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ABSTRACT

The most common form of magnetar activity is short X-ray bursts, with durations from milliseconds

to seconds, and luminosities ranging from 1036 to 1043 erg s−1. Recently, an X-ray burst from the

galactic magnetar SGR 1935+2154 was detected to be coincident with two fast radio burst (FRB)

like events from the same source, providing evidence that FRBs may be linked to magnetar bursts.

Using fully 3D force-free electrodynamics simulations, we show that such magnetar bursts may be

produced by Alfvén waves launched from localized magnetar quakes: a wave packet propagates to the

outer magnetosphere, becomes nonlinear, and escapes the magnetosphere, forming an ultra-relativistic

ejecta. The ejecta pushes open the magnetospheric field lines, creating current sheets behind it.

Magnetic reconnection can happen at these current sheets, leading to plasma energization and X-ray

emission. The angular size of the ejecta can be compact, . 1 sr if the quake launching region is small,

. 0.01 sr at the stellar surface. We discuss implications for the FRBs and the coincident X-ray burst

from SGR 1935+2154.

Keywords: stars: magnetars — radiation mechanisms: general — relativistic processes — shock waves

— stars: neutron — radio continuum: transients

1. INTRODUCTION

Magnetars are young, strongly magnetized neutron

stars with surface magnetic fields reaching B ∼ 1014 G,

beyond the quantum critical field Bc = 4.4 × 1013 G

(Duncan & Thompson (1992), see Kaspi & Beloborodov

(2017) for a recent review). Their quiescent X-ray lumi-

nosity is usually far larger than the spin down luminos-

ity, so the emission is believed to be powered by dissi-

pation of the strong magnetic field instead of rotation.

They often display dramatic variability in the X-ray and
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soft γ-ray band. This activity includes short (millisec-

onds to seconds duration) “bursts” with peak X-ray lu-

minosity ranging from 1036 to 1043 erg s−1, much longer

(weeks to months) “outbursts”, and sometimes “giant

flares” with sudden release of > 1044 erg of energy.

The short bursts are by far the most common type

of magnetar activities. Thompson & Duncan (1995)

first proposed a picture for magnetar bursts: the in-

ternal field evolution could build up stress locally on

the neutron star crust; the stress could become strong

enough to cause mechanical failure of the crust, which

leads to a sudden shift in the magnetospheric footpoints;

this sends Alfvén waves into the magnetosphere, and the

subsequent dissipation of the Alfvén waves in the mag-

netosphere could power the X-ray emission. However,
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the dissipation mechanism and the accompanying radia-

tive processes are not established. The radius of burst

emission is also unknown.

Magnetars have also been proposed as sources

of mysterious fast radio bursts (FRBs)—the bright,

millisecond-long GHz bursts detected from cosmologi-

cal distances (e.g., Thornton et al. 2013). Recent detec-

tion of FRB-like bursts from a galactic magnetar, SGR

1935+2154, provides evidence that magnetars are in-

deed capable of producing at least some of the FRBs

(The Chime/Frb Collaboration et al. 2020; Bochenek

et al. 2020). The radio bursts were detected during an

active period of the magnetar, and were coincident with

an X-ray burst of energy ∼ 1040 erg (Mereghetti et al.

2020; Ridnaia et al. 2021; Li et al. 2021). This detection

provides a good opportunity to understand more about

magnetar activity and its relation to FRBs.

Our previous work (Yuan et al. 2020) proposed a pos-

sible scenario for the simultaneous generation of the

X-ray and radio bursts from SGR 1935+2154. Us-

ing 2D axisymmetric simulations, we showed that low-

amplitude Alfvén waves from a magnetar quake may

propagate to the outer magnetosphere, become nonlin-

ear and convert to “plasmoids” (closed magnetic loops)

that accelerate away from the star. An Alfvén wave

packet with an energy EA ∼ 1040 erg, as required by

the energetics of the X-ray burst from SGR 1935+2154,

forms freely expanding ejecta at a radius R ∼ 108 cm,

where the wave energy exceeds the local magnetospheric

energy. The ejecta pushes out the magnetospheric field

lines, and a current sheet forms behind it, leading to

magnetic reconnection. Such reconnection events must

produce X-ray emission. The spectrum of the resulting

X-ray burst was calculated by Beloborodov (2021) and

showed good agreement with observations.

Magnetospheric ejecta play a significant role in FRB

models. They were proposed to launch blast waves in

the magnetar wind (Beloborodov 2017), which are capa-

ble of emitting coherent radio waves by the synchrotron

maser process (e.g. Lyubarsky 2014; Beloborodov 2017,

2020; Plotnikov & Sironi 2019; Sironi et al. 2021).

GHz waves can also be seeded by the process of mag-

netic reconnection triggered by magnetospheric ejecta

(Lyubarsky 2019; Philippov et al. 2019; Yuan et al. 2020;

Lyubarsky 2020; Mahlmann et al. 2022); these waves

may be released by the ejecta when it expands to a large

radius.

In the present paper, we extend the axisymmetric

simulations of Yuan et al. (2020) to a full 3D model

of a magnetospheric explosion from a magnetar quake.

We still use the framework of force-free electrodynam-

ics (FFE) designed for magnetically-dominated systems,

such as magnetospheres of neutron stars. FFE is es-

sentially the infinite magnetization limit of magnetohy-

drodynamics; the plasma is treated as a massless con-

ducting fluid, moving under the electromagnetic stress,

while providing the necessary charge and current densi-

ties. We describe the problem setup and our numerical

method in §2, and present the results in §3. The results

are discussed and compared with the previous 2D simu-

lations in §4. Our main conclusions are summarized in

§5.

2. PROBLEM SETUP AND NUMERICAL METHOD

We consider a localized star quake that exerts a twist-

ing Alfvénic perturbation on a small patch offset from

the magnetic pole on the neutron star surface. The neu-

tron star is assumed to have a simple dipole magnetic

field. We consider the parameter regime as suitable

for SGR 1935+2154. The light cylinder of the mag-

netar is located at rLC = cP/(2π) ∼ 1.6 × 1010 cm,

where P ≈ 3.25 s is the spin period of the magne-

tar, and we expect the Alfvén wave to propagate in

the closed magnetosphere along a flux tube that ex-

tends to a radius R ∼ 100r∗ ∼ 108 cm (Yuan et al.

2020), where r∗ is the radius of the neutron star. Since

R/rLC ∼ 10−2, the rotation induced electric field at R

is E0 ∼ (R/rLC)B0(R)� B0(R), where B0 is the back-

ground magnetic field of the magnetar. On the other

hand, an Alfvén wave that becomes nonlinear at R will

have a wave electric field δE & B0(R)� E0, therefore,

we can neglect the rotation of the neutron star to a good

approximation in this study.

Furthermore, for the Alfvén wave to reach a radius of

R ∼ 100r∗, the launching region on the stellar surface

should be located at a polar angle θ ∼ 0.1 with respect to

the magnetic pole. For our simulation, to cover as much

dynamic range as possible, we put our inner boundary

at rin = 10r∗. The evolution of the Alfvén wave before

reaching rin should be purely linear and well described

by WKB theory. The wave packet will reach a polar

angle θ ∼ 0.32 at r = rin. Our simulations will then

self-consistently track the evolution of the Alfvén wave

beyond rin. Our detailed setup is as follows.

We introduce the Alfvén wave perturbation by twist-

ing a small, circular region on the r = rin surface, as

shown in Figure 1. The circular region is centered at a

polar angle θ = 0.4 and azimuth angle φ = 0, with a ra-

dius r1 = 0.2rin. This motion twists back and forth one

foot point of a closed flux bundle, and breaks the axial

symmetry of the initial dipole configuration. The twist

angular velocity with respect to the twisting center has
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Figure 1. The region on the inner boundary of the sim-
ulation domain, r = rin, where a twisting perturbation is
applied. µµµ indicates the magnetic moment of the neutron
star.

the following profile

δω =

δω0 cos2
(
πr′

2r1

)
sin

(
2πnt

T

)
sin2

(
πt

T

)
, 0 ≤ t ≤ T,

0, t > T,

(1)

where δω0 is the amplitude, r′ is the distance to the

twisting center, T is the duration of the twist, and n

determines the number of wave periods. The factor

cos2(πr′/2r1) ensures that the perturbation smoothly

goes to zero at the boundary of the circular region, while

the factor sin2(πt/T ) allows the perturbation to gradu-

ally transition to zero at the beginning and the end. We

use these smooth profiles to avoid any numerical pathol-

ogy.

For our simulation domain, we employ a uniform, 3-

dimensional Cartesian grid, with the neutron star lo-

cated at the origin. The inner boundary radius rin is
typically resolved by 64 grid points (the highest reso-

lution run uses 128 cells per rin length). At the inner

boundary, we enforce the perfectly conducting boundary

condition. To avoid the stair stepping at rin, we force

the fields to known values inside rin with a smoothing

kernel (Spitkovsky 2006). The grid covers the region

0 ≤ x ≤ 40, −20 ≤ y ≤ 20, −20 ≤ z ≤ 20 (lengths

are in units of rin and times are in units of rin/c, same

below). The outer boundaries of the computational grid

are covered by an absorbing layer that damps the out-

going waves (e.g., Cerutti et al. 2015; Yuan et al. 2019).

We use our code Coffee (COmputational Force FreE

Electrodynamics, Chen et al. 2020)1 to numerically solve

the time-dependent force-free equations (e.g., Gruzinov

1 https://github.com/fizban007/CoffeeGPU

1999; Blandford 2002)

∂E

∂t
= ∇×B− J, (2)

∂B

∂t
= −∇×E, (3)

J = ∇ ·EE×B

B2
+

(B · ∇ ×B−E · ∇ ×E)B

B2
, (4)

with the constraints E · B = 0 and E < B (we use

Heaviside-Lorentz units and set c = 1). A brief sum-

mary of the basic algorithms used by Coffee and the re-

sults from convergence tests can be found in Appendix

A.

3. RESULTS

Let us first show the results from an example run

where the initial Alfvén wave perturbation has δω0 =

2.0, duration T = 10, and n = 4 periods. For these

parameters, the initial maximum relative amplitude of

the wave is δB/B ∼ 0.05 at the inner boundary rin,

and the total injected energy is 3.4 × 10−3µ2r−3in /(4π),

where µ is the magnetic dipole moment of the star. We

choose this initial amplitude such that the Alfvén wave

packet successfully breaks out from the magnetosphere

at r ∼ 10rin. We also ran a simulation with half the ini-

tial amplitude; however, the wave packet was not able

to launch an ejecta in that case. We focus on the first

case below.

3.1. Nonlinear evolution of the Alfvén wave

The perturbation at the inner boundary launches a

torsional Alfvén wave (and a small amount of fast mag-

netosonic wave, see Appendix B). For each half wave-

length, the current structure consists of a core, aligned

or anti-aligned with the background magnetic field, sur-
rounded by a return current sheath of finite thickness.

The field lines within the flux tube perturbed by the

Alfvén wave experience an alternation between clock-

wise and counterclockwise twisting.

The wave initially propagates along the dipole field

lines and its relative amplitude grows with radius as

r3/2. The wave packet becomes significantly nonlin-

ear at r ∼ 10. It is no longer confined to dipole field

lines, but instead moves radially outward. The wave

packet pushes the dipole field lines to open up, then the

stretched field lines start to reconnect near the equa-

tor, allowing the twisted field lines in the wave packet

to start detaching from the dipole magnetosphere. The

wave packet is therefore launched as an ejecta. We take

r = 10 as the ejection radius, Rej. Figure 2 shows a few

snapshots of the magnetic field and electric field on the

φ = 0 plane, which cuts through the azimuthal center

https://github.com/fizban007/CoffeeGPU
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Figure 2. Slices of the electromagnetic field on the y = 0 (φ = 0) plane, at three different time steps. In the top row, color
shows the magnetic field component perpendicular to the plane, By; in the bottom row, color shows the electric field component
perpendicular to the plane, Ey. In all panels, streamlines show the in-plane magnetic field. Lengths are in units of the inner
boundary radius rin and times are in units of rin/c (same below). Note that although we showed By and Ey here, the total
electric field E is perpendicular to the total magnetic field B.

Figure 3. 3D rendering of the energy density in the perturbed electromagnetic field δU = (δB2 + δE2)/2, where δB = B−B0

is the perturbation magnetic field and δE is the perturbation electric field, at three time steps corresponding to Figure 2. The
green lines are a bundle of field lines within the flux tube perturbed by the Alfvén wave.
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Figure 4. Side view, front view and top view of the toroidal magnetic field Bφ in 3D, at the time step t = 20.

Figure 5. Angular distribution of the electromagnetic energy in the ejecta, measured at t = 25 (left) and t = 35 (right). The
perturbation electromagnetic energy density has been integrated along the radial direction between two spheres with radius
r = t− T and r = t that enclose the ejecta shell. White dashed lines show the 20%, 40%, 60% and 80% containment regions.

of the wave packet. Figure 3 shows the 3D structure of

the perturbation electromagnetic energy density δU and

magnetic field lines within the flux bundle perturbed by

the Alfvén wave. δU is defined as δU = (δB2 + δE2)/2,

where δB = B−B0, B0 is the initial background mag-

netic field, and δE = E − E0 = E. From the Ey plot

in Figure 2, and the tenuous, spherical shell-like struc-

ture in Figure 3, it can be seen that a low frequency

fast magnetosonic wave is generated at the leading edge

of the ejecta; this is the consequence of the nonlin-

ear conversion of Alfvén mode to fast mode when the

Alfvén wave propagates along curved background mag-

netic field lines.

As the ejecta moves out, its thickness ∆r remains the

same, but it expands laterally, roughly following spher-

ical expansion from the star, so that the solid angle

spanned by the ejecta remains more or less the same.

The constant thickness can be understood from the con-

servation of magnetic energy and flux. Energy conser-

vation requires B2r2∆r = const. Since the field in the

ejecta is mostly transverse (in the θ, φ directions), the

flux conservation can be written as Br∆r = const. The

two conditions then suggest ∆r = const and B ∝ r−1.

We will confirm this scaling relation in the following

subsection. In addition, within the ejecta, each half

wavelength moves slightly sideways following its twist-

ing direction. The ejecta looks like displaced, stacked

pancakes, as shown in Figure 4, where we plot the 3D

structure of the Bφ component at a particular time step

t = 20.

After the ejection, at t = 25 when the wave packet

has reached r ≈ 2Rej, we find that about half of the

initial Alfvén wave energy resides in the ejecta. For the

rest of the energy, a significant fraction is used to push

on the background field lines, stretching them out radi-

ally. We can roughly estimate how much work is done
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Figure 6. Tracking the evolution of the maximum perturbation electromagnetic energy density in the ejecta, and the drift
proper velocity at that point. In the left panel, the blue line shows the distance rm between the location of maximum δUr2 and
the stellar center, as a function of time. The dashed line is a reference of purely radial motion with speed c. In the middle panel,
the blue line shows δUm ≡ δU(rm) as a function of rm. The dashed line and dash-dotted line are two different scaling relations
for reference. In the right panel, the blue line shows the total magnitude of the drift proper velocity, u = γv; the orange dashed

line shows its radial component, ur = γvr; the magenta dotted line shows its transverse component, uT = γvT = γ
√
v2θ + v2φ.

by the Alfvén wave packet on the background magne-

tosphere as follows. When the ejecta has moved to a

radius r > Rej, between Rej and r, the initial dipole

field is stretched into a monopole-like field. This takes

energy per unit solid angle

∆E = Emonopole − Edipole

=

∫ r

Rej

1

8π

(
BejR

2
ej

r2

)2

r2dr −
∫ r

Rej

1

8π

(
BejR

3
ej

r3

)2

r2dr

=
B2

ejR
3
ej

8π

(
1− Rej

r

)
−
B2

ejR
3
ej

3× 8π

(
1−

R3
ej

r3

)
. (5)

For our case, taking r = 2Rej, and the total solid angle

within which the field lines open up is Ωtotal ∼ 2, we

find that the work done is

∆E ∼ 5

24

B2
ejR

3
ej

8π
Ωtotal (6)

This is a fixed amount regardless of the initial Alfvén

wave energy. It turns out to be about a quarter of the

initial Alfvén wave energy in our case. This energy is

stored in the stretched field lines, and some of it is dis-

sipated in the formed current sheet due to magnetic re-

connection. Besides this, there is also some energy that

follows a portion of the Alfvén wave to go back toward

the southern pole of the star before the ejection hap-

pens, which starts to bounce back and forth in the inner

magnetosphere and gradually gets dissipated.

Figure 5 shows the angular distribution of the elec-

tromagnetic energy in the ejecta. The 60% containment

region has a solid angle Ω ∼ 0.5 steradian and the 80%

containment region has a solid angle Ω ∼ 1 steradian.

We note that at the inner boundary r = rin, the Alfvén

wave perturbation has an angular size Ω0 ∼ 0.12. The

wave first evolves linearly along the background dipole

magnetic field, so the angular size grows with radius:

Ω ∼ Ω0r/rin. Near the ejection radius Rej ∼ 10rin,

we should have Ω ∼ 1.2. After the ejection, the ejecta

roughly follows spherical expansion from the star, so the

angular distribution remains more or less the same. Our

measured angular size is indeed consistent with this pic-

ture.

3.2. Scaling of quantities in the ejecta

To better understand how the ejecta evolves, we mea-

sure the scaling of a few quantities in the ejecta. Firstly,

we look at the peak electromagnetic field in the ejecta.
A convenient measure to use is the peak perturbation

energy density δU . We track the location rm of the

maximum δUr2 at each output time step; we make sure

that the maximum is located in the main ejecta instead

of the current sheet by choosing the maximum location

on a data set smoothed using a Gaussian kernel with a

standard deviation of 24∆x, where ∆x = 1/128 is the

grid resolution. Figure 6 shows the result. On the left

panel, we show the distance rm as a function of time.

This shows that the peak point is indeed consistently

located on one peak/trough of the Alfvén wave packet.

In fact, the velocity of the pattern deviates slightly from

a purely radial direction, and the speed is indistinguish-

able from c. The middle panel shows δUm ≡ δU(rm)

as a function of rm. We can see that δUm is consistent

with decreasing as r−2m besides some additional dissipa-

tion. This confirms that the magnetic field in the ejecta
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Figure 7. Left panel shows the 3D volume rendering of the magnitude of the current density in the global simulation, at the
time step t = 30. Middle panel shows a zoom-in view of the equatorial current sheet; the region corresponds to the small box in
the left panel. Right panel shows the same region as the middle panel, where we also plot the field lines near the current sheet.
The field lines are colored according to the value of Bxr.

scales approximately as r−1, instead of r−2 as suggested

by Lyutikov (2021).

Now let us turn to the fluid velocity in the ejecta. We

can define a velocity field v = E × B/B2, then E =

−v×B, and the force-free equations (2)-(4) can be cast

into the following form (e.g., Gruzinov 1999)

∂B

∂t
= ∇× (v ×B), (7)

∂

∂t
(B2v) = (∇×B)×B + (∇×E)×E + (∇ ·E)E.

(8)

This set of equations is very similar to the usual MHD

equations, except that the inertia is provided by B2.

Here v is essentially the plasma drift velocity. In force-

free electrodynamics, the fluid velocity itself is not de-

fined and cannot be obtained directly from the fields,

as there can be an arbitrary velocity component along

B. However, the drift velocity can be a good reference

to gain insights into the plasma motion. In what fol-

lows, we look into the evolution of this drift velocity

v in the ejecta. The corresponding Lorentz factor is

γ = 1/
√

1− v2, and the proper velocity is u = γv.

Figure 6 right panel shows the evolution of u and its

components at the point of the maximum perturbation

electromagnetic energy density. The velocity field is also

smoothed using a Gaussian kernel with a standard de-

viation of 24∆x. It can be seen that after the ejection,

namely, after t ∼ 15, the drift proper velocity grows

more or less linearly, and at large distances, this drift ve-

locity is mostly radial. Another important point to note

is that, although the fluid velocity at the peak/trough

of the Alfvén wave packet can be quite large, the Alfvén

wave packet is still a smooth wave structure even after

the ejection: fluid enters from the front of the wave, then

exits from behind. Shock formation is possible at large

distances; this requires taking into account the inertia

of the fluid and going beyond force-free approximation.

Including the fluid inertia and pressure may also change

the acceleration history of the ejecta. We leave this to

future studies.

3.3. Magnetic reconnection and dissipation

When the ejection happens, magnetic field lines in the

sheared flux bundle and ahead of it are pushed open

by the Alfvén wave packet. The left panel of Figure 7

shows the resulting current distribution in the magne-

tosphere. Behind each of the half-wavelength pancakes

in the ejecta, there are current layers (which look more

like current filaments) connecting the pancake with the

closed zone. A main current sheet forms near the equa-

torial plane where opposite open magnetic fluxes from

the northern and southern hemispheres meet. This is

also seen in the third panel of Figure 2. Plasmoid-

mediated reconnection happens in the equatorial current

sheet (middle and right panel of Figure 7), allowing the

open field lines to reconnect and return to the closed

initial state. From the right panel of Figure 7, we can

clearly see that it is primarily the poloidal field compo-

nent that is reconnecting at the equatorial current sheet.

Dissipation of the electromagnetic energy can happen

at the current sheets. In our simulation, the dissipa-

tion is numerical and occurs through three channels:

(1) Kreiss-Oliger dissipation that filters out the high fre-

quency noise; (2) when E > B, E is reduced to B; (3)

when E ·B 6= 0, the component of E that is parallel to

B is cut away. It turns out that most of the dissipation

is accounted for by the first channel, the Kreiss-Oliger

dissipation. In figure 8, we show where this dissipation

is triggered in a snapshot. It can be seen that the dis-
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Figure 8. A slice on the φ = 0.305 plane at time t = 30, showing the energy density of the electromagnetic field U = (B2+E2)/2,
the fluid proper velocity γβ calculated using the E×B drift (the proper velocity γβ has been smoothed using a Gaussian kernel
with a standard deviation of 24∆x, where ∆x = 1/128 is the grid resolution), the current density, and the numerical dissipation
rate U̇KO weighted by the local magnetic energy density.

sipation is concentrated along the current sheets. This

is indeed consistent with our expectation that current

sheets are natural sites for energy dissipation. These

are likely sites for efficient X-ray emission.

We use the numerically dissipated energy as a proxy,

to provide a picture of how the X-ray light curve be-

haves. In particular, since the physical dissipation

preferably happens at reconnection sites where the mag-

netic field changes direction significantly, these recon-

nection sites tend to have weaker magnetic field com-

pared to other types of dissipation sites. So we use

U̇KO/UB as a proxy for the emissivity, where UB =

B2/2 is the local magnetic energy density. We assume

that the emission is isotropic in the fluid rest frame; we

also assume that the fluid moves with the drift velocity

v = E × B/B2, so the beaming of the received emis-

sion is affected by the fluid velocity. We calculate the

sky map as a function of the observer angle and the

observer time, taking into account the light travel time

across the simulation box. This is done using a Monte-

Carlo approach: we assign 1–2 particles per grid cell; for

each particle, the emissivity is assigned to be U̇KO/UB
in the lab frame, and the beaming direction is randomly

drawn from an isotropic distribution in the fluid frame

then boosted into the lab frame using the fluid drift ve-

locity. Figure 9 left panel shows a few snapshots of the

sky map, at different observer times. It can be seen

that the emission first beams around the equator, then

expands and moves downward. It turns out that most

of this beamed emission comes from the portion of the
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Figure 9. Left: sky map of the X-ray emission, at three different observer times. We use U̇KO/UB as a proxy for the emissivity.
We include emission from regions outside r = 5. The flux shown is in arbitrary units. Right top panel: light curve of the X-ray
emission within the small white box in the left panel. F is the flux averaged over the small white box, in arbitrary units. Right
bottom panel: total energy dissipation rate as a function of time. Red line shows the energy dissipation rate outside r = 5,
while the blue line shows that outside r = 10. In both panels, times are in units of rin/c = 107 cm/c = 0.33 ms.

current sheet within the ejecta, namely, the vertical cur-

rent sheet that shows up in the bottom panels of Figure

8. This part moves relativistically with the ejecta; its

Lorentz factor is already a few at r ∼ 2Rej, as shown

in the upper right panel of Figure 8. This results in

beamed X-ray emission. We see two peaks offset in φ

angle in the sky map; this is because the half cycles in

the Alfvén wave with different twisting directions move

slightly sideways with respect to each other (Figure 4),

and the emission from the current sheet within each of

the half cycles also beams differently.

In Figure 9 right panel, we show the light curve at
a particular observer angle, corresponding to the small

white box in Figure 9 left panel. As a comparison, we

also show the total dissipated energy in the simulation

box, as a function of the simulation time. Although

the overall dissipation happens on a time scale ∼ Rej/c,

the observed light curve is much more peaked. This is

also due to the relativistic effect: as the ejecta moves

relativistically toward the observer, the arrival time of

the emission is compressed by a factor (1− β).

4. DISCUSSION

Firstly, considering the energetics, if we scale our sim-

ulation to realistic parameters of SGR 1935+2154, the

stellar magnetic field is B0 = 4.4 × 1014 G at the pole,

and the ejection radius is Rej = 108 cm, then the in-

jected Alfvén wave packet has an energy EA = 1.3×1040

erg, and the initial relative amplitude of the Alfvén

wave is δB/B ∼ 10−3 at the maximum. As a com-

parison, the background magnetospheric energy at Rej

is roughly Ebg ∼ B2R3
ej/(8π) ∼ 7.7 × 1039 erg, so the

Alfvén wave can successfully break out from the magne-

tosphere. Another run we did with half the perturbation

magnitude, thus 1/4 of the energy in the Alfvén wave

packet, EA ∼ 3× 1039 erg, did not successfully produce

an ejecta. EA must be well above Ebg for the nonlinear

wave packet to overcome confinement by the surround-

ing background field. This threshold is comparable to

that found in our axisymmetric simulations (Yuan et al.

2020), although it is somewhat lower, because the 3D

Alfvén wave packet needs to push open only a portion

of the magnetosphere to break out.

A few features are robust across 2D and 3D sim-

ulations. Although the initial Alfvén wave perturba-

tions are different in the 2D and 3D models, the ejecta

structure on a poloidal plane looks remarkably similar.

The ejecta is mainly composed of the current carrying,

twisted field of the Alfvén wave packet, plus a fast wave

in front of it, generated as the initial Alfvén wave prop-

agates along curved background field lines. After the

ejection, in both 2D and 3D, the ejecta retains its radial

thickness and solid angle, expands balistically from the

star, and becomes a pancake-like structure at large dis-

tances. As the ejecta pushes open the magnetospheric

field lines, the main current sheet is formed near the

equatorial plane behind the ejecta.
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However, the 3D nature of the initial Alfvén wave per-

turbation and its subsequent evolution does produce a

few new features. First, the angular distribution of the

ejecta energy is not axisymmetric in the 3D model. The

angular size is ultimately determined by the disturbed

region on the stellar surface that launches the Alfvén

wave. The wave initially evolves linearly along the back-

ground dipole field lines, its angular size growing propor-

tional to r; after the ejection, the angular size becomes

frozen. A compact wave launching region can thus pro-

duce an ejecta compact in angular size. Secondly, the

current distribution shows a more complex structure in

the case of the localized 3D wave launching. Besides

the equatorial current sheet, there are quite a few cur-

rent filaments, especially near the lateral boundary of

the perturbed magnetosphere.

We also find that at the majority of the reconnecting

current sheets, it is the poloidal component of the mag-

netic field that reconnects, not the transverse field in the

Alfvén wave. Although most of the magnetic energy in

the Alfvén wave initially resides in the transverse com-

ponent, the wave packet gives part of its energy to the

poloidal component by deforming the background mag-

netic field. The deformed poloidal magnetic field then

reconnect and dissipates the energy.

Our simulations are carried out in the FFE limit, ne-

glecting the plasma inertia and pressure effects. As a re-

sult, there are only two characteristic wave modes, the

Alfvén mode and the fast mode, both having a group

speed of c. Therefore, shocks cannot form in the FFE

framework. To understand physically how the ejecta ac-

celerates with radius, and how the shock forms as the

ejecta runs into the magnetar wind, one would need to

go beyond force-free approximation. This will be inves-

tigated using relativistic magnetohydrodynamics simu-

lations in the future.

In addition, our force-free simulations cannot capture

the microphysics of the dissipation processes happen-

ing at the current sheet and other locations. In re-

ality, the reconnection physics at the current sheet is

governed by kinetic plasma processes. Furthermore,

due to the relatively strong magnetic field and small

length scales, the resulting radiation field is compact

and the plasma strongly interacts with the radiation.

Photons initially emitted through synchrotron radiation

can experience additional inverse Compton scatterings

and photon-photon pair production; photons can also be

regenerated through pair annihilation. These processes

will influence the plasma dynamics and shape the emer-

gent radiation spectrum (Beloborodov 2021). Kinetic

plasma simulations including all the relevant radiative

processes are needed for a complete description of the

reconnection process.

5. CONCLUSION

We have carried out fully 3D force-free electrody-

namics simulations of a localized Alfvén wave packet

launched by a magnetar quake into the magnetosphere.

We find that if the Alfvén wave packet propagates to a

radius R and has a total energy greater than the mag-

netospheric energy B2R3/(8π), then the wave can be-

come quite nonlinear and get ejected from the magne-

tosphere. The ejecta can carry a large portion of the

initial Alfvén wave energy. The ejecta preserves its ra-

dial thickness during its expansion from the star, so it

becomes a pancake-like structure. Its angular size Ω is

determined by the initial Alfvén wave perturbation at

the stellar surface: Ω ∼ Ω0Rej/r∗, where Ω0 is the per-

turbation solid angle at the stellar surface, and Rej is

the ejection radius. The ejecta pushes open the mag-

netospheric field lines, creating current sheets behind it

that connect back to the closed zone. Magnetic recon-

nection can happen at these current sheets; this will lead

to plasma energization and X-ray emission. The energy

source of this dissipation is the magnetic energy con-

tained in the stretched poloidal field lines. Some of the

current sheets move relativistically with the ejecta; they

can produce beamed X-ray emission, and may be re-

sponsible for the sharp spikes coincident with the radio

bursts from SGR 1935+2154.
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Software: Coffee, https://github.com/fizban007/

CoffeeGPU, Chen et al. (2020)

APPENDIX

A. CONVERGENCE OF THE FORCE-FREE CODE

COFFEE

Coffee (Chen et al. 2020) uses an algorithm similar

to East et al. (2015); Zrake & East (2016): we use

fourth-order central finite difference stencils on a uni-

form Cartesian grid and a five-stage fourth-order low

storage Runge-Kutta scheme for time evolution (Car-

penter & Kennedy 1994). We use hyperbolic divergence

cleaning (Dedner et al. 2002) to damp any violations of

∇·B = 0. To enforce the force-free condition, we explic-

itly remove any E‖ by setting E→ E− (E ·B)B/B2 at

every time step, and whenever E > B happens, we reset

E → E(B/E). We apply standard sixth order Kreiss-

Oliger numerical dissipation to all hyperbolic variables

to suppress high frequency noise from truncation error

(Kreiss & Oliger 1973):

∂tU
(new) = ∂tU+εKO

1

64

(
∂6

∂x6
+

∂6

∂y6
+

∂6

∂z6

)
U, (A1)

where U represents any hyperbolic variables, εKO < 1 is

a constant parameter, and we use a second order stencil

for the sixth order derivative. The code is parallelized

and optimized to run on GPUs as well as CPUs with

excellent scaling.

We carried out convergence tests for the code Cof-

fee, following procedures discussed by Mahlmann et al.

(2021). We show the results from two most important

tests below.

A.1. Planar Alfvén wave test

In this test, we set up a 3D Cartesian periodic box

with size L × L × L, and a uniform background mag-

netic field B0 along the x direction. We initialize a pla-

nar Alfvén wave, with wave vector k = (2, 0, 1)2π/L,

and relative amplitude ξ = δB/B0 = 0.1. We let the

wave evolve for a long time. Due to numerical diffusion,

The wave magnetic field will slowly decay with time ac-

cording to

δB = δBie
−Dt, (A2)

where δBi is the magnetic field of the ideal wave solution

in the absence of any numerical diffusion, and D is the

damping rate. In force-free codes, D is related to the

numerical resistivity through

D =
k2

2
η, (A3)

where k is the wave vector, η is the numerical resistivity

(Mahlmann et al. 2021, and references therein). The

numerical resistivity can be written in the form

η = RVL
(

∆x

L

)r
, (A4)

where R is a resolution independent numerical coeffi-

cient, L and V are the characteristic length and speed

of the problem, ∆x is the grid spacing, and r is the

measured order of convergence.

In this Alfvén wave test, we only change the grid reso-

lution, namely ∆x, to measure the damping rate D and

the order of convergence r. The damping rate is more

conveniently measured using the total wave energy δE :

δE = δEie−2Dt. (A5)

We use a simulation grid with a number of N3 points,

where N is the number of cells on each side of the box,

which ranges from 16 to 320 in the series of simulations.

Figure 10 left panel shows the measured D from these

runs. We can see that the order of convergence r is

around 5 for our scheme. It turns out that the Kreiss-

Oliger dissipation is one of the most important source

for the numerical resistivity; it seems to determine the
convergence order. The wave damping rate D also di-

rectly depends on the prefactor εKO of the Kreiss-Oliger

dissipation term. Figure 10 left panel shows a direct

proportionality between D and εKO. We use εKO = 0.1

for the global simulations presented in the paper. We

can also see that the wave damping rate is less than

10−2c/L when there are more than 16 grid points per

side of the box, or more than 8 points per wavelength.

A.2. Tearing mode test

In this test, we set up a force-free current sheet similar

to Mahlmann et al. (2021). Our simulation box has a

length of L=2 along x and y directions, and a length of

3L=6 along z direction. The background magnetic field

has the following form

B0x = B0 tanh(z/a),

https://github.com/fizban007/CoffeeGPU
https://github.com/fizban007/CoffeeGPU
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Figure 10. Left: convergence of the Alfvén wave test. The data points are the measured damping rate D (in units of c/L) of
the Alfvén wave magnetic field as a function of the number of grid points N on each side of the simulation box. The red dots
correspond to runs with εKO = 0.1, and the blue dots correspond to εKO = 0.4. The dashed line is fitted to the red points.
Right: convergence of the tearing mode test. The data points are the measured tearing mode growth rate γ for a series of runs
with different resolution. N is the number of points resolving the current sheet thickness scale a.

B0y = B0 sech(z/a), (A6)

and we set a = 0.1. The field is initially perturbed by

B1x = ε(ak)−1B0 sin(kx) tanh(z/a) sech(z/a),

B1z = εB0 cos(kx) sech(z/a), (A7)

where k = 2π/L is the perturbation wavenumber. We

set the perturbation amplitude to be ε = 10−4. The

boundary condition is periodic in x and y directions,

and has zero derivative in the z direction. The growth

rate of the tearing mode can be traced using the Bz
component, which grows exponentially with time: Bz =

Bz(t = 0)eγt. Figure 10 right panel shows the measured

tearing mode growth rate for a series of runs with dif-

ferent resolutions. We find that roughly γ ∝ N−1.54,

where N is the number of grid points within the current

sheet thickness scale a.

In resistive MHD description of the tearing mode, the

growth rate of a single k tearing mode is given by (e.g.,

Rembiasz et al. 2017; Mahlmann et al. 2021)

γ = 1.06−4/5η3/5v
2/5
A a−8/5(ak)2/5

(
1

ak
− ak

)4/5

,

(A8)

where η is the resistivity, and vA is the Alfvén speed. On

the other hand, the growth rate of the fastest-growing

mode is (Furth et al. 1963)

γmax ≈ 0.6a−3/2v
1/2
A η1/2. (A9)

Suppose the growth rate we measured is the maximum

growth rate, then we would obtain the relation between

the resistivity and the grid resolution as η ∝ N−3.08.

This order of convergence seems to be different from

what we found in §A.1. This is because in the tear-

ing mode experiment, there can be locations where the

force-free condition is violated, therefore the enforce-

ment of force-free condition is activated and the compo-

nents of the electric field that violate E < B or E·B = 0

are cut away. This will affect the actual numerical re-

sistivity. We expect the convergence order to follow the

order of the time integration in this case. The conclusion

is similar to Mahlmann et al. (2021).

B. FAST WAVES LAUNCHED FROM THE INNER

BOUNDARY

To understand the wave modes launched from the in-

ner boundary, let us consider the following simplified

problem. Consider an infinitely large conductor cover-

ing the space z < 0, while the region z > 0 is filled

with a force-free plasma. There is a uniform mag-

netic field making an angle θ0 with respect to the nor-

mal of the conductor. Without loss of generality we

assume that the magnetic field lies in the xz plane,

B0 = B0(sin θ0 x̂ + cos θ0 ẑ). A circular region on the

surface of the conductor is twisted with a radially depen-

dent angular velocity ΩΩΩ = Ω(R, t)ẑ, as shown in Figure

11. On the surface of the rotating region, a point with

cylindrical coordinates (R,φ, z = 0) has the following

velocity

v = vφφ̂̂φ̂φ = −vφ sinφ x̂ + vφ cosφ ŷ, (B10)

where vφ = Ω(R)R. The rotation induced electric field

at this point is then

E = −v ×B0

= B0vφ(− cos θ0R̂ + sin θ0 cosφ ẑ)
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Figure 11. A simplified setup to understand the wave
modes launched from the perturbation on the inner bound-
ary of the global simulation.

≡ ER + Ez. (B11)

The magnitude of E is

E = B0|vφ|
√

cos2 θ0 + sin2 θ0 cos2 φ, (B12)

and for small θ0, |Ez/ER| . tan θ0 � 1. Since the con-

ductor is surrounded by a perfectly conducting plasma,

immediately outside the conductor, the electric field

should be continuous. To determine the nature of the

modes, we carry out a local expansion of the electric field

immediately outside the conductor around the point

(R,φ, z = 0+) into force-free normal modes. Since

Alfvén modes have E lying in the k–B0 plane, while the

fast modes have E perpendicular to the k–B0 plane, we

can find the component of the fast mode by projecting

the electric field on to the normal of the k–B0 plane.

We look at the ER component first. It does not have

φ dependence, therefore the wave vector only has R̂ and

ẑ components: k = kRR̂ + kz ẑ. The unit vector along

the normal of the k–B0 plane can be written as

n =
k× b0

|k× b0|
(B13)

where b0 = B0/B0 is a unit vector along the background

magnetic field,

k× b0 = kR cos θ0 sinφ x̂

+ (−kR cos θ0 cosφ+ kz sin θ0) ŷ

+ kR sin θ0 sinφ ẑ, (B14)

|k× b0| =
(
k2R cos2 θ0 − 2kRkz sin θ0 cos θ0 cosφ

+ sin2 θ0(k2R sinφ2 + k2z)
)1/2

. (B15)

The magnitude of the fast mode electric field is then

|Ef1| = |ER · n| =
B0vφkz sin θ0 cos θ0 sinφ

|k× b0|
. (B16)

Typically in our boundary condition, kR � kz, and θ0 .
0.3, so we can see that |Ef1|/|ER| ∼ (kz/kR) sin θ0 � 1.

Now let us look at the Ez component in Equation

(B11). For this component, the wave vector does have

φ dependence: k = kRR̂ + kφφ̂̂φ̂φ + kz ẑ. The unit vector

along the normal of the k–B0 plane is still given by

Equation (B13), but with

k× b0 = cos θ0(kφ cosφ+ kR sinφ)x̂

+ (kz sin θ0 + cos θ0(−kR cosφ+ kφ sinφ))ŷ

− sin θ0(kφ cosφ+ kR sinφ)ẑ, (B17)

and its norm is

|k× b0| =
[
sin2 θ0

(
k2z + (kφ cosφ+ kR sinφ)2

)
+ kz sin(2θ0)(−kR cosφ+ kφ sinφ))

+(k2R + k2φ) cos2 θ0
]1/2

. (B18)

The magnitude of the fast mode electric field is

|Ef2| = |Ez ·n| =
B0vφ sin2 θ0 cosφ(kφ cosφ+ kR sinφ)

|k× b0|
.

(B19)

As a result, |Ef2|/|ER| ∼ sin2 θ0.

Putting together the above results, we can see that

if θ0 = 0, namely, B0 is perfectly perpendicular to the

conductor surface, the launched wave mode is purely

Alfvénic. For small angle θ0, the fast mode electric field

is a factor of max(sin θ0kz/kR, sin
2 θ0) compared to the

total electric field. In our boundary condition for the

global simulation, typically kz/kR � 0.1, and θ0 . 0.3,

therefore the fast mode electric field amplitude is at most

0.1 of the total electric field, and its energy is at most 1%

of the total perturbation. Furthermore, fast modes, un-

like Alfvén waves, are not collimated by the field lines

and therefore propagate more or less isotropically out

and decrease more quickly than Alfvén waves; and in

the case of our boundary perturbations, the two sides

of the rotating region will create fast wave contributions

that will be negatively interfering after the wave propa-

gates far enough. Therefore, the effect of the fast waves

launched from the boundary is negligible in our simula-

tions.
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