 10 mHz and 18 mHz monochromatic simuoteti respectively. This sug-
gests that the = 1 andn = 2 radial eigenmodes are simultaneously excited in the wouatn
simulation.

The results from the continuum simulation suggest that tibeldmental frequency of the
magnetospheric cavity configuration is near 10 mHz. To @eaiv alternate estimate, we con-

sider the cavity frequency in a simple box geometry configomge.g.Wright, 1994]:

y
fnzﬁn forn=1,2,3, (1)

whereV, is the Alfvén speed in the box, is the box length in theX direction, andn is the
guantization number. Here, we envision the box coordingfés”,7) as the radial, azimuthal
and field aligned directions in the LFM. The above equatianffoassumes perfect conductor
boundary conditions in th& -direction (Ey,0xB; — 0). To evaluate the fundamental fre-
guency in the box configuration, we consider= 1 and only compare with LFM results from
the 10 mHz and continuum simulations, as these are the omlsimulations where the fun-
damental radial eigenmode is excited. We evaluate the fuadtal frequencyf;, in the box

with a = 6.4 R, the distance from the simulation inner boundary to the retgpause, along
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the noon meridian. A value for the constant Alfvén speedhentiox,V 4, must also be chosen.
By tracking the compressional wave fronts in the 10 mHz satioih, as they move earthward
from the subsolar magnetopause along the noon meridianpmpwte a phase speéddy, ., of
roughly 1,750 km/s. With this estimate fol, we obtainf, ~ 22 mHz. For quarter-wavelength
modes in theX direction, the 2 in Equation (1) is replaced bys4and the fundamental cavity
frequency isf; ~ 11 mHz, close to the result suggested by the continuum stionlarhe fact
that the quarter-wavelength fundamental cavity frequaaayoser to 10 mHz than the half-
wavelength estimate and the fact that the electric fieldlatoin amplitude does not go entirely
to zero at the magnetopause both suggest that quarteremgtielmodes may be a more appro-
priate boundary condition at the magnetopause.

As discussed in Section 2, the speed of light in the LFM is getrt artificially low value,
which limits the Alfvén wave propagation speed. Above, wmputed a phase speed of roughly
1,750 km/s for the,,,,-driven waves in the 10 mHz simulation, which exceeds thedpélight
in the simulation. Thus, the wave propagation charactesistff thep,,,,-driven waves are ef-
fected by the Boris correction. The Boris correction congages for neglect of the displacement
current in the ideal MHD equations, which reduces the phpsedwhen/, ~ c.

Finally, we emphasize that the results presented in thidystio not necessarily imply that
the fundamental cavity frequency of the real magnetospkarear 10 mHz. A key factor con-
trolling the fundamental frequency of the magnetospheaidgty is the Alfvén speed profile.
The LFM simulations presented in this study do not have anpdapheric model and, thus,
have number densities in the dayside equatorial plane thahach lower than in the real mag-

netosphere. For example, a typical value for the LFM numieaisiy near (5,0,0Rx is 0.1
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particles/cm. A more realistic LFM number density profile in the equatpiane, under devel-
opment, would significantly lower the fundamental cavigguency of the LFM magnetosphere
(e.g. Equation (1)). For this reason, we do not compare thd kifmulation results with the
observations of magnetospheric ULF waves drivepRy fluctuations discussed in Section 1.
The observational work [e.dkepko and Spence, 2003] typically looks at frequencies less than
5 mHz, while we have shown that the lowest cavity mode frequéimat the LFM supports, for

these upstream parameters, is approximately 10 mHz.
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Figure 1. a) Dynamic pressure PSD in the upstream solar wind (blue trace), PSD at
5.4 Ri on the noon meridian (green trace), from the continuum satren. Inset panel: pg,,
PSD input at the LFM upstream boundary (red trace)apg PSD in the upstream solar wind
(blue trace).b) E, PSD plotted along the entire noon meridian in the continutmuktion.

The location of the magnetopause is indicated by the shaipai.
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Figure2. E, (top row) andB, (bottom row) radial mode structure along the noon meridasn f
the five simulations (columns)2/ P is integrated over the driving band in the monochromatic
simulations (first four columns) and over [7,12] and [15,2(Hz in the continuum simulation

(last column). The location of the magnetopause is indichtethe shaded region.

DRAFT November 29, 2021, 1:36am DRAFT



