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1 INTRODUCTION

Jupiter and Saturn are not only the largest planets in owar Sygk-

ABSTRACT

We present calculations of magnetic potential functiorsoeiated with the perturbation of
Saturn’s planetary magnetic field by a rotating, equatgrisituated disc of plasma. Such
structures are central to the dynamics of the rapidly nogathagnetospheres of Saturn and
Jupiter. They are ‘fed’ internally by sources of plasma frmoons such as Enceladus (Sat-
urn) and lo (Jupiter). For these models, we use a scaled fo@awdal’s Euler potentials for
the Jovian magnetodisc field (Caudal 1986). In this formalite magnetic field is assumed
to be azimuthally symmetric about the planet’s axis of iotgtand plasma temperature is
constant along a field line. We perturb the dipole potentiriogeneous’ solution) by using
simplified distributions of plasma pressure and angulapaigt for both planets, based on
observations by th€assini (Saturn) andvoyager (Jupiter) spacecraft. Our results quantify
the degree of radial ‘stretching’ exerted on the dipoladfigies through the plasma’s rota-
tional motion and pressure. A simplified version of the fielddal, the ‘homogeneous disc’,
can be used to easily estimate the distance of transitidmeimtiter magnetosphere between
pressure-dominated and centrifugally-dominated disesire. We comment on the degree of
equatorial confinement as represented by the scale hemggtiated with disc ions of varying
mass and temperature. For the case of Saturn, we identifyithapal forces which contribute
to the magnetodisc current and make comparisons betwedéelthstructure predicted by the
model and magnetic field measurements from@hssini spacecraft. For the case of Jupiter,
we reproduce Caudal’s original calculation in order to daie our model implementation.
We also show that compared to Saturn, where plasma pregsulieigt is, on average, weaker
than centrifugal force, the outer plasmadisc of Jupitetéarty a pressure-dominated struc-
ture.

Key words: (magnetohydrodynamics) MHD — plasmas — methods: numericalanets
and satellites: general

Evidently, centrifugal force is an important factor for éehining
the structure of the outer magnetospheres of these planets.

tem, they are also the most rapid rotators. Gledhill (19678} fi Gledhill (1967) showed that the action of centrifugal fonce
pointed out the important consequences of these propdadres  Jupiter’s rapidly-rotating magnetosphere tends to confiiagne-
Jupiter's magnetosphere. The rotational period of thegtlanap- tospheric plasma towards the equatorial plane, where treef$
proximately 10 h, and as a result the gravitationdl,) and cen- assumed dipolar field lines reach their maximum radial dista.
trifugal (F.) forces associated with corotating plasma in Jupiter's A disc-like magnetospheric structure was thus anticipsaed in-
magnetosphere are equal at an equatorial distance @f3 R; deed observed by the first spacecraft to visit the Joviaresyst
from the planet’s centre (here, we denote Jupiter’s radiusa~ Pioneers 10 and 11 (Smith efal. 1974, 1975). The near-agalato

71000 km). At the orbit of lo, situated a6 R, centrifugal force magnetic field structure seen by these spacecraft was viéey-di
exceeds gravitational by a factor of nearly 20. Saturn’susad  ent from that of a rotating dipole throughout the region mefé to
(Rs =~ 60000 km) and rotational period~ 10.75 h) modify these as the middle magnetosphere, situated at distanc@9-50 Rj.
distances td.7 Rs (Fy = Fc) and4.7 Rs (Fy ~ F./20), the latter The magnetometer observations in this region showed adierio
being0.7 Rs outside the orbital radius of the icy moon Enceladus. pattern of largely radial field direction alternating witfitérvals
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having a north-south (meridionally-directed) field. Thdaéta were
interpreted as periodic encounters with a rotating, dige-tur-
rent sheet. The highly radial field in this picture is a sigmetof
magnetic field lines resembling a dipole pattern that has bedi-
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ally ‘stretched’ outwards near the magnetic equatoriah@l&uch
a magnetic geometry would be associated with an inward ltoren
force ~ Jg x B, part of which is required to provide the cen-
tripetal acceleration for the rotating magnetosphericmia (here
J¢ denotes azimuthal current density aBdnagnetic field).
Observations byzalileo (Kivelson et all 1997) confirmed the
persistence of this magnetodisc structure, and examiredeit
sponse to changing solar wind conditions. During the laveuimd
pass of th&salileo insertion orbit, the magnetic field measurements
indicated that a strong compression of the magnetospheite ha
taken place (Kivelson et al. 1997). This compression wiaddy
Galileoresulted in an increase of the meridional fi#lglby a factor
of ~ 2 when compared with the data from the Pioneer 10 outbound
segment over the middle magnetospheric regidd0as0 R ;. Like

Galileo, Pioneer 10 outbound was a near-equatorial swathe situ-

ated at a local time near dawn. Unlik&alileo, however, the Pi-
oneer 10 observations, acquired 22 years earlier, indicatela-
tively quiescent magnetosphere. The conclusion was teantg-
netospheric compression at the time of tBalileo insertion had
caused an increase in meridional figdg by squeezing the mag-
netic flux threading the magnetospheric plasma into a smaile

ume (the change in location of the dawn magnetopause was in-

ferred to be40 R; inward). In addition, the periodic field signa-
tures in meridional and radial field3y and B,) seen byGalileo
indicated a thicker plasma sheet within the magnetodiscistre,
as one would expect for a strongly-compressed magnetaspher

several studies of the structure of Saturn’s ring curreatatly
based on fittingn situ magnetic field measurements from space-
craft (e.g. Connerney etlal. (1983); Giampieri & Doughe2d4);
Bunce et al.|(2007)).

The study by Bunce et al. (2007) emphasised that the current
which flows in the magnetodisc current sheet is a macroscopic
ifestation of the microscopic drift motions of charged et in
the plasma. These authors examined the contribution of ypest
of azimuthal particle drift to the magnetic moment of thegrour-
rent: (i) the magnetic gradient drift exhibited by partlef finite
thermal energy whose guiding centre moves in response tmeba
in field strength experienced during individual gyratio(ig, the
inertial drift associated with the centrifugal force in arfre which
corotates with the local plasma flow. They showed that, fpi-ty
cal magnetospheric conditions at Saturn, the heavier (vgateip)
ions may generate a much stronger inertial current at distahe-
yond~ 10 Rgs due to their rotational kinetic energy exceeding typ-
ical thermal energy.

Theoretical and empirical magnetic field models for the ring
current at Jupiter and Saturn proposed by various authogs (e
Gleeson & Axford 1(1976)[_Goertz etlal. (1976); Connerneylet a
(1981/1983)) have proved to be valuable tools for detemitie
global length scales and intensity of the current which suisgthe
magnetodisc field structure. Caudal (1986) pointed out tteh
priori current distributions used in such models cannot be used
to infer, unambiguously, the dynamical properties of thaspia

The analogous behaviour for the magnetodisc at Saturn wasin which the current flows. In particular, determining théatise

explored by Arridge et al! (2008b), who took advantage of ynan
orbits of magnetometer measurements from@hssini spacecraft
in order to investigate the relationship between magnémspsize
(as represented by the subsolar magnetopause standaffiaist
Rwmp) and the degree to which the radial fieR)l dominated the
field measurements seen in the outer magnetosphere. Fobthe o
servations considered in this stu@assini was typically situated
on near-equatorial orbits just outside, and south of, theeat
sheet. This analysis revealed that, under conditions ofdolar
wind dynamic pressure (corresponding Rarp > 23 Rg), the
magnetic field due to Saturn’s ring current (i.e. azimuthatent)
dominates the planetary internal field in the outer magpéiee,
with the combination of the two producing the magnetodisgcst
ture. For a more compressed magnetosphere, however, thiglelay
field became strongly dipolar, with magnetodisc geometryigu
ing only on the magnetosphere’s nightside and flanks. The Kro
nian magnetodisc may thus essentially disappear on thaddays
under appropriate conditions, and is therefore even morsitse
than Jupiter’s magnetodisc in response to upstream satak @an-
ditions [(Arridge et al. 2008b). Bunce et al. (2008) arrivédsiani-

lar conclusions by modelling the response of the ring curagl

its magnetic moment for different magnetospheric confitjomna.
This was done by the application of an empirical field mod&iC
disc) to different orhits o€assini magnetometer data. We describe
this field model in further detail below.

Connerney et all (1981, 1983) provided the first detailed-mod
elling of the ring current which supports the magnetodisid fa
Saturn, and applied this model to the magnetometer datatiiem
\Voyager spacecraft encounters. The magnetic field in the Conner-
ney, or CAN, model is computed by assumirgpriori, an az-
imuthally symmetric distribution of current which is cordih to
an annular disc of uniform thickness, extending betweeariand
outer edges at specified radial distances. Current defgiiry this
model is assumed to be inversely proportional to cylindriea
dial distance {4 o 1/p). This formalism has been employed in

importance of the plasma pressure gradient and centrifogeds
in generating the plasma current and magnetodisc fieldjresqa
different approach which incorporates a knowledge of tlzempla
properties.

Caudall(1986) developed a formalism in which Jupiter's mag-
netic field structure was modelled by solving a magnetaseafua-
tion representing dynamical equilibrium, i.e. a uniforraro vec-
tor sum for all of the aforementioned forces throughout acispe
fied region. This solution was then used to infer the global di
tribution of current which was consistent with the equatbdis-
tribution of plasma properties such as angular velocitypera-
ture, density and composition. Caudal (1986) used obsengaby
theVoyager spacecraft (Connerney etlal. 1981; Bagenal & Sullivan
1981; Krimigis et all 1981) to constrain this equatorialspha in-
formation, which, in his formalism, acts as a boundary ctodifor
inferring the global plasma properties. The resulting enirdistri-
bution from such a calculation has a more realistic globakcstire
than the uniformly thick, annular disc used in the empirioabels.

By including the effects of both plasma thermal pressurecamd
trifugal force in his formalism, Caudal (1986) naturallytexxded
previous investigations of the distortion of the planetarggnetic
field which assumed a cold plasma with negligible thermafgne
compared to rotational kinetic energy (e.q. Hill & Carbat9718)).

The main purpose of this paper is to adapt the formalism by
Caudal ((1986) in order to model the magnetodisc of Saturn. Fo
the required equatorial plasma properties, we use thet lates
servations byCassini Plasma Spectrometer (CAPS) (Young et al.
2004) andCassini Magnetospheric Imaging Instrument (MIMI)
(Krimigis et al. 2004). The framework, assumptions and tagar
the model are summarised §@. For the sake of completeness, we
provide a derivation of the magnetostatic solution citedCayudal
(1986) in AppendiXxZA. This derivation is not published eléene,
to the best of our knowledge. Its inclusion here serves aartirgj
point for discussion of a toy model for the plasmadisc désdti
in §2.2. This model has a very simplified structure in terms of its
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plasma properties, but serves as a useful illustrationettdmpe-
tition between plasma pressure and centrifugal forces tieraen-

ing magnetodisc structure. Detailed magnetodisc modelSéo-

urn are presented if8 and compared witlCassini magnetometer
(MAG) data from equatorial and high-latitude orbits. A deéstton

of MAG is given inlDougherty et all (2004). These model ousput
are also compared with those of the best-fitting CAN discs. We
conclude with a summary and discussioriidh

2 MODEL FRAMEWORK
2.1 Magnetic Field Geometry and Force Balance

We adopt the formalism of Caudal (1986), and express the at@agn
field components associated with an axially symmetric ptadis-
tribution as gradients of a magnetic Euler potential' he value of
« is constant along any magnetic field line. It is also constart
any axisymmetric shell of field lines (flux shell). The charigex
between flux shells is simply related to the magnetic flux aioetd
between them (i.e. it is a flux function, s§&.3.2). With this as-
sumption, the magnetic field radial componéht and meridional
componentBy are

_ 1 Oa
" r2sin6 90’
1 O«
Bei—rsinﬁa’ @)
whered denotes colatitude with respect to the planetary rotation
axis (assumed coincident with the magnetic axis), aigl radial
distance from planet centre (in units of planetary radiheTunit
of « in our ‘normalised’ system i8ya, the product of the equa-
torial magnetic fieldB, at the planet surface and the planet radius
a. The adopted values and corresponding scales for reletast p
ical quantities at both Jupiter and Saturn are shown in T8lied
Table[B1 (AppendixB). Unless otherwise stated, we shallthise
dimensionless form of Caudal’s original equations in otdezas-
ily compare the degree to which different plasma discs matpdi
the internal field of their parent planets (see also Vas@si{2008)
and§3.7).
Caudal |(1986) examined the condition of general force bal-
ance in the rotating plasma

J x B=VP —nmw’pe,,

@)

whereJJ is current densityB is magnetic field an@ = rsin 6 is
cylindrical radial distance from the axig[ is the corresponding
unit vector). Plasma properties are presstirgemperaturd’ (as-
sumed isotropic and constant along field lines), ion numbesity
n, mean ion mass:; and angular velocitw. This equation repre-
sents balance between magnetic force on the left side, asdyme
gradient plus centrifugal force on the right. We have notuded
the minor contribution to plasma mass from the electronsdbu
include their contribution to plasma pressure.

Caudal [(1986) used the definitions of field and current ex-
pressed as functions of. When these expressions are substituted
into the force balance condition (Ef (2)), the result isfdilewing
partial differential equation

%
Szt
wherey is the cosine of colatitude i.@. = cos 6.

The ‘source functiony is determined by the global distribu-

tion of plasma pressure and angular velocity. Caudal (198@ed

1—pu? 0%
a—luz = —g(T,M,Oé),

(©)

r2

3

out thatg could be used to derive the azimuthal current dengijty
according to

GYDRIGIDN

rsing ~ p

Jo(r, 1) = Q)
Force balance in the direction parallel to the magnetic fiede
plies that theglobal values of these quantities are derivable from
their equatorial values and the shape of the magnetic fietbli
This is why there is a general dependenceyafpon «. |(Caudal
(1986) derived an analytical expression which could be tsedl-
culate the solution foe. We have included a full derivation of this
expression in AppendikJA. The form involves the use of Jacobi
polynomials, which occur as solutions of the homogeneotsiome

of Eq. [3). An important solution in this class is the dipoletgn-
tial caip, = (1 — p?)/r. In practice, we start with a pure dipole
potential and then ‘perturb’ it using Caudal’s iterativethoal: at
every iteration, the solution,, is used to evaluate and thus the
‘next’ solutiona,+1. We stopped our calculations when the differ-
ence between successive iterations was at idgber cent. We
describe the various inputs used for our Saturn model Giionls

in §2.3. These are based on a variety of observational studies em
ploying data taken by th€assini spacecraft. Before investigating
these Caudalian disc models for Saturn, we shall examinma si
ple toy model which may be used to predict the effect of a ingat
plasma disc upon the zeroth-order (largest-scale) pextiorb to
the dipole potential.

2.2 Toy Model for a Planetary M agnetodisc

We begin our investigation by examining a very simplified relaaf
disc structure. In this model, we assume that the disc hag@nmn
plasmas parameter denotes}, , associated with the thermal energy
of a hot population. We also assume the presence of an iswther
cold population containing most of the plasma mass, but d-neg
gibly small fraction of the total pressure, with uniform gfaa s
denoteds.. Proceeding under these assumptions, it is straightfor-
ward to show that Caudal (1986)’s expression for the plasmaece

PcO

function may be written as
2 2
2 pP_—Po
+pTexp ( 202 ) Bgo’

whereP, andP. denote hot and cold plasma pressure, and the sub-
script O is used to refer to the quantity evaluated at the tegjiah
crossing point of the magnetic field line, i.e. the magndticzon-
jugate point for whichy, = 0. The relation between source func-
tion and current density Ed.](4) allows the identificatioria two
terms on the right-hand side of EfJ (5) as quantities propuat
to the individual contributions to total current densityietharise
from hot pressure gradient, and from centrifugal forceldvahg
Caudall(1986), we assume that the hot component exhibisromi
pressureP;, all the way along a given field line, while the cold
component’s pressure is concentrated towards the eqalghtane,
according to the exponential factor in EQ] (5). The symbtius
represents a scale length associated with the cylindrachar dis-
tancep, and is defined by (Caudal 1986)

2k, T

miw3a?

_ 2dPro
g(ryp,a) =p o

®)

2=

(6)

for a quasi-neutral plasma containing singly charged iomsedec-
trons.a represents planetary radius and is used here to transform to
our normalised system (see Table 1).

It is worth emphasising here that this expression/farises
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Table 1. Physical units used in the normalised (dimensionlessgeey$&br both planets.

Planet Radiusd) Magnetic Field Bg) Magnetic Flux Boa?) PressureBg /1o)  Angular Velocity (uo)
Saturn 60280 km 21160nT 77T GWb 0.00036 Pa 27 /10.78 rad h—!
Jupiter 71492 km 428000 nT 2187 GWb 0.146 Pa 27/9.925rad h™ 1

from|Caudal|(1986)'s mathematical treatment of generalefdral-
ance, but it is also a natural consequence of field-alignexkfoal-
ance for both ions and electrons in a quasi-neutral plasores |
and electrons in this formalism are implicitly subject toimsli-
fied ambipolar electric field which acts to distribute botpeyg of
particle with an equal scale lengthgiven by Eqg.[(6). We can see
how this arises by considering the equations for field-&force
balance, for both ions and electrons, which take into adcpan
ticle pressure, centrifugal force (projected along the metig field
direction) and the presence of the ambipolar electric fiated® .
This derivation of the scale lengthis summarised in AppendixIC.

Using this definition of plasma scale length, it can be shown
that the exponential factor appearing in Ed. (5) has an aggtim
which contains the ratio of an ion’s kinetic energy of ratatio its
thermal energy. Thus our hot plasma component is definedrby io
thermal energies which are large compared to the kinetimggrod
rotation at angular velocity and a consequent scale length which
is effectively infinite (large compared to magnetospheng fLibe
length). On the other hand, the cold plasma component ¢cantai
ions with much smaller thermal energies, which cannot caenage
effectively with the centrifugal potential in maintainipdasma at
locations high above the equatorial plane. We shall seecitetier
sections that the typical scale lengths for the cold plasnSaturn
are a few planetary radii, a distance which is small comptréide
flux tube lengths in the planet's outer magnetosphere.

If we now make the assumption for the global magnetic field
Bgo = pg * (where e.gx = 3 for a dipolar geometry), then by def-
inition the dependence of the normalised magnetic prestdarg
the equator is given by p, *X. It follows that Po = 1 Brp, °X
and P,y = 1ﬁcp52x. Replacing the operatofz with the equiva-
lent B;)lpo % and assuming uniforrii’ andw, we may transform
the expression for the plasma source function fromHq. (6)tine

following form:
2 2
P~ Po
exp< YE )} ©)

It is straightforward to show, using Eq[](6), that the term
(Bep*/2¢%) is equivalent to the ratio of rotational kinetic energy
density to magnetic pressure. It may therefore be thouglsat
plasma ‘beta’ for bulk rotation, rather than random ion roasi. If
we consider the equatorial location of any given flux tube=(po),
then we find that the hot and cold plasma contributions todhece
function are equal at an equatorial radial distapgegiven by:

pr = 2x0 (Bn/Be)- ®)

Beyond the transition distanger the rotational kinetic en-
ergy of the plasma exceeds its thermal energy. Therefongsiite
gal force (in a corotating frame) dominates pressure gnaslifor
distancesp > pr in determining both the magnetospheric cur-
rent; and the distortion to the planetary dipole field reegito
maintain the magnetodisc’s dynamic equilibrium. Convigrsfer
p < pr, the role of rotation is less important and plasma pres-
sure determines disc structure. Interestinghy, may conceivably
exceed the standoff distance of the dayside magnetopauis un

,30/72
202

— 2
glr, @) = p°py X2

B}LX +

conditions where: (i) hot plasma is very high compared to the
cold plasma, (ii) plasma angular velocity is adequately, amiii)
for a given temperature of cold plasma, its density is snsaitl
that the quantity® /3. becomes very large). We shall see in the
following sections that average magnetospheric conditamnSat-
urn may Yield transition distances at or inside the magreatep
(outer magnetosphere), while for Jupiter the magnetogplear-
rent arises predominantly from hot pressure gradients.

We shall now investigate the relatively simple expressmm f
the magnetic potential of the homogeneous disc model. Wemak
use of the following equality, valid for dipolar magneticlfi¢ines:

po=r/(1—p?). )
Eg. [9) indicates that dipolar field lines have parabolicpgisain

the (-, ;1) co-ordinate plane. By definitiom? = r%(1 — x?) and
thus the argument of the exponential factofin (5) may beesged

in terms ofr and i.. The full representation of the plasma source
function in these co-ordinates can be derived as (elimigath

using Eq.[(®)):
ap(rop) = r (1= )
2 1—(1—;1,2)3
P <‘@ (1-12)2 )]
(10)

2\2 ﬂcTQ
Prx(1=n")" + 5

The source function for our simplified disc structure, E@)(1
has been derived using a dipolar magnetic field. Therefdseaih
appropriate form for magnetic fields which may be decomposed
into the planetary dipole plus a small perturbation (in these that
the perturbation is everywhere small compared to the difielé
strength). In order to provide an approximation for thispdration
field due to the plasma disc, we shall calculate only the hevader
terms in the expansion for the magnetodisc potential desdrby
Eg. (A28). By ‘zeroth-order’, we mean the terms involving tbr-
thonormal basis functiofl — p?) Py (1) = (V3/2)(1 — u?),
which involves the Jacobi polynomial of order zero. Thisdiimn
represents the largest angular scale of the magnetodisatfzit
(u? dependence). The planetary dipole field has this angular de-
pendence and is thus included in the zeroth-order solution.

If we use Eq.[(AZP) to calculate the zeroth-order part of the
potential, in conjunction with the explicit form of the saerfunc-
tion for our homogeneous disc. Ef.[10), the resulting esgiom
is:

ao(r,m) = (1 —pu*)/r
(1 + /1T uw?go(u) du + r® /Too u” ' go(u) du) ,
11)

where we have defineg, the zeroth-order coefficient of the source
functiongp, in terms of radial distance:

go(r) = i[l gp(r, ) dp.

(12)

The first factor in Eq.[(Z1) is the unperturbed dipole poten-
tial, and the integral terms in the second factor (enclosestjnare
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Vacuum Dipole

Hot Disc thl

Cold Disc BC:O.Z

Figure 1. Geometry of magnetic field lines for the zeroth-order homoge
neous disc models (see text). The solid black lines indicatgours which
are spaced by uniform intervals in the logarithm of the mégrpotential.
The dark grey and light grey lines indicate regions whichbiween the
same values of magnetic potential in each panel.

brackets) represent the lowest-order (largest angulde)sgartur-
bations due to the presence of the model plasma disc. Itdepvi
from the integral limits that any location which lies outsithe disc
plasma will still experience a magnetic field due to all of thmote
disc currents flowing within the radial distance of such anpoi
Fig.[d shows contours of equal magnetic potential (i.e. mag-
netic field lines) for the functiomy, evaluated for three examples
of the homogeneous disc model. The first model is a hot didt wit
Br = 1 and no cold populationd. = 0); the second is a cold disc
with 8, = 0 andS. = 0.2; and the third is a combined disc with
Br = 0.5 andgs. = 0.1. All the homogeneous discs are assumed to
be in perfect corotation with the planet, have uniform léngtale
¢ = 1 and uniform field strength index = 3. The disc models
have had their structures truncated by setting their sdurtetion
to zero for regions which are magnetically conjugate to ayiad
distancesgo < 5 andpo > 35. The field lines of a vacuum dipole
are also shown for comparison in the top panel. The clogedyed
dark grey and light grey field lines indicate regions in eaahgb
which cover the same intervals in magnetic potential. Thig also
be considered as an interval in magnetic flux, since the toaj-
netic flux ® s threading the region from cylindrical radial distance
p to infinity is a simple multiple of magnetic potential evaied at

5

this distance® 5 (p) = 2wa(p, Z) (where the vertical co-ordinate
Z = rcos O = rpu). This relation follows from the definition of the
magnetic field components in E@J (1) (Caudal 1986). We see tha
the presence of the disc tends to ‘inflate’ the dipolar magriedd
lines and shift them to larger equatorial crossing distanEer the
flux tubes highlighted, we see that this effect is quite prowed
for the dipolar field lines which cross 10-12 planet raifib] at
the equator (shaded light grey). These flux tubes are displtx
equatorial distances—25 Rp by the disc models. By contrast, the
flux tubes shaded dark grey, situated neas Rp, do not undergo
as great a distortion in the presence of the disc. This pattef
field may be considered as a ‘rigid’, inner magnetospherei-dom
nated by the internal planetary field. We also note that the:disc
model produces outer magnetospheric field lines which atiegio
ably more oblate in shape compared to the other discs: a fidd |
crossing at a given equatorial distance does not rise abdaeahe
equator in the cold disc model. This property reflects thedeoy

of the cold plasma disc to be concentrated near the equigttaie
(according to the scale length, thus producing stronger distortion
in the near-equatorial segments of the model field.

The outer magnetospheric flux tubes in the present example
(field lines shaded light grey in Figl 1) also become spreddwoer
a larger radial distance compared to the dipole configuratio
the upper panel of Fidl] 2, we compare the corresponding equat
rial profile of field strength between the disc models and tpeld
field. For all disc models, the ratio of total to dipole fieldestgth
increases monotonically with distance, indicating that ttragne-
todisc field is more uniform than the dipole. We also see thahe
model has a characteristic distance which separates anrggien
where the field strength rati®/Ba;, < 1 from an outer region
where this ratio exceeds unity. This feature is observecinah
planetary ring currents, and arises from the finite extehefur-
rent region and the solenoid-like nature of the correspandiag-
netic field (e.g._Sozou & Windle (1970) and Figures 1, 4 and 5 of
Arridge et al. [(2008b)). Near the inner boundary of the eoyiait
disc current, the vertical magnetic field generated by thisent
alone opposes the planetary field, while the opposite isteae the
outer disc boundary, where the disc field enhances that qfitime
etary dipole. We thus expect and find that the ratio of totajmesic
field to that of a pure dipole monotonically increases frofuea
less than unity near the inner edge of the disciRp) to values
larger than unity near the outer edge 85 Rp).

We now consider the radial profiles of the main forces in-
volved in the dynamic equilibrium of the homogeneous disacst
ture. We do not expect these forces to be in perfect balance fo
our zeroth-order model, since this is only one componentef t
many required to retrieve the full solution, and correspotwdthe
largest angular scales of the problesimg 6 dependence). We plot
the equatorial centrifugal force, magnetic forces andméapres-
sure gradients as a function of distance in the lower pangigpf2
for the homogeneous, combined disc model described abdwee. T
total magnetic forceJ x B) is the sum of the magnetic pressure
gradient and the curvature force. When these two compohents
equal magnitude and opposite sign, the total magnetic fsroero.

In the figure, the absolute value of the negative curvatureefts
displayed. Thus it is the vertical difference between thiwe and
that for the magnetic pressure gradient which indicatesrhg-
nitude of the total magnetic force. The plots show us thattHe
outer region where the rati®/Ba4;, > 1 andp > 12Rp, the
force of highest magnitude is that due to magnetic curvafote
lowed by centrifugal force (factor of 2 smaller than curvature
force) and magnetic pressure gradient (factopob smaller than
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Figure 2. Upper panel: field strength in the equatorial plane, redatiy
that of a pure dipole field, as a function of radial distapcdor various
homogeneous disc models (see legend and text). Lower daneds per
unit volume (dimensionless) in the equatorial plane of themmbgeneous,
combined disc model, labelled according to line style.

curvature force). The hot plasma pressure has a gradieat hal
the magnitude or less of that for magnetic pressure, whilevak-
est force in this model is the gradient due to cold plasmaspres
We see that the sum total of the forces is less thanpaneent
of the curvature force gt = 12Rp, and less than teper cent
for p = 10-16 Rp. This aspect of the total force profile is an in-
dication of the degree to which dynamic equilibrium is mainéd
within the zeroth-order component of the full solution.

The transition distance for the combined disc modelzis~
5.5 Rp, using Eq.[(B). It is also evident from Figl 2 that, for dis-

mean mass; between these two limits, given by:

~_ nwmw +npmp
1 T —7
nw + np

(13)

where the symboh denotes number density, with obvious sub-
scripts indicating water group and proton components.

In order to capture the behaviour of; as a function of ra-
dial distance, we employed the formulael of Wilson etlal. €00
who determined and fitted density moments for water group ion
and protons using observations by CAPRS. Wilson et al. (2608)
observations sampled five equatorial spacecraft orbithendis-
tance range- 5.5-11 Rs between October 2005 and April 2006.
The orbits were chosen as mission segments during which CAPS
ion mass spectrometer obtained sufficient coverage of e
particle distribution to allow reliable computation of ments. For
the purposes of our modelling, we used the Gaussian fits terwat
ion density and proton density by Wilson et al. (2008) to catep
the following number fraction of protons as a function of iedd
distance:

ne_ fu(p)
nw +nu 1+ (Aw/An)exp (B — Bw)p?]

Far(p) =0.1 {1 ~ tanh <p_215)} +0.8,

where the function parameters provided by Wilson et al. £2@0e
Aw = 161.5ecm™3, Ay = 8.3cm™®, By = 0.042Rs™ % and
By = 0.031Rs 2. Since these fitted functions are based on ob-
servations in the distance rangel2 Rs, we used the hyperbolic
tangent functionyfas to place the additional constraint that the pro-
ton number fraction approach88 per cent in the outer magneto-
sphere. This plasma composition was determined by Arritigé e
(2007) to provide good agreement with both electron desssitb-

(14)

tances much greater than this value, we are by definitiondn th Served byCassini in the outer magnetosphere and the surface mass

part of the magnetosphere where centrifugal force domsniaté
plasma pressure, and where the force balance principaibjvies
the centrifugal and magnetic curvature forces. As we ambroa
the transition distance from the outer disc, the other ®rdee

density of the Kronian plasma disc. The latter quantity was d
duced in the same study from the analysis of magnetic sigestu
of transient excursions by the spacecraft into the magrsstadir-
rent sheet. Fid.]3 shows plots of the fitted composition mrdfdm

to plasma pressure and magnetic pressure become comparable Wilson et al. [(2008); the extrapolation of this profile begiatne

curvature force; and thus become more significant in detengi
stress balance and disc structure.

2.3 Modd Inputsand Boundary Conditions

In this section, we summarise the model inputs we have used to

determine the equatorial boundary conditions for our datmns

of the Kronian magnetodisc field. These inputs have beenrdraw

from a variety of observational studies using the plasmétns
ments aboard th€assini spacecraft. They fall into the following
four categories, each described in more detail in the stibssde-
low: (i) composition, (ii) temperature and density, (iipthplasma
pressure; and (iv) rotation.

2.3.1 Equatorial Plasma Composition

The equatorial composition of the cold plasma at Saturrgsired

in the model for the computation of the scale lengttEq. (8)),
assumed constant along magnetic field lines. The composifio
the plasma is determined by the relative densities of wataug
ions (massnw = 18amu) and protons (mass:p = 1amu).
Following | Caudal [(1986) we represent the disc ions as ha&ing

range of validity 6—12 Rg); the profile used in the current work;
and the multiplier functiory,,.

2.3.2 Equatorial Plasma Temperature and Density

For the cold plasma population, the contribution to the sefunc-
tion g (Eq. (3)) takes the form (see also Hg. (5)):

2 2

2 P —Po dPco Peo
c I I = I 15
ge(r, p, ) pexp< Ve )<da +(2390) (15)

where the geometry of the magnetic field, represented.,bge-
termines the mapping betwegrandp, along a field line, as well
as the equatorial field strengfBy,. In order to compute the scale
length? in the equatorial plane, we require the equatorial distribu
tion of plasma temperature. Strictly speaking the latteusth be
the field-parallel temperature, sinéés associated with force bal-
ance parallel to the magnetic field. In addition, a knowledigaoth
plasma temperature and density is required to specify tbateg
rial pressureP.o. To satisfy these requirements, we appealed to
the study by Wilson et all (2008) which provided tabulatecame
surements of both parallel and perpendicular temperaturéhe
thermal water group ions and protons at Saturn. These tamsa
contain average temperatures over intervals of radialhwidi Rg
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Figure 3. Profiles of proton number fraction in the cold disc plasma.
Dashed line: profile determined from the fits to plasma dgnmsibments
by [Wilson et al. [(2008). Solid line: profile used in this wotkotted line:
the multiplying function used to constrain the outer magsgheric com-
position (see text). Vertical lines indicate the range didiy of the fitted
functions of Wilson et all (2008).

near the planet's equatorial plane, extending betweeralraii-
tances5.5—-10 Rs. To obtain total plasma temperatures for mod-
elling purposes, we began by combining the tabulated iorpand
ton temperature values fram Wilson et al. (2008) as follows:

nwTw| +nuTh|

T, =
I nw + Ny
T — nwlwi +nagThL
+ nw + Ny
T 2T
1= Lt (16)

wherenyw andng are the respective water-group ion and proton
number densities from Wilson etlal. (2008) (§8€3.1); the symbol
T represents temperatures; and the subscfjigisd L are associ-
ated with thermal motions parallel and perpendicular torttzey-
netic field. The quantitie} and7'. are average parallel and per-
pendicular temperatures for the cold plasma (weighted loytrau
density between protons and water-group ions), whilés an ap-
propriately weighted mean. In Figl 4 we show plots of theahdi
profiles ofk, T} andk, 1w, expressed in units afV.

While the data provided by Wilson et|al. (2008) are valuable
for our work, we still need to assign temperatures to thog®ns
of the magnetosphere outside the reach of this studyid.€. 5 Rs
andpo > 10Rs. In order to do this, we have assumed that the
individual water group ion and proton temperatures in these
gions are equal to those measured by Wilsonlet al. (2008)eat th
closest relevant points (i.e. a5 Rs and 10 Rg respectively). We
then compute extrapolated total temperatures using thghiesl
sum (according to plasma composition) given by Eq] (16).nEve
though the individual temperatures of the heavy ions antbpso
are assumed fixed in this extrapolation, the variation inplsma
composition produces a total temperature which steadityedeses
with distance beyond0 Rs. This behaviour is due to the increas-
ing fraction of the relatively cold protons in the plasmatie thore
distant magnetosphere. We show the extrapolated totdlglaad
mean plasma temperature as dashed lines ifFig. 4. To ob&in t
final, realistic input temperature profiles for the cold ptas we
applied second-order polynomial fits to the data-derivediles of

T andT.. We believe that such an approach is justified in light of
the fact that the observations by Wilson etlal. (2008) shavalsd-
ity in temperature moments within theit5 Rs bins, typically by
factors between two and five, even for data from the same dittoit
final fitted profiles are shown as grey curves in Elg. 4. We rudé t
our fitted values foff in the rangel0-15 Rs are somewhat lower
than the value of a few hundred’ corresponding to the observa-
tions of[McAndrews et al. (2009). However, the large-scedémd
of our fit agrees with these data and our fitted temperatuessfar
similar order of magnitude. We aim to incorporate furtheaspha
temperature measurements as they become available.

We used the profiles dfj in conjunction with our mean ion
massm; (§2.3.1) to compute the plasma scale length. We used the
T. profiles in order to compute the cold plasma pressure in the
equatorial plane, according to the following formula, aedpto
dimensionless form from Caudal (1986):

Po(Oé) = QNL (Oé)(k‘ch)*/Vw(a) (17)

Here, the dependence upon the local value ¢f.e. the particular
field line) is indicated for the dimensionless quantifigés and Ny ;
these are, respectively, the weighted unit flux tube voluntethe
flux tube content. Considering these two quantities for toenent,
their definition is based on the usual concept of the unit filbet
volume, which we define in our normalised system as:

V(a) = /OSB ds/B,

where the integral is taken along a magnetic field line of fleng
sp between its southern and northern ionospheric footpoiis;
is an element of arc length along the field line; aBdis lo-
cal field strength. Given the relation between equatoridl fie
strength and the increment in magnetic potential (see atériv
of Eq. [@)), it follows tha7V («) |da| represents the normalised
volume between two magnetic shells corresponding to ther-int
val [a, « + da]. This same volume is threaded by an increment
2 |der| of normalised magnetic flux.

Using this definition of the unit flux tube volume, we can con-
struct the weighted flux tube volume as follows:

sB 2 _ 2
Vw(a):/ exp<p 2£2p0> ds/B,
0

where the exponential weighting factor is a consequenceeluf-fi
aligned pressure balance for the cold rotating plasma (ke a
Eq. [4)). The flux tube contenY;, is defined as the number of cold
ions per unit of magnetic flux. That is, the quanty Ny (o) |da|

is the number of ions within the volume bounded by the magneti
shells corresponding to the intenjal, « + da] in magnetic poten-
tial. The factor(k,T.)* in Eq. (I7) is the dimensionless form of the
thermal energy corresponding to the averaged plasma tetoper
T. defined in Eq.[(16). We obtain this factor through division by
the energy scaling factor in TalfleB1.

By specifying a profile of flux tube content in the Caudalian
model rather than density, it is more straightforward to mine-
alistic changes associated with a plasma which is ‘frorénd
the magnetospheric field. Our profile for the flux tube content
was obtained by fitting estimates of this quantity from thekvo
by IMcAndrews et &l.|(2009), extended to cover inner magneto-
spheric regionsl—10 Rs (H. J. McAndrews, private communica-
tion). These authors uséthssini nightside near-equatorial plasma
observations by CAPS in conjunction with the magnetospHisid
model by Khurana et all (2006) in order to estimafe through
a force balance relation similar to E@._[17). We have fittegl th

(18)

(19)
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Figure 4. Profiles of parallel (top panel) and mean (lower panel) tieta-
perature for the cold disc plasma. Solid lines with dotsltptasma temper-
atures derived from the moments for water group ions andpsptdeter-
mined fromCassini plasma data by Wilson etlal. (2008) (see text). Dashed
lines: extrapolated temperature profiles, derived by agsyithat the indi-
vidual ion species have temperatures equal to those at #restdocation

in the tabulation of Wilson et all (2008). Solid grey lineke tfinal model
inputs, obtained by second-order polynomial fits to the erature profiles
derived from the data.

flux tube content measurements with two Gaussian functmors,
strained to meet continuously@b Rs. The entire fitted profile for
N, used in the model is shown in Figl 5. In order to bring this
profile of flux tube content into reasonable agreement witrdm-
sity moments provided hy Wilson etlal. (2008) (who studiggitsr
distinct from those used by McAndrews et al. (2009)), we mult
plied them by a smooth correction function whose shape, but n
absolute scale, is also shown in . 5.

2.3.3 Hot Plasma Pressure

Caudal|(1986) assumed that the hot magnetospheric pladieds fi

2 Cold Plasma: Equatorial Density Profiles
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Figure 5. Profiles of cold plasma flux tube content (top panel) and num-
ber density (lower panel) in Saturn’s equatorial plane. fbipgpanel shows:
radial profiles of flux tube contenVy, in ions per Weber for the Gaussian
fits to the original observations lof McAndrews et al. (Z0Ggky line); the
shape of the multiplying function used to modify this profiteashed line,
see text); and the final form of the profile used for the disc e®lack
line). The vertical line shows the division between regiamere different
Gaussian profiles were used to fit thg, data. The lower panel shows the
agreement between the ion number density profile from thergasonal
fits of|Wilson et al. |(2008) with that derived from a disc modéth mag-
netopause radiuByp = 25 Rs.

have a uniform distribution i, when the rate of loss of particles
due to pitch angle scattering into the loss cone was netgigitim-
pared to the rates for crodstransport. This reasoning led Caudal
(1986) to conclude thaPrV and No(L) were independent af
and hence that under rapid radial diffusion the hot plasmtaeén
Jovian magnetosphere behaves isothermally rather thabatdi
cally: P,oV” = const wherey = 1.|Caudal [(1986) used pub-
lished energetic particle pressures and magnetic field iImauer-
der to show that the particles did indeed behave isotheyrbaH
yond ~ 18 R, but adiabatic on smallet-shells. In further work,
Caudal & Connerney (1989) madea free parameter in a fit of the
model to Voyager magnetometer data. They found that 0.88
beyondd Rj, suggesting the presence of non-adiabatic cooling pro-
cesses during inward diffusion, losses, and violationsheffirst
and second adiabatic invariants.

Following|Caudal/(1986), we parametrised the distributibn
hot plasma pressure in our model by appealing to obsengticn
ing the sameP,o VY = const theoretical framework. The data re-
quired were taken from the study by Sergis etlal. (2007), wéo d

each flux tube such that each flux tube can be characterised by aermined pressure moments for ions with energy3 keV from

particular equatorial pressuf®,, and volume per unit flu¥’, re-
ferred to as the hot plasma approximation. Using the idesaégaa-
tion per unit flux one can show that the produgl, V' is equal to
Noky Ty where Ny is the number of ions per unit flux ang, T},

is the mean kinetic energy of the ions (see #83.2).l Caudal
(1986) used observations from the Jovian magnetosphet®t s
thatk, T}, did not vary appreciably witfi.. In the absence of plasma
sources the time-stationary radial (crdsgtransport of plasma can
be described using a one dimensional diffusion equationdéla
(1986, and references therein) showed that the plasmadende

the measurements of MIMI. The observations presented ksethe
authors were acquired within the distance intefvat p < 20 Rg

over eleven consecutive near-equatorial orbits of theespaft be-
tween late 2005 and early 2006. An important result to emerge
was that, within this ‘hot population’, particles with eggr>
10keV carried half of the total pressure, but contributed only
~ 10 per cent of the total number density. We shall see in the later
sections that the hot plasma pressure for typical conditairSat-

urn may exceed that of the colder population (§8€.2) by up

to an order of magnitude; it was therefore important to idela
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representation of this hot pressure component in our mediset
model’s source function.

We used an empirical magnetic field model to determine the
unit flux tube volumé&/ («) as a function op. The empirical model
comprised an un-tilted dipole and CAN current sheet, whiee t
parameters of the model current sheet were dependent oristhe d
tance to the subsolar magnetopause (Bunce et all 2007). We no
in passing that the results of this analysis are not sigmifigaal-
tered by using an alternative model, such as Khurana etGd6§2
The second-order fits to plasniaas a function of_ by|Sergis et all.
(2007) were then used to provide values of the hot plasmayres
Pro at the equator, using the model magnetic field strength to cal
culate pressure from plasngaThe results are presented in FiY. 6a,
where we showP,,o as a function o¥/ («) for the three different fits
to the highly-variable hot pressure data presented by Setgil.
(2007), which they referred to (in order of increasing plagihas
the quiescent (blue), average (black) and disturbed (iad)aur-
rent. The shaded regions indicate the variability intredlioy mod-
ifying the subsolar standoff distance of the magnetopausiehv
modifies the parameters of the CAN model (Bunce &t al.[200¢). B
comparison between the calculations and the isothermis swld
adiabats (dashed) one can see that there is only a very negrow
gion in L ~ 12-16 Rs where the transport can be considered to
be either isothermal or adiabatic. Insigd®&s Saturn’s neutraDH
cloud is a strong absorber of energetic particles and |lassgist
reasonably account for the decrease in pressure at smalie¥sv
of L (andV («)). In support of this, it is known that the hot oxy-
gen temperature is approximately constant wit(Dialynas et al.
2009) and that the hot oxygen contributes the most to therest p
surePro. Hence, a reduction in pressure is related to a decrease in
the number of hot oxygen ions per unit flux. At larger distatbe
pressure varies more steeply than V (a)®/® suggesting a reduc-
tion in pressure. This may be related to the observed wanfitite
magnetic equator (Arridge etlal. 2008a) which implies ttaatiple
pressures measured in the rotational equator will be smihlée
at the magnetic equatorial plane. Energetic particle pressbe-
yond 20 Rs presented by Serqis et/al. (2009) support the fact that
the pressure appears to be underestimated by thelfits ire St
(2007).

The productP,oV («) was also determined as a functiongof
and shown in figure Fidll6b. As expectdd,oV («) increases lin-
early with L within, and just beyond Saturn’s neutral cloud, due
to the increasing flux tube volume and pressure and peaks neal
13-15 Rs before falling with increasing.. Using the pressures
published by Sergis etlal. (2009) and the calculated flux tdbe
umes beyond arountb Rg the value ofP,oV («) for L > 16 Rg
is greater tham- 5 - 10° Pam T~'. Nevertheless, the entirety of
the PnoV («) profiles reflects the strong variability in hot plasma
B for Saturn’s magnetosphere. It is important to note in tlois-c
text that the different ring current ‘states’ for plasrditted by
Sergis et al.[(2007) represent the range of values of thenpeter
over several different orbits and magnetospheric conftgpns, as
well as a wide range of radial distances and local times wighich
orbit.

In view of the strong variability in this parameter and itsige
eral decline with decreasing distance insidel0 Rs, we adopted
a simple representation for its global behaviour, simitathat of
Caudal|(1986). We composed a profileRf, by setting the prod-
uct ProV () to a constant valué<, beyondp = 8Rs; and by
decreasing hot pressure linearly with decreagingside this dis-
tance, according to the formulB,o(p) = Pro(8Rs) x (p/8).
We then retrieved?,, values in our model’'s outer magnetosphere
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Figure 6. Hot plasma pressuréy,, as a function of unit flux tube vol-

pme V(«) in Sl units (panel a) and the product of hot plasma pressure

and unit flux tube volume as a function &f (panel b) in Saturn’'s equa-
torial plane. The coloured curves employ the fitted presguodiles de-
termined by _Sergis et al. (2007) to the highly variable presslata from
MIMI. The colours represent the disturbed (red), averadack) and qui-
escent (blue) ring current states, in the parlance of thet®es. The solid
coloured curves represent the profiles for a nominal magaege standoff
distance of25 Rg and the shaded regions represent the variability intro-
duced into these profiles due to the changing upstream saidrdynamic
pressure affecting the global magnetic field configuratiorpanel (a) the
solid lines represent isotherms and the dashed lines aabatdi Particular
L-shells are indicated by the solid dots and annotation. hep@) the hor-
izontal dotted line shows the profile corresponding to thestant value of
K, = PV =2-10Pam T~ (see text). This value may be compared
with the data-derived curves, and we use this profile as alsimpans of
representing ‘average conditions’ within the highly-e&te pressure distri-
bution beyond = 8 Rg.
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beyond8 Rs through P,y = K} /V (). This form gives a more
realistic response of the value of hot pressure to diffecenfigu-
rations of the outer magnetosphere (from expanded to caseade
than would a single function gb alone. In addition, the param-
eter K, gives a compact representation of the ‘level of activity’
of the ring current in the model, and also reduces the number o
free parameters. We intend to pursue a future parametrily st
disc structure dependent on this parameter and magnetopaus
dius. For the purpose of this introductory study, we set tiees
K5, =2-10°Pam T~ ! in our calculations (the scaling factor for
normalisedk, is given in Tabl€BIL). This value according to Fif. 6
represents a ring current somewhat more ‘disturbed’ thamver-
age state.

2.3.4 Plasma Rotation

Eg. () for the plasma source function includes the scalgthen
¢, itself dependent on the angular velocity of the cold rotati
plasma at each point along the equatorial plane. Under #aelwt
state assumption of the model, this angular velogitis constant
along a magnetic field line, i.es is expressible as a function of
« alone. Thus it is observations of plasmavhich we seek in or-
der to complete the equatorial boundary conditions for oadeh
calculations. To construct a model for the azimuthal véjooeis
of the plasma we used data from studies| by Kanelet al. (2008)
and Wilson et dl..(2008). The study by Kane etlal. (2008) mredi
measurements af, through analysis of ion velocity anisotropies,
acquired in Saturn’s outer magnetosphere by ion-neutraleca
(INCA), a detector of MIMI. These data were acquired from the
ion mode of the INCA instrument. As well as the estimated un-
certainty of~ 20 per cent in their individual velocity measure-
ments|, Kane et al. (2008)’s results also show considerainlahil-
ity, around factors of two, within subsets of their measuenatsa ac-
quired near the same radial distance. This variabilitytistaitable
to the underlying set of spacecraft orbits sampling difiedecal
times and magnetospheric configurations (e.g. the INCA ased
were obtained in the dawn sector for< 25Rgs and in the mid-
night sector outside this distance). Following a differapproach
with a different data set, Wilson etlal. (2008) determingdby
fitting drifting bi-Maxwellian velocity distributions to 8PS ion
mass spectrometer data. They presented quadratic it 6f) for
the region betweeh.5 and~ 10 Rs.

While a fully self-consistent model would include the influ-
ence of magnetospheric configuration on the profilesdnd angu-
lar velocity w, we shall address this issue in a future study. For the
present purpose, we use a profilevgfversusp obtained by fitting
a sixth-order polynomial to points from the model of Wilsdrag
(2008) and points taken from Figure 4 of Kane etlal. (2008)ide
of 3.1414 Rs we assumed the plasma is in ideal corotation with
an angular velocity of .638 - 10~* rads~! (a period 0f10.65 h).
For the purposes of fitting, we used a constant valuesadutside
25 Rg equal to the average value of the outer magnetospheric ob-
servations from_Kane etlal. (2008) and McAndrews etlal. (2009
We found that this approach produced a well-behaved fit in the
outer magnetosphere without large ‘oscillations’, as wasligood
agreement in the inner magnetosphere with the data of Wilsah
(2008). For the calculations in this paper, we used the tiagul
polynomial fit to represent plasma angular velocity thraugtthe
modelled magnetosphere. However we emphasise that fixang th
value ofv, t0 169.25 kms™* beyond25 Rs does not significantly
alter the conclusions of our study. Thg andw profile correspond-
ing to this fit are illustrated in Fig.]7. For further comparis we

oo
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Figure 7. Upper panel: A polynomial fit of order six for the azimuthal
plasma velocity (thin solid curve) compared with obsepradiof the plasma
azimuthal velocity in Saturn’s magnetosphere. The squaresiata from
Kane et al. |(2008) and were used for our fit. The thick, darly diree is
Wilson et al. [(2008)'s empirical profile derived from theated, which were
also used for our fitting. The light triangles were deriveshiiVoyager data
by|Richardsdn (1998) and are shown for comparison only bre wet used
in our fit. Lower panel: The same comparison in the upper panghown
with the azimuthal velocity transformed to angular velpdit the models
and observations.

include theVoyager velocity measurements by Richardson (1998)
in the figure, but emphasise that we did not use these measotem
to derive our fitted profiles. At distances smaller than0 Rg, the
model curve agrees well with théoyager data. Beyond this dis-
tance, the model has values higher than the mvegager values,
but is still consistent with the full range of these measieets.

For the information of other modellers, we also present here
the seven-element vectar of polynomial coefficients for the fitted

plasma velocity profile. The following coefficients generay, in
—1.

6
ve(p) = Z Cnp", p > 3.1414 R,
n=0
Co = — 15.00, Cy = 28.16,
Cy = — 6.3509, Cs = 0.7826,
Cy = — 0.043, Cs = 1.065 - 1072,
Ce =—9.762-107°, (20)
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3 MAGNETODISC MODELS

Having described our methods for incorporating equatatiser-
vations of plasma properties into the Caudalian model famea
we now turn our attention to some example model outputs and ho
such calculations may be used to infer some important phlyas:
pects of magnetodisc structure at Saturn. We shall firsthgicker
some aspects of force balance in a disc formed under aveotage s
wind pressure conditions and magnetopause size as obsehed
Cassini era.

3.1 Magnetodisc Structurefor Average Magnetopause Size

The probability distribution of magnetopause standoftatise at
Saturn was determined by Achilleos et al. (2008) who surdeye
magnetopause crossings of fBassini spacecraft during 16 orbits

between July 2004 and September 2005. The mean standoff dis-

tance for this interval was found to be 25 Rs. We thus adopt this
value for our present work as an appropriate magnetopadagsra
for a nominal magnetodisc model representing average wiral
conditions at Saturn. The presence of the magnetopauselégun
requires a corresponding contribution to the magnetic miztiec:
from the currents flowing on that boundary. Caludal (1986)aep
sented this magnetopause potential at Jupiter as the Ewletidn
corresponding to a globally uniform, southward-directettfiB s,
referred to as the ‘shielding field’. Caudal (1986) chosentiagni-
tude of Bs by requiring that the magnetic flux due to the shield-
ing field, integrated over the entire equatorial plane, beaktp

a prescribed fractiog of the total magnetic flux exterior to the
boundary due to the planetary plus disc sources. The addifio
the shielding potential to the solution fer at each iteration thus
‘compresses’ the flux tubes of the outer magnetosphere dswar
from their ‘boundary-free’ configuration.

For the magnetopause contribution in our axisymmetric mod-
els, we adopted a similar approach to Caudal (1986); howexer
determined our value of the uniform field s by performing day-
side equatorial averages of the empirical field models dsstiby
Alexeev & Belenkayal (2005); Alexeev et al. (2006), whichreep
sent contributions from both the magnetopause and magiletot
current sheets at Saturn. These two contributions are dpfyes
directed (magnetopause field southward, magnetotail fietthn
ward). We computed our shielding field as a functionRafip,
using the following parameters to represent approximatalico
tions at Saturn, as required in the expressions_of Alexeal et
(2006): (i) planetary dipole orthogonal to the solar windmldi-
rection, (i) radial distanc& of the inner edge of the tail sheet
equal t00.7 Ramp, (iii) magnitude of field in the tail lobe given by
Br, = ®,Rup %/ [Z(1 + 2Rr/Rump)], with open magnetic flux
&1 = 40 GWb. The resulting magnetopause contributions, before
global averaging, showed variation by a factoe—3 between noon
local time (strongest field) and the dawn / dusk meridian. hihag-
netotail contribution showed similar relative variahiliiut with the
strongest fields situated at dawn / dusk. Thus in the fullasgnta-
tion there are local times where the two contributions adzeto.
The uniform (dayside-averaged) shielding field used in oadeh
is shown as a function d&,e in Fig.[8. We show the contributions
to the total shielding field from the magnetopause and taikeis.

It is evident that for Saturn the magnetopause currents i
the shielding field for the more compressed magnetospher¢hé&
more expanded configuration, the presence of tail currégiéfis
cantly decreases the shielding field magnitude below itdipied
values from magnetopause currents alone.

Dayside—Averaged External Fields (nT)

20 25
Magnetopause Standoff Distance (Rs)

Figure 8. Dayside-averaged equatorial values of the shielding ntiagne
fields associated with Saturn’s magnetotail current shéei’'f and mag-
netopause currents (‘MP’). The field value shown is Zheomponent, i.e.
positive northward. The global fields used for the averagiege calculated
using the formulae of Alexeev etlal. (2006) for the configieratvhere the
planetary dipole is orthogonal to the upstream solar wind.

Several output parameters associated with our averagel mode
(Rmp = 25Rg) for the Kronian magnetodisc are depicted on a
colour scale in the panels of Figl 9. Fid. 9(a) shows contofirs
constant magnetic potential, equivalent to magnetic field lines,
for the vacuum dipole used to represent Saturn’s interni fie
our model. We may compare this geometry with the average mag-
netodisc model in Fid.]9(b) which corresponds to magnetepaar
diusRmp = 25 Rs. The radial stretching of field lines compared to
the dipole model becomes particularly pronounced beyo®®Rs.

For example, the magnetic flux contained between the edaktor
distances5—10 Rgs in the dipole field becomes spread out over a
larger interval8—18 Rs in the full magnetodisc solution. We shall
compare the equatorial field profiles for these models lat¢his
section.

We now consider Fid.]9(c), which shows the distribution of
total plasma pressure in tlige, Z) plane. The scale lengthfor the
model ranges betweet-5 Rs through the magnetosphere, mono-
tonically increasing withp. The pressure contours which attain sep-
arations from the equatorial plane significantly largemtiiaese
scales are primarily due to the hot plasma pressure, whidhawe
assumed to be uniformly distributed along field lines. Onealao
see the influence of the equatorial confinement of the coldlpep
tion, by comparing individual contours with the field lineagtes:
the pressure contours tend to be more oblate.[Fig. 9(d) stwvs
magnetic pressure distribution, along with contours ospias,
which clearly show the influence of the equatorial confinehoén
the cold population for3 of the order unity or larger. The con-
tours of magnetic pressure turn inwards towards the plantiey
approach the equator. This is a consequence of force bapemnee
pendicular to the radially-stretched field lines just adresihe equa-
torial plasma disc (e.g. Kivelson & Southwoad (2005)). Thaim
forces acting in this direction (which is approximately pemdicu-
lar to the equator) are the plasma and magnetic pressurizgisd
To maintain balance as the disc is approached, the corrdggpn
increase in plasma pressure must be balanced by decreasgin m
netic pressure; hence the behaviour of the magnetic peessur
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(a) Log, Magnetic Potential o (Dipole)

(b) Log, , Magnetic Potential o (Disc, RMP:25 Rs)

(e) Log,, Total Pressu
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Figure 9. (a) Logarithm of magnetic potentiat for vacuum dipole con-
figuration, shown on a colour scale as a function of cyliralreo-ordinates
p and Z; (b) Logarithm of magnetic potential for an average magtisto
field model for Saturn, with magnetopause radia®Rs and hot plasma in-
dexK; = 2-10% Pam T~ (see text); (c) Distribution of plasma pressure
within the model from (b); (d) Distribution of magnetic psese within the
model from (b), along with labelled contours of constanspiag (thick
white lines); (e) Total (plasma plus magnetic) pressure aplaur scale.
The approximately vertical pressure levels near the eqahfmasma disc
are a consequence of force balance perpendicular to theatiafiald (see
text).

tours. We thus expect total plasma plus magnetic pressube to
constant along the vertical direction near the disc. [Big) 8hows
contours of this total pressure, and confirms that theyviotoec-
tions nearly perpendicular to the equator.

We shall continue our present investigation of average- plas
madisc structure at Saturn by considering the model’s eqaht
properties of magnetic field and force balance in[Eig. 10.pyer
panel compares the equatorial profiles of magnetic fielthgtheas-
sociated with the planetary internal dipole, and with oukag-
netodisc solution for average magnetopause size. As fosithe
ple zeroth-order disc model§Z.2), the presence of the plasmadisc

rial profile of the absolute value of the various volume fercé/e
emphasise here that we have used line thickness to indigitens
where radial forces are directed outward (thicker lineshemard
(thin lines). Over most of the model magnetosphere the turea
force is the principal, inward-directed (i.e. negativeiafidforce.
The sum of all the radial forces in the equatorial plane haagnn
tude less than 0.2 percent of the local curvature force ftaction
thus provides some measure of the degree of accuracy witthwhi
the model can simulate perfect force balance.

The bottom panel of Fi§. 10 also indicates which forces dom-
inate the balance and determine disc structure in differegibns
of the equatorial magnetosphere. Throughout the magrtetosp
the magnetic curvature force is the strongest inward-ticeforce.
For distance 2 15Rg, centrifugal force is higher than plasma
pressure gradients by factors up to five, and is therefores¢loe
ond most important term in the disc’s stress balance. Clostire
planet, forp ~ 6-12 R, centrifugal force and plasma pressure gra-
dients are comparable in magnitude, and the disc’s fieldtstre is
determined by both sources of radial stress in approximatglial
measure. These calculations are in broad agreement wittotire
clusions ofMl@b?) who used current sheetsings
to show that centrifugal and pressure gradient forces wgpeoa-
imately equal in magnitude &0 Rs whereas the model shows the
centrifugal forces slightly larger at about twice that of fhressure
gradient forces.

Our average Kronian disc model contains a hot plasma pres-
sure distribution which is indicative of a ‘mildly disturtering
current (see Fid.16). We therefore would expect hot plasrea-pr
sure to play a more dominant role in magnetospheric forcanoal
under conditions of so-called ‘disturbed’ ring currentshswn by
theCassini observationO?). We defer a detailed in-
vestigation of this aspect to a future study, and concentrate on
modelling conditions characteristic of the mean level ofextved
hot pressure.

Fig. [0 shows a small ‘kink’ in the magnetic force profiles
around8 Rsg; this is due to the sharp linear decrease we have as-
sumed for characterising the product of hot plasma pressude
unit flux tube volume §2.3.3). The termination at this distance of
the curve representing the outward-directed force duettplasma
pressure confirms a sharp change in the sign of the hot peessur
gradient; this feature in turn corresponds to the rapidideakith
decreasing distance of the modelled hot plasma densitykiTie
feature is thus somewhat artificial, but does not affect tdiliy
of the global features of our modelled force profiles.

We now consider the inner magnetospheric regiog;, (6 Rs)
depicted in Fig_I. Inside this distance, the cold plasnpafzation
density rapidly decreases (as also shown by the behaviotireof
centrifugal force, which is proportional to cold plasmagzere).
This magnetospheric region is then characterised by avelalb-
sence of plasma and a magnetic field dominated by the planetar
dipole.

We conclude this section on the average magnetodisc steuctu
at Saturn by investigating the relationship between theipusly-
considered forces which act to create the magnetodisc gepme

produces a total field profile somewhat weaker than the parent and the magnetospheric currents which flow in response foréise

dipole for the regions closest to the planet, and stronger dipole
field beyond a characteristic transition distance. The taigdnel
of the figure shows equatorial profiles of magnetic presstokel

ence of those forces. On a microscopic scale, we expect the ma
azimuthal currents to arise from drift motions associatéith:v{i)
finite plasma pressure (gradient and curvature driftg)céntrifu-

plasma pressure and hot plasma pressure. We note that the maggal force associated with plasma rotation (inertial cujréa.g.

netic pressure exceeds that of the plasma for distancetestien

I.7)). The macroscopic formalism of the matiel

~ 10Rs. The hot pressure is the dominant source for distances lows an alternative identification of these currents fromcéobal-

around~ 15 Rs. The bottom panel of Fig. 10 shows the equato-

ance considerations, as follows. For our Saturn model glesant
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Figure 10. Upper panel: Equatorial profiles of magnetic field strength f
the planetary dipole alone and for the full magnetodisctamiuRyp =
25 Rg). Middle panel: equatorial model profiles of magnetic anaspia
pressures (hot and cold). Bottom panel: normalised volusnee§ in the
equatorial plane of the model, labelled according to lingestWe show
the absolute value of force. Thick lines indicate positivat{vard) radial
force, while thin lines show regions where the force is irdydirected
(negative).

scaling factor forJ, is listed in TabléBIL. In order to separate the
contribution of a particular force to the current densitg sim-
ply substitute its corresponding contribution to the seutmction
Eqg. (8) for the functiory used in Eq.[(}#).

Following this method, we calculated the various contribu-
tions to azimuthal current in the equatorial plane of theraye
magnetodisc model. Profiles of positivig (in the direction of plan-
etary rotation) are shown on a logarithmic scale in the uppeel
of Fig.[I3. It is clear that the force which is associated vifte
dominant contribution to the magnetospheric current dépem
radial distance. For example, we note that there is a brozal lo
maximum in the centrifugal inertial current centred~at16 Rs.
This feature corresponds to a similar local maximum in pkasm-
gular velocity according to the model profile from Higy. 7. Thwer
panel of Fig[IlL shows equatorial profiles of plasfhalong with
an equivalenp for the rotating disc plasma, computed as the ratio
of the rotational kinetic energy density to the magneticspuee.
This rotational plasm@ also peaks near 16 Rg, thus indicating
that the dominant term to the plasma source function (anéfie
azimuthal current) in this region is the centrifugal foreen. Rota-
tional 5 then decreases far> 16 due to the decline in cold plasma
density. The corresponding effect on the current densiofilps
is a smaller ratio in the outer magnetosphere of the cegsifto
plasma current density.

In the regionp ~ 8-12Rg, we see from Figl_11 that the
current due to total plasma pressure gradient slightly eds¢he
centrifugal current. The hot plasma current is an imporfactor
here; the observed strong variability in hot plasma presatiSat-
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Figure 11. Upper panel: Equatorial profiles of positive azimuthal eatr
density taken from the Saturn magnetodisc model Rifp = 25 Rs. The
profiles are plotted on a logarithmic scale and are colodedaccording to
the force with which they correspond in the plasmadisc’satyical balance
(hot / cold plasma pressure, centrifugal force). A functaoportional to
1/pis also shown in order to indicate the form assumed for theeatiden-
sity in the CAN annular disc model Connerney etlal. (1981)véopanel:
Equatorial profiles of plasm@ taken from the Saturn magnetodisc model
with Ryp = 25 Rg. Profiles are colour-coded according to the physical
origin of the energy density used to compute thetio (hot / cold plasma
pressure, rotational kinetic energy). The dashed and gadiglcurves show
the plasma3 profiles fitted to observations of the hot plasma pressure at
Saturn obtained by Serqis et al. (2007, 2009).

urn (§2.3.3/ Sergis et al. (2007); Krimigis et al. (2007)) implibat
differing levels of ring current activity may plausibly irease the
radial extent of this region where plasma pressure donsmatg-
netospheric current, or even lead todtsappearance. Inside8 Rg
the hot plasma density sharply decreases and the correéapatet
crease in the associated current profile produces an ingamre
where centrifugal current is once more the major contrdyutiWe
shall defer a detailed investigation of the influence of Hasma
index K3 (§2.3:3) on magnetospheric current profiles to a future
study. For present purposes, we note that the calculatimhicate
it is expected to play a significant role in determining théeak
of the region where hot plasma pressure is the major sourtteof
azimuthal current density.

Alongside the modelled plasm& in the lower panel of
Fig.[11, we also show observed values of hot plaghmesented
by |Serqis et al.| (2007, 2009) (grey solid and dashed curié®s).
dashed grey curves indicate fits to hot plasma observatigns b
Sergis et al.[(2007), which show the variation in hot plagimze-
tween average and disturbed ring current states (se¢f2I38).
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The solid grey curve was determined from a more recent fiteo th
median equatorial values of hot plasfat Saturn determined by
Serqis et al.[(2009) (computed over 0.1 Rgs intervals), who in-
cluded the significant contribution( 50 percent) to hot pressure
due toO™ ions. If we compare this curve with the median profile
from the earlier study (light grey dashed curve), we see tthiat
inclusion has significantly increased the hot plaghvehich would
characterise an average state of the ring current. Giverrébiilt,
and the large intrinsic variability in observed hot plasmesgures,
we believe that our simplified model distribution of hot ptesg
(red curve) is in reasonable agreement with the expectdzhbjbe-
haviour of this parameter. For the regipry, 20 Rs our modelled
hot plasmag is in excess of the declining values |of Sergis ét al.
(2007, 2009); however, the distant magnetospheric obengaby
Krimigis et al. (20017) (see Fifl 6) do show hot plasfwahich are
consistent with our choice fdk,. Improved future determinations
of plasma moments will no doubt enable us to further refine our
plasma parametrisation , but for the present study we stahin
with the description given if2.3.3.

Another important feature of the plasmgorofiles in Fig[11L
is the relatively uniform ratio of~ 2-3 in the outer magneto-
sphere p = 15Rgs) between hot and cold plasnfa Our cal-
culations also show that in this region the length sdafer the
cold disc plasma (Eq[]6)) monotonically increases withadise
between~ 3-5 Rs. If we use these values in Ef (8) for the tran-
sition distance in a homogeneous plasma disc between peessu
and centrifugally-dominated regions, we obtain ~ 12-22 Rs.
This range of transition distances is consistently smalian the
model magnetopause radius. The actual transition distantbe
model appears to be situated~at12 Rs, beyond which distance
the centrifugal current persistently exceeds total plapressure
current. The homogeneous disc predictionsfpthus suggest that
the actual value of this distance is expected to lie withituBes
magnetosphere, and the full magnetodisc model confirmghtsat
is indeed the case. The formula in Hg. (8) therefore provade=a-
sonable means of estimating the order of magnituge-dfom ob-
served and / or theoretical properties of the magnetosppksma.

Equatorial Current Density Jm (Jupiter)
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Figure 12. Upper panel: Equatorial profiles of positive azimuthal eatr
density taken from the Jupiter magnetodisc model Mithp = 80R;
(reproduction of the calculation by Caudal (1986)). Thefifes are plotted
on a logarithmic scale, and are colour-coded according dofdhce with
which they correspond in the plasmadisc’s dynamical balghot / cold
plasma pressure, centrifugal force). A function proporicto 1/p is also
shown in order to indicate the form assumed for the currensitiein the
CAN annular disc model Connerney et al. (1981); Lower pakeluato-
rial profiles of plasma3 taken from the Jupiter magnetodisc model with

We now make a comparative investigation of general magne- g, ... — 80R;. Profiles are colour-coded according to the physical ori-

todisc structure by comparing the profiles in Higl 11 for ®@itu
plasmadisc with those shown in Fig]12 for Jupiter. The tssul
in Fig.[12 reproduce the model calculation by Caudal (1986) f
a Jovian magnetodisc with magnetopause rafliug = S80R;.
The most striking difference between the Jupiter model asid S

urn model is the clear dominance of the Jovian outer magneto-

sphere’s equatorial current density by hot plasma pres$heshot
plasma current is the major contribution to totgl for distances
beyond~ 40 Rj. We also note a much stronger contrast between
hot and cold plasma for Jupiter compared to Saturn. While the ra-
tio 81 /3. is an order of magnitude or more beyord0 R in the
Jovian model, the same quantity<s2 in the Kronian calculation.
As a result, the current profiles due to hot and cold plasms-pre
sure gradients show generally comparable values at Sathile

at Jupiter the cold plasma current is an order of magnitudeare
weaker compared to that of the hot plasma.

gin of the energy density used to compute theatio (hot / cold plasma
pressure, rotational kinetic energy).

ilar to the corresponding behaviour near16 Rs in the Kronian
model. If we repeat the exercise of computing the transitisa
tance for the values of plasnthand scale length from the Jovian
model, we obtain values gfr in excess oRmp (the values for
length scale aré = 540 R, increasing with distance). This in-
dicates that the centrifugal current at Jupiter should nexeeed
the hot plasma current in the outer magnetosphere, acgaalihe
simple homogeneous disc model. The full magnetodisc model w
have presented for Jupiter confirms this prediction, shgvairnot
plasma-dominated magnetospheric current beyioria;.

We now consider the relative magnitudes of the magneto-
spheric current at Jupiter and Saturn predicted by the raoBeth

These results indicate that the much more expanded magne-Fig.[I1 and Figl_I2 show normalised current densities, ssgdd

tosphere of Jupiter develops an outer region beysndiOR;,
where the cold plasma’s angular velocity and density decdinh

a rate sufficiently rapid to produce a plasma whose main gnerg
content arises from the thermal motions of the hot particieup
lation. Near~ 27 R in the Jovian model, the rotational plasma
B exceeds the hot plasnfaand the centrifugal current becomes
comparable with the hot plasma current. This is qualitatigen-

using scale factors 0280nA m~2 (Saturn) and4800 nA m 2

(Jupiter) (see TableB1). Although the absolute value ofsitede
current at Jupiter is much higher because of that planetaiger
internal field, we note something interesting when we comtiae
normalised current densities at both planets within theesdis-
tance range ok 25 planetary radii: the values of normaliség at
Saturn over 5-16 planetary radii exceed those at Jupiteadiprs
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of ~ 5. Since the distance scale is similar for both models, we con-
clude that this feature is an indication that Saturn’s rimgent pro-
duces a strongeelative perturbation to the planet’s internal dipole
within this distance range. Interestingly, Vasyli una30¢) arrived

at a similar conclusion by considering the plasma outfloves tiee
orbital distances of lo and Enceladus ¢ and~ 4 planetary radii,
respectively) and demonstrating that these flows would peeed

to produce a stronger relative distortion of the planetapple for
Saturn.

Our model calculations also show a spatial profile of tatal
in the outer magnetosphere, for both Jupiter and Saturrchaails
off more steeply with radial distangethan thel/p dependence
used by the CAN current disc model. This is an important point
of comparison, as it indicates that an outer plasmadisctsire
obeying radial stress balance has a characteristic sgadidient in
current density which is significantly different to that afly as-
sumed in ring current modelling studies. Despite this diffice,
however, both the Caudalian and CAN disc models are suifable
reproducing the larger-scale observed structures in tigmetadisc
field, as we shall see in the following sections. The main athge
of the Caudalian disc is that it also provides realistic isphaqtro-
files of current and radial force arising frosalf-consistent global
distributions of plasma.

3.2 Response of Magnetodisc to Solar Wind Pressure

In this section, we parametrise the effect of solar wind dyica
pressure by varying the magnetopause raiug> in our model
calculations. In Figl_13, we present model outputs caledldor
two configurations. The first corresponds to strongly corsged
conditions for the Kronian magnetosphere wRhip = 18 Rg,
and the second is for a vallraypr = 30 Rs which is typical of the
most expanded magnetospheric structures observed Dadsmi
era [(Achilleos et al. 2008; Arridge etlal. 2006). We emplexttist
the plasma parameters of temperature, angular velocity tiiloe
content and hot plasma index are identical in the two moddéis.
final solution for the magnetic field within each model willacige
the mapping between these last two parameters and locaitipgn
such as number density and pressure, according to the finzen
condition.
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Figure 13. The left and right columns of plots correspond respectively
to Saturn disc models calculated for compressegi¢ = 18 Rg) and
expandedRyp = 25 Rg) configurations. Top panels: The logarithm of
magnetic potentiad is plotted on a colour scale for the labelled configura-
tions. Middle panels: The equatorial ratio of total to dgpohagnetic field
strength is plotted for both magnetodisc configuration® ifisreased field
strength of the compressed magnetodisc is apparent. Boiaoels: Equa-
torial profiles of the absolute value of normalised volumecés for the
compressed and expanded models, labelled according tedioer. Line
style is used to indicate the direction of the radial forceih solid lines
indicating outward force and dashed lines indicating irtfarce.

has reached a magnitude twice as large as the expanded canfigu
tion.
This behaviour of the field strength and geometry under

We commence our comparison of the compressed and ex- strongly-compressed conditions has important consegsefar

panded magnetodisc structures by considering the top pafel
Fig. [I3 which show contours of constant magnetic potential
equivalent to field line shapes. The region of strongly-ahéeld
near the equatorial plane, as seen in the average mggld) (is
also present in the expanded disc, particularly in the range

1520 Rs. The compressed magnetodisc, on the other hand, dis-

plays field line shapes which are far less radially ‘stretitfand
which more closely resemble the geometry of a pure dipole (se
Fig.[9). A similar result was found by Bunce et al. (2008) whadn
elled the ring current for various magnetospheric confifjona as
revealed byCassini magnetometer data from a selection of orbits.
The colour scale of the upper panels in Figl 13 indicatestib#t
compressed and expanded models have similar levels of itiegne
flux threading their entire equatorial planes; we therefoxpect
higher field strengths to be present in the compressed dise. T
middle panels confirm that this is the case. Equatorial m®fif
total magnetic field strength relative to that of the plangettipole
are shown as a function gf. Beyond~ 5Rs, the compressed
disc model has a persistently stronger magnetic field tharexa
panded one. Arounét 15 Rg, for example, the compressed field

the ensuing magnetic forces which operate within the pldssoa

In the bottom panels of Fi§_]13, we plot equatorial profileshef
volume forces due to plasma pressure gradients, magnets: pr
sure gradient, magnetic curvature and centrifugal for¢e flots
show that magnetic curvature is the principal, radiallyand force

for both disc configurations. Closer inspections of the twova-
ture force profiles reveals a remarkable feature; the cosspre
model shows a stronger curvature force beyen® Rs, whose
ratio with respect to the expanded disc attains a maximur bf4

at p ~ 15-17Rs. The compressed model is able to maintain a
stronger curvature force via higher magnetic field strendgispite
the increased radius of curvature of the local field line. \é® a
show plots of the total magnetic fordex B for both models (sum

of curvature force and magnetic pressure gradient). A coisga

of the two sets of curves reveals that, beyend Rs, the magnetic
pressure gradient in the compressed disc is larger reltivhe
curvature force than in the expanded case. This behaviauak
itatively consistent with the study by Arridge et al. (2098hen-
tioned in{dl, which showed that the dayside magnetospheric field
at Saturn only becomes significantly ‘disc-like’ under citiotis of
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low solar wind dynamic pressur&{;» > 23 Rs). This aspect is
also in accordance with the conclusions of Bunce et al. (008

Within the range of radial distancés< p < 18 Rg covered
by the compressed model’'s equatorial plane, there are igisifis
cant differences in magnetic pressure gradient and ceg#iiforce
with respect to the expanded model. Firstly, the magnetssure
within this distance range falls off with distance more grait) in
the compressed disc. For both configurations, power-lawdfitise
magnetic pressurduac o p~2X, were obtained for the interval
10 < p < 15Rs. The resulting indices werg = 2.80 + 0.14
(compressed) angd = 3.27 £ 0.10 (expanded), revealing that the
expanded model field falls off slightly more rapidly than au
dipolexy = 3 in this region. However, a similar fit to the apparently
more uniform part of the expanded field strength profile inmtioee
distant magnetosphef® < p < 25 Rg yieldedy = 1.12 4 0.08.
These results indicate that the compressed Kronian outgneba:
sphere is likely to be characterised by field strength gradiam-
ilar to that of a dipole, while a more expanded configuraticaym
be expected to exhibit a field with a more gradual declineg-ass
ciated with values of the index in the range 1-3. This predicted
behaviour of the magnetospheric field suggests that olismmah
studies of the relationship between magnetopause stadidtdhce

3.3 Comparison of Model to Magnetic Field Observations

A comprehensive comparison of our magnetodisc model far8at
with the vast field and plasma datasets from@assini spacecraft
is beyond the scope of this paper. For the sake of a preligminar
assessment of how well the model may be applied to spacetraft
servations, we shall present in this section a comparistmeasn
the magnetodisc model field and magnetometer observations f
the Cassini spacecraft from two quite different orbits. The first is
the Revolution 3 (Rev 3) orbit lying entirely within Satusrrota-
tional equator, from the early part of the mission (Februzo95)
and the second is the highly-inclined Rev 40 orbit from M&6Q7
which sampled the entire vertical structure of the disc.

Fig.[14 depicts the information relevant for our comparison
based orCassini Rev 3, covering a period of approximately four
days in February 2005. The time axis is labelled in days since
the beginning of Day of Year 44, or February 13. The bottom
panel shows the position @fassini as a function of time using the
colour-codedp and Z cylindrical coordinates as well as the Sat-
urn local time (SLT) in decimal hours. We see that this infwbun
pass of the orbit sampled the magnetosphere at radial degan
p ~ 4-31Rsg, the largest distance in this range corresponding
to the indicated magnetopause crossing. The orbital segfoen

and solar wind pressure may benefit from the assumption of a which p > 8Rs was situated at near-noon local times between

field strength index which varies withRnp, rather than the usu-
ally assumed fixed value (elg. Achilleos et al. (2008); Agect al.
(2006); Slavin et &l1 (1985)).

If we now turn our attention to the centrifugal force profiles
in Fig.[13, a detailed inspection reveals that the compcessiel
exhibits a centrifugal force consistently stronger thaat thf the
expanded disc forr 8 < p < 18 Rg, with the ratio of the two
increasing monotonically to a value of 2. This is a consequence
of the higher cold plasma densities in the compressed madel (
a givenp, the ratio of centrifugal force between the two config-
urations is equivalent to the ratio of cold plasma density)the
region~ 8 < p < 15Rg, the plasma pressure gradients in the
two models differ by less tham0 per cent. The increased cen-
trifugal force of the compressed disc is thus balanced bynan i
creased magnetic force (difference between magnetic wuevan-
ward and magnetic pressure gradient outward). Interdsgtitige
region~ 15 < p < 18Rg near the compressed magnetopause
is characterised by a change in sign of the magnetic pregsare
dient, which is required to maintain balance due to the durea
force decreasing more rapidly than the centrifugal force.

The region~ 15 < p < 20 Rg for the expanded magnetodisc
has force balance mainly determined by magnetic curvatnde a
centrifugal effects as shown by Fig.l13. The same regionghiery
has a broad local maximum in centrifugal force nearly calant
with a minimum in magnetic pressure gradient. These featanise
because of the corresponding local maximum of plasma angeda
locity in the same region (Fifl 7), and the field geometry poiialy
a relatively uniform region of field strength. In the moretdis
magnetosphere near 23-27 Rs the hot plasma pressure gradient
becomes equal in importance to centrifugal force in manmai
force balance due to the declining density and angular itglo€
the cold disc plasma. As for the case of the compressed tlisc, t

~ 10 and14 h (SLT). The entire orbit was also situated within or
very close to the equatorial plar#e = 0. This region of space is
thus appropriate for analysis with our model, which is repre
tative of dayside conditions at Saturn and which uses a iegpl
formulation for the field due to magnetopause currents,asen
empirical model of the dayside equatorial field due to thisree

(B.0).

The upper panels of Fi§. L4 show ti#, and Bz compo-
nents of the magnetic field (black curve) observedCagsini dur-
ing the relevant time interval, inT units, from which we have
subtracted the components of the internal field model dessdri
by IDougherty et al.| (2005). The plotted data thus represtrgts
magnetic field due to the external sources of the currentatisc
magnetospheric boundaries. To analyse fhe observations, we
chose two models. The first is the non-homogeneous part of our
magnetodisc model (i.e. the total field model minus the pkage
dipole term) with hot plasma indei;, = 2-10° Pam T~ (repre-
senting approximately average ring current activity auggtand
appropriate magnetopause radidsre = 30Rs. The value for
Rmp based on the magnetopause crossing location and the magne-
topause model of Arridge etlal. (200648 Rs — the use of either
value did not significantly change the results. e values shown
by the blue curve were obtained by linear interpolation effikld
values from our 2D model grid onto the spacecraft trajectdfy
also show, using grey curves, the predictions from the CANMe&ho
used by Bunce et al. (2007) to analyse these data. The pa@met
for this model are the azimuthal scale current per unit tdeligth
Io, the inner and outer edges of the annular model disand b)
and the disc half width in th& direction (D). The parameter values
we chose were the following, as determined by Buncelet ab{P0
polo =53.3nT,a =7Rs,b=20Rs, D = 2.5Rs.

The thin blue and grey curves show the corresponding contri-
butions from the magnetopause shielding field to the diffedésc
models. On the scale of the plot, the uniform shielding fidldur

magnetic pressure near the magnetopause in the expanded mod model (see Fid.]8) has a barely discernible magnitude@sfnT.

begins to increase with distance in order to maintain foedarre
near the boundary.

As for our Caudalian model, the shielding field for the CAN rabd
was assumed to lie entirely in th# direction, but was computed
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Figure 14. The top two panels show a comparison between modified
Cassini magnetometer data from the Rev 3 orbit (‘MAG’) and models
which employ the Connerney (‘CAN’) and Caudalian (‘MDISGljscs,
with parameters as described in the text. The thin colouwneges in the top
panel represent the small contributions in the models freagmetopause
and tail currents. Vertical z) and radial 8,) field components are shown
as a function of time. The data are hourly averages and haléhkanter-
nal field model described by Dougherty et al. (2005) subthcthe middle
panel uses a magnetic equator for the models which is deplag2 Rg
north of the planet’s rotational equator (without such lisement, the
models’ predicted values faB, would be identically zero for this equa-
torial orbit). The bottom panel shows the spacecraft pmsiéis a function

of time (cylindrical radial p) and vertical ) distance, SLT). The vertical
dashed lines indicate, from left to right, the positions lg# tast inbound
magnetopause crossing, the outer edge of the CAN model2lideq) and
the inner edge of the same modeélRg). The CAN disc parameters were
taken from _Bunce et al. (2007), who fit a non-displaced manlelserva-
tions of By.

using the following formula from Bunce etlal. (2007):

o B1(X —X2)+B2(X1 —X)
o X1 — Xo ’

This expression describes a shielding field which changes li
early with X, the spatial coordinate associated with the axis which
lies along the intersection of the equatorial plane and thenn
midnight meridian ¥ positive towards the Sun). The parame-
ter valuesB; = 0nT and B, = —1.11nT were chosen to
fit the observedB; values at the position of the magnetopause
(X1 = 23.36 Rs) and the nightside location with the minimum
value of X (X2 = —6.17Rs). Itis evident that the shielding field

MP
Bz

(21)
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for both models makes only a very minor contribution to thialto
predicted field except, for the CAN model, in the region a€lc
to the magnetopause.

Structure at a variety of timescales is evident in the olzserv
tions. The global nature of the disc models implies that they
suitable for analysing the largest scales, of the orderady in
time or a few planetary radii ip. If we firstly consider the3 field,
both models reasonably reproduce the overall trend seéwe iali-
servations. Near the location of the outer edge of the CANehod
(vertical line at~ 2.3 days), we see that this model predicts a rela-
tively sharp minimum inBz due to the truncated nature of its cur-
rent disc. The Caudalian disc with its extended currenttshe&es
a smoother transition Bz through this region in better agree-
ment with the observations. On the other hand, near theidocat
of the inner edge of the CAN model (vertical line~at3.7 days)
the local peak inBz displayed by this model fits the data more
closely than the Caudalian disc, which rises to values muaa t
twice that of the data within this inner region. This suggesheed
for more accurate plasma inputs in the regrn< 5Rgs of our
model, as discussed #2.3.1 andj2.3.2. The local peak in thBz
data near- 4 days is most likely a signature of the ‘camshaft’ field
at Saturn. This is a quasi-periodic modulation seen in thgneigc
field whose physical origin remains to be unambiguouslytidied,
but appears to be linked with field-aligned, azimuthallydulated
magnetospheric currents flowing between the ionospherglasel
madisc (e.g. Southwood & Kivelson (2007); Provan etial. €)D0
We shall return to this aspect when we consider the highati
observations.

Both disc models fail to agree with thB, data in Fig[Th.
This is because they have a north-south hemispherical syniyyme
which by definition requires3, = 0 within the equatorial plane.
The fact thatCassini observes a significantly non-zeR), in Rev 3
and many other equatorial orbits has been suggested to bestiie
of a non-planar plasmadisc structure; in particular, thelshaped
current sheet model explored by Arridge et al. (2008a) plevian
explanation for these observations. Such a sheet morphulogld
be expected to arise in a magnetosphere where the plangtatg d
is significantly non-orthogonal with respect to the upstresolar
wind flow direction, as was the case during Rev 3, where the an-
gle between these two directions was70° (the northern mag-
netic pole being tilted away from the Sun). As a first, albeitde,
approximation to the ensuing field geometry, the maBglval-
ues shown are those corresponding to a model plasmadist whic
has been displaced by a distance3dks north of Saturn’s ro-
tational equator. This displacement is consistent withptteslic-
tions of the current sheet model by Arridge et ial. (2008apfdis-
tancep = 25 Rg and a subsolar latitude 23 °, appropriate for the
time of the Rev 3 orbit. The3, field of our model in the region
p = 20-30Rs changed by< 0.5 nT when we changed the dis-
placement byl Rs. We shall address the variability of the current
sheet displacement within a future study. For present purposes,
we use2 Rg as a representative displacement for this outer magne-
tospheric region.

In the region between the magnetopause boundary and the
neighbourhood of the outer edge of the CAN disc, both models
and data are in reasonable agreement, confirming that adespl
planar disc is a useful representation of the local effeftiseomore
realistic bowl-like shape. As we proceed closer to the glatang
the spacecraft orbit towards the inner CAN disc edge, therobg
B, decreases in magnitude, consistent with the magnetic @quat
of the plasmadisc becoming aligned with the rotational &mmia
the displaced model values, unsurprisingly, do not fit thia dia
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this region. We see a local peak in the obserizgzdhear4 Rs cor-
responding to the similar feature iBz. We noted that this peak
in Bz changed by~ 5nT if we used a different internal field
model for subtractior (Burton etlal. 2009). Thus we cannovigie
a definitive explanation for this feature without furtheaeination
of the internal field models used in the near-planet region.

In the panels of Fig_15, we plot magnetic field components
and spacecraft position as a function of time using the saimense
and conventions as Fif. 114. The time interval in questiorermov
about nine days from the beginning of March 21, 2007 which cor
respond to the closest approach to Saturn and outbound segme
of the Rev 40 orbit. ThéZ co-ordinate trace in spacecraft position
shows that during this tim€assini probed regions up td5Rs
from the equatorial plane, and the spacecraft latitudeneshmag-
nitudes of~ 60°. In addition, at the time intervals near 6.5 and
10 days, the spacecraft traversed the full exten¥ ithrough the
current sheet, a structure with typical vertical lengtHesaf a few
Rs. From the discussion i§3.7], typical length scales along the
co-ordinate for the cold disc plasma are 1-5 Rs, which there-
fore provide an upper bound for the length scale al@ndrev 40
thus provides a very different view of the magnetospherepzred
to the equatorial pass of Rev 3 and hence a good means ofrfurthe
testing the suitability of the disc models for magnetic gsas.

We shall consider firstly thé; data and model predictions
in the top panel of Fig.15. As for Rev 3, structure in the maigne
field on a variety of time scales is seen; in particular, thasitu
periodic ¢~ 10.75 hr) camshaft signal iB is clearly evident with
typical amplitudes of the ordernT. We shall return to this fea-
ture presently after discussing the larger-scale featurdse field
profile. The Caudalian and CAN disc models used for compariso
purposes are shown as thick blue and grey curves. We chok#-the
lowing parameters for the CAN disc, obtained from a leasiases
fit to the combination of both observed field components as dis
played in the figureuolp = 40nT, a = 6.6Rs, b = 18.6 Rs,

D = 3.2Rs. The thin grey curve shows the shielding field pro-
file used in the CAN model, computed using the following param
eters for Eq.[(21)B; = 0.5nT, Bs = 1.5nT, X; = 15Rs,
Xo 14 Rs. The thin blue curve shows a modified version of
the Caudalian disc, which we describe in more detail latehiis
section. We note that the nightside subset of these data wds m
elled by Kellett et al.[(2009) using the CAN formulation. FEeeau-
thors used a substantially thinner current disc£ 0.4 Rs) and a
correspondingly more intense current parametgif{ = 338 n'T)

to optimally fit the nightside field.

The location of the outbound magnetopause crossing at
(p, Z) = (26.8,17.3)Rs corresponds to a subsolar standoff dis-
tanceRmp = 24 Rg, using the axisymmetric magnetopause model
of |Arridge et al. (2006). However, we found that the Kroniascd
model with a somewhat larger magnetopause ralius = 30 Rg
gave significantly better agreement with the observatiand,it is
the field profiles for this more expanded model which we hase di
played. Since the magnetopause crossing was at a relakiigiy
altitudeZ above the equator, this finding may indicate that the mag-
netopause of Saturn exhibits polar flattening, althougtiende for
this requires further studies of similar mid- to high-latie bound-
ary crossings.

For the interval spanning closest approach until the outtdou

Cassini Rev 40 Disc Field
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Figure 15. Plots analogous to Fi§. 114 for tt@assini Rev 40 orbit. Pre-
dictions for a rotating disc whose axis is tilted1&° to that of the planet's
rotation axis are also shown (‘MDISC (tilt)’). The verticddshed lines in-
dicate the positions of the inne6.6 Rg) and outer {8.6 Rg) radii of the
CAN disc, whose parameters have been chosen to best fi2 jfuata (see
text). The time axis is truncated on the right at the first outil magne-
topause crossing.

ilar to that employed for the CAN model, may be a more realis-
tic choice for this pass than the uniform negative vahk@09 nT
used in our model (see Figl 8). The camshaft signaBinis ob-
served throughout this orbit. This field source, when addetthe
planetary dipole, has been suggested to be equivalent tootha
a tilted, rotating dipole in the outer magnetosphere> 15Rs
(Southwood & Kivelson 2007). In this picture, we would expibe
magnetic equator of the outer Kronian plasmadisc to alsdlted t
relative to the rotational equator. As a preliminary exatmn of
this concept, we have plotted in F[g.]15 a thin blue curve show
ing the field profiles associated with a tilted, rotating plaslisc.
We computed these profiles by simply taking the original neagn
todisc model and transforming it to a co-ordinate systemreviiee
model’s axis of cylindrical symmetry is tilted at an anglelof
with respect to the planet’s rotation axis (the latter nowngeale-
fined as theZ direction in accordance with the data). The orien-
tation of the model symmetry axis was also allowed to vanhwit

magnetopause crossing, both the empirical CAN model and the time such that the azimuthal angle of its projection ontortita-
physical Caudalian model reproduce the large-scale tnerflz tional equator corresponded to a regular rotation with éopenf

from the magnetometry. The Caudalian disc predicts a mekh fie 10.75h. We note that the observed camshaft signal does not have
about1nT weaker than that observed in the time interval after a fixed period, but one which may drift in value by the order of a
10 days. This feature suggests that a positive shielding, fsén- minute over time scales of the order of a year, as revealedsby i
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radio signature, e.qg. Kurth etlal. (2007, 2008). We inclimetilited
disc calculations here simply to emphasise that such a nuadel
not be consistent with the observations in their entirety. Alihh
the amplitude of tilted dis® fluctuations match the data on the
outbound pass reasonably well for> 10Rs, they rapidly di-
minish inside this region. By contrast, the observatiorsasper-
sistent field fluctuations throughout the orbit. These gpasiodic
fluctuations, i.e. the ‘camshaft signal’, the phase refetioetween
the different components, and their origin, have been the su
ject of much research (Espinosa & Dougherty 2000; CowleYV.et a
2006; | Southwood & Kivelson 2007; Provan et al. 2009). These
studies also highlight the difference between phase osisiof the
camshatft field components and those of a simple rotatirtgdtil
disc.

4 SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

We have introduced a new model for Saturn’s magnetodisedbas
on an original formalism by Caudal (1986). The model formal-
ism is based on the magnetostatic solution for an Euler gaten
consistent with global balance between plasma pressudiegta
centrifugal force and magnetic forcd (x B) in a cylindrically
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more gradual decrease with radial distance in the outer atagn
sphere. All of these features are general characteristigsvarise
from adding the solenoid-like magnetic field of the disc@piour-
rent alone to the planetary dipole.

Examination of the equatorial radial forces in the average K
nian disc model revealed that, for distances beyend5 Rg, the
principal forces determining disc structure are the magmeirva-
ture and centrifugal forces. This characteristic distaisceonsis-
tent with the simple formula for the ‘transition distanger be-
tween pressure- and centrifugal-dominated structure lwhiose
from the zeroth-order disc treatment. This formula revéascon-
ditions under whictpr is most likely to exceed the magnetopause
radius, and consequently the plasmadisc can never haveestfalr
ance dominated by centrifugal force. The relevant conufitiare:
(i) hot plasmag is very high compared to the cold plasma (i.e.
thermal energy is large compared to rotational kinetic gyje(ii)
plasma angular velocity is adequately low, or (iii) for aggiem-
perature of cold plasma, its density is small (such that thentity
7%/ 3. becomes very large.

Consideration of the equatorial, azimuthal current dgngit
in the average Kronian disc model revealed that centrifuigal
ertial current was the primary contribution for distanceydnd
~ 13 Rs. For the region~ 8-12 Rg, hot plasma and centrifugal

symmetric system. Such an approach has the advantage of becurrent were predicted to be comparable. However, a fuetgo-

ing able to predict a self-consistent system of plasma ptigse
magnetospheric azimuthal currents and magnetic field. Gha-e
torial boundary condition for the model was provided by obae
tions from theCassini spacecraft of hot and cold plasma pressure,
and cold plasma density and temperatuf23 and subsections).
In order to formulate a model with realistic global behavjoue
adopted relatively simple functional forms for these pbgbkpa-
rameters. In this context, the unit flux tube volume conceas w
applied, following Caudal (1986), in order to compute glottia-
tributions of plasma whose density and pressure would respp-
propriately to different magnetospheric radii, accordioghe be-
haviour expected of a ‘frozen-in’ plasma. The empirical tit$10t
plasma pressure, cold plasma composition and cold plasmzete
ature by Sergis et al. (2007, 2009); Wilson et lal. (2008) vesne
ployed in order to achieve a reasonable representatiohdanbdel
equator of average magnetospheric conditions at Saturral§de
used a polynomial fit to the data by Kane etlal. (2008); Wilsoal e
(2008) for plasma angular velocity.

Before presenting the outputs from the full model, we consid
ered a simple toy model emphasising the largest angulaescdl
the magnetic potential for a homogeneous disc, charaeteby
constant plasm@, constant plasma scale lengtland full corota-
tion with the parent planet. This simple model was used tavsho

the influence on magnetic field geometry to be expected when ato conditions of compressedR{ip

rotating plasmadisc is added to a planetary dipole. In @a#r,
hot plasma pressure generally inflates outer magnetospfhexi
tubes to greater radial distances while the centrifugaficement
of the rotating cold plasma towards the equator gives ris@-to
flated, relatively oblate field lines. This zeroth-order &&bur was
consistent with our full model for Saturn’s magnetodiscemaver-
age internal (ring current activity) and external (solandjicondi-
tions. Our consideration of this baseline model, for whicigme-
topause radiu®mp = 25 Rs confirmed the radial ‘stretching’ of
the unperturbed dipolar field lines as a result of the cusréotv-
ing mainly in the equatorial plasmadisc. The correspondigga-
torial field strength in the model shows a region where isfalow
the unperturbed dipole value for distanee$—15 Rs and exceeds
the dipole value beyond this range, also displaying a coatpaty

ration of more active ring current states (future studyjksly to
show that this interval in distance will expand, and the Hasma
current intensify, as the hot plasma ind&%, is increased beyond
values appropriate for average conditions at Saturn.

A comparison of the azimuthal current profiles between the
average Saturn disc model and a reproduction of the Joviga ma
netodisc by Caudal (1986) (for whidhye = 80 R ;) was also re-
vealing. In particular, the calculations confirmed thatitteased
Br/B. ratio at Jupiter endows this planet's magnetosphere with
equatorial azimuthal current dominantly due to hot plasneagure
beyond a distance- 30 Rj. Within ~ 20-30 R, the centrifugal
and hot plasma currents are of similar magnitude.

The normalised (dimensionless) quantities adopted in our
model enabled us to make an important comparison between the
strength of the azimuthal current density at Saturn andgufihe
values of normalised equatorid}, at Saturn, according to our cal-
culations, are expected to exceed those at Jupiter by $aofor
5 within the distance range 5-16 planetary radii. The implica-
tion of this result is that, while the absolute strength &f ironian
currents is far weaker than their Jovian counterparts retative
perturbation to Saturn’s internal field in this distancegeaulue to
the disc current would exceed that at Jupiter.

In §3.2 we examined the response of the Saturn disc model
18 Rs) and expanded
(Rmp = 30 Rs) magnetospheric configuration. Both models gen-
erally showed centrifugally-dominated force balance bbelye-

15 Rs, although the expanded disc shows comparable centrifugal
force and hot plasma pressure gradient ne@b Rs due to the de-
cline in cold plasma angular velocity. Interestingly, tlenpressed
disc is able to maintain a similar or stronger curvature éditan
the expanded one, despite having nearly dipole-shapedifielst
this property is a consequence of the higher field strengtamad

in the compressed magnetospheric state. Arounid Rs, for ex-
ample, the compressed model’s equatorial field alreadyhesaa
magnitude twice as large as the expanded configuration.i€ons
eration of the gradients in magnetic pressure in the cormptes
and expanded disc models indicated that the index —4 92
which characterises the relative change in field stredgyfyer reI-
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ative change in radial distange is likely to vary as a function of
magnetopause standoff distance. This dependence recatartien
corresponding use of a variablein future observational studies of
the response of Saturn’s magnetopause boundary to chaswgjany
wind conditions.

Finally, in §3.3, we presented model calculations for a Kro-
nian disc model witlRyp = 30 Rs and average hot plasma in-
dex. We compared our model predictions for vertidak{ and ra-
dial (B,) field components with magnetometer data from two of
the orbits of theCassini spacecraft’s prime mission. We also pre-
sented model calculations for appropriate CAN annular gisd-
els (Connerney et &l. 1981) as part of this comparison. Ireigén

ence on disc structure to additional magnetopause radig bl
characterisations of internal plasma energy and conté.sElf-
consistent response of plasma angular velocity to magoietos
compression could also play a potentially important rolehe

(iv) Further analyses ofCassini field and plasma data. The
spacecraft has thus far completed more than 100 orbits aftsat
Such a vast dataset will require much time to exploit. A sléda
use for our model with regard to the field and particle dataldiou
be a modelling study of selected orbits using input plasmaerads
acquired during those orbits, rather than a ‘global appnation’
to these conditions. The model outputs would thus reflectlieon
tions most appropriate for the orbits in question. Suchutations

both the Caudalian and CAN disc model were able to account for would be of use, for example, to teams who aim to derive magne-

the general large-scale trends seen in the data-derivediatiag
field due to the magnetodisc current alone. However, cedisin
crepancies between the models and the observations paimiged

to use non-planar disc geometries in more detailed studies.
first of these discrepancies is the non-zero radial field rvlseby
Cassini during the Rev 3 orbit considered herein, which cannot be
explained by a disc field with north-south hemispheric sytnyne
An observational study by Arridge et|zl. (2008a) for manyatqu

rial orbits revealed that this is a repeatable signaturd,ismost
likely associated with a bowl-shaped current sheet.

The second important discrepancy between our model calcu-

lations and the magnetometry is the presence of observesi-qua
periodic fluctuations in the field, known as the camshaft align
While our rotating, tilted disc model was able to qualitatjwre-
produce similar field fluctuations in the outer magnetosplfer>
15-20 Rg), it was clearly not capable of explaining the observed
behaviour of the camshaft signal for regions closer to tlamet.

A general advantage of the Caudalian disc model in the contex
of data interpretation is that its more realistic plasmaritigtion
yields smoother predicted changes in field orientation fmce-
craft passes through the current sheet. The CAN model psedic
sharp peaks in field components during such transitions alits t
assumption of an annular geometry with definitive boundafioe
the current-carrying region; it also shows similar abrumrges in
field for the regions near the assumed inner and outer edgeewh
the current region is truncated. The discussioffd] revealed that
the force balance used to derive the Caudalian disc steielso
results in a fall-off in magnetospheric current density encapid
than thel/p law assumed in the CAN model.

The Caudalian magnetodisc for Saturn represents a usatul fir
model for pursuing studies of the plasmadisc structurenattial
current and magnetospheric field, along the lines that we pes+
sented in this paper. While these initial studies have tedesome
interesting features of disc structure and currents ar8gparticu-
larly when compared to the Jovian system, they also highfighme
important future directions for work involving this modslich as
the following.

(i) Improved determinations of plasma moments should be in-
corporated into the structure of the model, in order to gievhore
accurate depictions of the global plasma conditions.

(ii) Investigation of the influence of hot plasma pressurenay-
netodisc structure. Our initial study has revealed thatlayp a
potentially important role in determining the general stane of
the magnetodisc field and the extent of the magnetosphegiarre
where the electric current densiff;, is dominantly determined by
energetic particle motions, rather than the inertial aureessoci-
ated with centrifugal force acting on the cold population.

(iii) An extension of our preliminary study of solar wind infl

tospheric particle fluxes and current densities directiyrfin situ
measurements.
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APPENDIX A: SOLUTIONSFOR THE MAGNETODISC
POTENTIAL

This Appendix describes the derivation of the solution far inag-
netic potential of an axisymmetric plasma distributioneginin ar-
ticles by Caudal (1986) and Lackner (1970). The potentigLies-
tion is denoted by and is actually one of two Euler potentials
from which the magnetic field may be derived

B=Vax V3, (AL)

whereq is a function of radial distance and cosine of colatitude
u = cosf. The function depends only on azimuthal angle
B = a¢ with a being the planetary radius. Note that many pairs of
Euler potentials can be associated with a particular magfield,
however this particular choice separates the azimuthahaeritl-
ional dependencies. In effect, these equations tell usathandi-
vidual magnetic field line can be thought of as the line ofrise-
tion of a surface of constamt (which will resemble a ‘doughnut-
shaped’ shell) and a plane of constar{tvhich is simply the merid-
ional plane with azimutlp).

Let us now consider the differential equation for the merid-
ional Euler potentiaty given by Caudall (1986) ( we shall use the
dimensionless system of co-ordinates described in thisrpap

Pa , 1-4 Fa
or? r2  Qu?
In Eq. [A2), the functiorny represents a source term describ-

ing a distribution of external plasma and currents which tnines
specifieda priori. Note thatg requires knowledge ak as well —

1_ 2 82
A (TR} (A2)
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the function we are trying to solve for. Caudal (1986) andlrec
(1970) solve this problem through an iterative approacte Sarts
with an initial ‘guess’ay for the functional form ofa. o is then
used to evaluate, and then Eq[{AR) is solved to give an updated
solutionas. a7 is then used in the next iteration to re-evaluate
and to update the solution again. The process is repeatiddamt
vergence: in practice, one usually stops when the maximian re
tive difference between successive iterations falls belome user-
defined tolerance.

A reasonable first guess faris the planetary dipole potential

1— 2
et

uip (7, 1) = (A3)
aqip 1S @ homogeneous solution of EG._(A2) (i.e. a solution for
the case where the source term is identically zero). How@visr

not the only homogeneous solution. Homogeneous solutions a
a good starting point for findingarticular solutions (i.e. when
the source term is non-zero). We may obtain the general fdrm o
the homogeneous solution by using the property of sepisaibd.
a(r, ) = ar(r)ag(p) is the product of two single-variable func-
tions as stated previously. Substituting this into Eq.](A2) can
show that

1-— ,u2 d2049
du?

2 52
da
r* d’a _o.

(A4)

o, dr? ap

Now if we fix the value ofr, we would expect the left-hand
term in this equation (a function afonly) to be a constant. How-
ever the equation tells us that this constant is indeperafemhat-
ever value of, we use to evaluate the right-hand term. It follows
that the right-hand term, regardless of the valug:pMmust be a
constant. A similar argument, keepipdixed, reveals that the left-
hand term, for all values of, must also be equal to a constant. If the
constant takes on special values, derivable from an integer0,
we may write

2 32
;— ddf; =n(n+3)+2 (A5)
1—p? d?
- ae“ d:‘j =n(n+3)+2 (AB)

It is easy to show that the radial part has a solution of the

form

ar = Cyr', (A7)
where( is a constant, and integémust satisfyi(l — 1) = n(n+
3) + 2. Solving this quadratic, we see thatan take on the value
n+2or—(n+1).1 = n+ 2 corresponds to a positive power
of r and a potential which monotonically increases with distanc
from the planet — this is not physical. Therefore, we chabse
—(n + 1) for the radial part of the function.

To solve for the angular function, we require knowledge of
the Jacobi polynomials. The particular strand of theserpmtyials
which are of use to us here are denafld' (1) (n is an intege 0
SO we can associate a polynomial with each choieeinfequations
[B5landAB). The useful property of the polynomidts* (1) is that
the functions(1 — 1?) P (1) are actually solutions of EJ_(A6).
For a given choice of. our homogeneous solution would thus be

H(rp) = arag = Cor™ "V — p?) Pri(p). (A8

Since Eq.[(A%) is linear ifa,«ayg), it follows that any linear
combination of solutions of the above form is also a homogese

solution. Without loss of generality, the complete homagmrs so-
lution is thus

(A9)

() = (1= i) 32 Cor™ 40 P ).

n=0

We have now found solutions for tH®mogeneous (source-
free) version of Caudal’'s equation. But how do we use these to
obtain a solution for the full differential Ed.](3) which daims the
source functiory? We try a general solution obtained by multiply-
ing each term in the series of the homogeneous solution byedypu
radial functionf, (r). This trial function thus takes the form

oo

= (1= 1) alr)r Y P ),

n=0

a(r, 1) (A10)
where we have absorbed the constéht into the definition of
fn(r). Now if we use this trial solution in the left-hand side of
Eg. (3), we obtain

/g2
(1 - p2) z <dd7£n _ M%) P+ pLic))

=g(r, pyoi1).
(A1)

Here we have introduced the symhdb emphasise that solv-
ing this equation is part of an iterative process where thetiso
«; is obtained from the previous ome_;. Although the left-hand
side of our equation retains the form of a series summatidhen
Jacobi polynomials, we can’t progress much further withad
dressing the right-hand side. This is where the Jacobi pofyals
again prove useful. They are an orthogonal, complete satruf-f
tions, which means thany function of ;x can be expressed as a
series expansion using Jacobi polynomials. Applying thisuar
functiong for an arbitrary value of radial distancewe can decom-
pose the angular dependenceyofito a sum over the polynomials
as follows
= z gn P’i ! )
with the expansion coefficients defined by the orthogonatlitydi-
tion

g(r, py ii-1) (A12)

1 1
— / g(r, ) Pyt (1) dps,
nJ_1

/i(l —p?

We can now make use of the orthogonality of the polynomials
to equate thex-th terms of Eqs[(ATI1=A12). This gives

gn(r) = (A13)

hn =

)Pt (1)) dp (A14)

fn 2041 dfn\ —(nt1)
_Ant ) = —gn(r), A15
( dr? r dr " gn(7) (AL5)
or equivalently (multiplying both sides by (**1)
2
r72(”+1)—dd7£n —2(n+ 1)7’7<2”+3)% = —rf(nﬂ)gn(r).
(A16)

We see that the left-hand side can be expressed as the deriva-
tive of a product

d /
g () =

The left-hand side of this equation is readily integrablet Be see

g (). (A17)
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that the general solution for thg, (r) functions will involve inte-
grals of the source functiog. What this means in practice is that
we have to numerically integrate some kind of empirical dreot
function which is a fit to observed plasma distributions. @xlu
(1986)'s work shows that the source function includes gtiasat
such as plasma pressure, plasma temperature (assumegiotr
and mean ion mass. We now finalise the integration towardsh fin
solution. We start with EQL{A17) and rename the dummy végiab
for radial distance ta

L (w2 ) = g, ().
We now integrate both sides over the rangeo r. r. is an

inner boundary, similar to the planetary radius, which ese$ the

region where the field is purely a dipole field i.e. purely doi¢hie

planet’s internal source. We adopt the boundary conditiabf, =

0 atu = r. (i.e. the contributions to the potential from the plasma

source disappear at the inner boundary) dhd= f. atu = r.

(there is a ‘jump’ in the potential gradient at the inner badany

u = r. supported by currents flowing on that surface). Performing

this integration between = r. andu = r gives us

(A18)

fo= 0 (flr _G), (a19)
whereG(r) denotes the function
G(r) = / u Y g (w)du, (A20)
G
o= g (r). (A21)

If we integrate Eq.[{ATB) between the limits= r. andu =
oo we obtain the useful identity

flra 2 = G(oo). (A22)
We can now integrate Eq_{AIL9) by parts using the boundary
conditionsG(r.) = 0 and f,,(r.) = 0 to get

falr) = fir 2V /T. W gy —

c

2n1+ 3 <r2”+3G(7’) - /: un+2gn(u)du) . (A23)

c

If we now make use of Eq[{A22) to eliminate the unknown
2, and perform the first integral, we obtain

_ 1 2n+3 _ 2n+3 _
Fulr) = g (70 = 72%) Goo)
1 2n+3 _/T n+2
M3 (r G(r) . u" " gn(u)du | . (A24)

Since, by definitiorG(co) — G(r) = [ gnu™ " du, we
can combine the two terms with factef” 2 and multiply both
sides byr~ ("1 to get the following form for the full radial part
of the solution

—(n+1) _
In(r)r m+3

o ([ opte-

Tc

rfn+3/ uf(”ﬂ)gn(u)du)} . (A25)

c

L {r"+2/ u7(7l+1)gn(u)du+
™

We have written the solution in this form so that it reflects
the full radial part of the solution given in Eq._(AI10). Thiadial
part of the full solution agrees with that given by Caudal88p
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Table B1. Scaling values between variables in physical units and thei
mensionless counterparts for both planets.

Dimension Definition Units Saturn Jupiter
Primary scales

Length a km 60280 71492

Magnetic Field By nT 21160 428000
Derived scales

Volume a® km3 210 4.10™

Magnetic Flux Boya? GWb 77 2187

Current density Bo/(apo) nAm~2 280 4800

Pressure Bg /10 Pa  0.00036 0.146

Energy density B2 /o Jm~—3  0.00036 0.146

Hot plasma index<;,  Boa/uo PamT—! 109  2.10%0

and Lackner|(1970). Their work shows that the integral ml&d

by a factorr2"*3 comes about by assuming a boundary condition
for f; different from zero. However, Caudal points out that this
extra integral corresponds to surface currentsatr. and makes
negligible contribution to the solution beyond a few plamgtradii.

In fact for his final calculations he omits it and relies on areno
detailed internal field model. For the work described in ffaper,
we use a simple centred dipole representation of Saturids figth
equatorial field strength as given in Table 1.

The final solution consists of the homogeneous part (assumed
to be the dipole or other appropriate potential) added tqéréc-
ular solution (non-zero source) whose radial and angulds pee
have derived above. For completeness, we now give here tie fin
solution for the magnetodisc potential

ar ) = -

(A26)

This represents, in practice, a cumbersome calculation. Th
number of terms required in the polynomial series depend®an
accurate a representation is needed for the source fur{ettether
empirical or theoretical). Source functions charactekise larger
angular scales require fewer polynomials in the expangionthe
work described in this paper, we used polynomial expansgptou
degreen = 30. The corresponding latitudinal resolution captured
by the polynomial of this degreeis 2.2°, corresponding to typical
vertical resolutions at the equator in the rafiga-1 Rs. To obtain
final model outputs, we stopped iteration when the maximuai re
tive difference in the solution for the magnetic potentidietween
consecutive iterations became less than 0.5 percent.

APPENDIX B: SCALING OF PHYSICAL QUANTITIES

Table[B1 presents a summary of the scaling values for all sime
sionless quantities.
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APPENDIX C: DERIVATION OF THE PLASMA SCALE
LENGTH

This appendix describes the derivation of the plasma sealgth

¢ defined in Eq.[{B). Let us first consider the force balanceglon
a magnetic field line assuming that the ions and the electioms
subject to an ambipolar electric potentdj . In these conditions
the force balance equation for the ions and the electronsritten
respectively

dd
I 2 B I _
s + nm;w”pcos p — ne T 0, (C1)
ap 2 a®y _
15 + nmew”pcos p + ne T 0. (C2)

Heres represents the curvilinear coordinate along a magnetit fiel
line (i.e. such that the potential(s) is constant) and is oriented to-
ward the equator (i.e. such that positive force means fartiegato-
ward the equator). The angledenotes the angle between the mag-
netic field line (in direction of increasing) and the radial direction
(with unit vectore,,). In these force balance equations we have im-
plicitly assumed quasi-neutrality of the plasma (he= n. = n),

and also assumed that ion and electron pressure along theetitag
field are equal (i.eP), = P, = P = nkyTj). This assumption

is consistent with the definition for total pressure used budzl
(1986) for a quasi-neutral plasma with the specific ion chamgm-
ber Z = 1. However, it is worth noting that this simplifying as-
sumption would have to be relaxed for more realistic studfebe
observed differences between ion and electron pressurbgast-

ing Eq. [C2) from Eq.[{C1) we obtain the following expressfon

the ambipolar electric field”, which is directed along the mag-
netic field

dCPH N 1m; »

T —§?w P COS .
We note thatt) is negative which means that the ions tend to be
‘lifted’ off the equator to a greater degree than they wotddrbthe
absence of ambipolar effects. Substituting back the egfmegor
the ambipolar electric field’ into the ion force balance equation
Eg. [C1), we obtain the following differential equation

dPy __1_Pipeose
ds o 2kaH/(miw2)'

E=- (C3)

(C4)

Changing the curvilinear coordinateinto the cylindrical radial
distancep (i.e. dp = dscos p along the field line) we obtain the
separable differential equation

an _ pdp

P” - 2kaH /(mioﬂ) ’ (CS)

And finally expressing the radial distangén normalised units and
integrating fromp to the equatorial crossing, (with pressureP)
we obtain the following analytic expression for ion and &iec
pressure along a magnetic field line as function of radiahdisep

2 2
Py(p) = Py, exp <—p 2(2/)0) ;

where we recognise the plasma scale lergils given by Eq.[{6).
Thus this definition off in |Caudal [(1986)'s formalism implicitly
represents the above simplified expression for the ambigtda-

tric field in the plasma. For our model, the charge stéte= 1

and the value of is a factor ofv/2 larger than that which would
be derived for ions in the absence of the ambipolar electid.fi
For plasma ions with general charge numb€r this factor is

v Z + 1. As quasi-neutrality is maintained, the electrons are also

(C6)

distributed with the same scale lengil{since they have negligi-
ble mass compared to the ions). A more thorough treatmethieof t
polarisation electric field in the magnetospheres of Jupite Sat-
urn, along with its effects on plasma distributions, candaenfl in
Maurice et al.|(1997).
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