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Abstract

On the basis of the recent group classification of the one-dimensional magnetohydrodynam-
ics (MHD) equations in cylindrical geometry, the construction of symmetry-preserving finite-
difference schemes with conservation laws is carried out. New schemes are constructed starting
from the classical completely conservative Samarsky–Popov schemes. In the case of finite con-
ductivity, schemes are derived that admit all the symmetries and possess all the conservation
laws of the original differential model, including previously unknown conservation laws. In the
case of a frozen-in magnetic field (when the conductivity is infinite), various schemes are con-
structed that possess conservation laws, including those preserving entropy along trajectories
of motion. The peculiarities of constructing schemes with an extended set of conservation laws
for specific forms of entropy and magnetic fluxes are discussed.

Keywords: Magnetohydrodynamics, Lagrangian coordinates, conservation laws, Lie point
symmetries, numerical scheme

1. Introduction

Magnetohydrodynamics (MHD) equations describe the interaction of electrically conductive
liquids or gases (electrolytes, liquid metals, plasma) with an electromagnetic field. Important
special cases of such interactions are described by one-dimensional equations in plane and
cylindrical geometry. While the authors’ papers [1] and [2] are devoted to the case of plane
geometry, the present publication is focused on the case of cylindrical geometry. Flows in mag-
netohydrodynamic channels, the electrodynamic acceleration of a plasma, magnetic flux ropes
behavior, dynamics of galactic accretion disks and accretion disks around black holes in astro-
physics, and many other phenomena [3–7] are studied using the MHD equations in cylindrical
geometry. Another related phenomenon considered in cylindrical geometry is cylindrical shock
waves [8–11] (see also the references listed in [1]).

As the MHD equations are nonlinear, their integration and finding exact solutions meet
difficulties. Thus, various problems that involve electrically conductive fluids are often studied
through numerical simulation, although the known exact solutions such as [12, 13] are useful
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both for qualitative analysis of the equations and for testing numerical methods. A set of
methods for numerical modeling of the discussed phenomena has evolved into a separate branch
of MHD called Computational magnetohydrodynamics (CMHD). Among the large number of
the CMHD approaches [14–22], here we restrict ourselves to considering only finite-difference
methods. In the recent paper [2], the authors studied finite-difference schemes for the MHD
equations in plane geometry for finite and infinite conductivity. Further we follow a similar
strategy: to take the completely conservative Samarskiy–Popov schemes [15, 23] as a basis,
and to extend or modify them so that they possess as much conservation laws as possible.
The presence of conservation laws (energy, momentum, angular momentum, entropy, etc.) is
an important property of the equations describing physical phenomena, and is closely related
to the presence of symmetries admitted by the equations [24, 25]. Conversely, knowledge of
the symmetries of equations allows one to find conservation laws, as well as to derive exact
solutions, to reduce partial differential equations to ordinary differential equations [25–27].
These statements are also true for finite-difference schemes.

Since the late eighties [28–30], invariant finite-difference schemes, i.e., schemes that admit
symmetries, are intensively studied. A number of methods and techniques for constructing
invariant finite-difference schemes, including those with conservation laws, have been devel-
oped [31–37]. In practice, for construction of invariant schemes for various partial differential
equations of continuum mechanics, the finite-difference analogue of the direct method [36, 38]
in combination with the method of difference invariants [31] is the most commonly used by the
authors. Recently, using these methods, the authors have constructed invariant conservative
schemes for various shallow water models [38–41] and extended the Samarskiy–Popov schemes
for the one-dimensional MHD equations in plane geometry [2].

In [1], the authors carried out a group classification of the MHD equations in cylindrical
geometry and obtained new conservation laws for both the case of finite and infinite conduc-
tivity. The present publication is devoted to the application of these results to the case of
finite-difference schemes for the MHD equations.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, the one-dimensional MHD equations in
cylindrical geometry, their symmetries and conservation laws for the case of finite conductivity
are given. Section 3 is devoted to the construction of finite-difference schemes for the case
of finite conductivity. The obtained schemes possess conservation laws, including previously
unknown ones. The schemes are constructed on the basis of the classical results of Samarskiy
and Popov. A symmetry analysis of the derived schemes is carried out. The case of infinite
conductivity is considered in Section 4. A new conservative scheme is again inherited from the
scheme of a Samarskiy–Popov type. For the constructed scheme, it is possible to preserve two-
point approximations of the entropy along the trajectories of motion. Additional conservation
laws obtained in [1] are also considered. It is shown by an example that specific schemes can be
constructed that also possess additional conservation laws. In Conclusion the obtained results
are discussed.

2. One-dimensional MHD flows with cylindrical symmetry

In the present section, the one-dimensional MHD equations in mass Lagrangian coordinates
in cylindrical geometry in the case of finite conductivity, their symmetries, and conservation
laws are considered. Mass Lagrangian coordinates turn out to be especially convenient for
setting boundary value problems in gas dynamics and magnetohydrodynamics [15, 23, 42],
where a boundary arises naturally like boundary of a gas and vacuum etc.
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2.1. The MHD equations in mass Lagrangian coordinates

The main system in mass Lagrangian coordinates (t, s) is

ρt = −ρ2(ru)s, (1a)

ut −
v2

r
= −rps −

1

2r

(
r2(Hθ)2

)
s
−
r

2

(
(Hz)2

)
s
, (1b)

vt +
uv

r
= Hr

(
rHθ

)
s
, θt =

v

r
, (1c)

wt = rHrHz
s , zt = w, (1d)

εt = −p(ru)s +
σ

ρ
((Eθ)2 + (Ez)2), (1e)

Hθ
t = rρ((vHr + Ez)s −Hθus), (1f)

Hz
t = ρ((rwHr − rEθ)s −Hz(ru)s), (1g)

σEθ = −rρHz
s , σEz = ρ(rHθ)s, (1h)

where

Hr =
A

r
, A = const,

t is time, s is Lagrangian mass coordinate, ρ is density, p is pressure, u = (u, v, w) is the velocity
vector, E = (0, Eθ, Ez) and H = (Hr, Hθ, Hz) are the electromagnetic field vectors, σ = σ(p, ρ)
is conductivity, ε is internal energy, r, θ, z are cylindrical coordinates. We also notice that here
and further ft denotes the Lagrangian derivative of f with respect to time.

The Eulerian spatial coordinate r is a nonlocal variable in the mass Lagrangian coordi-
nates [23, 42]:

rt = u, (2a)

rs =
1

rρ
. (2b)

In [23] the following particular case Hr = 0 is considered (in a slightly different form)

ρt = −ρ2(ru)s, (3a)

ut = −rps −
1

2r

(
κr2(Hθ)2

)
s
−
r

2

(
κ(Hz)2

)
s
, (3b)

εt = −p(ru)s +
σ

ρ
((Eθ)2 + (Ez)2), (3c)

Hθ
t = rρ(Ez

s −Hθus), (3d)

Hz
t = −ρ((rEθ)s +Hz(ru)s), (3e)

iθ = σEθ = −κρrHz
s , iz = σEz = κρ(rHθ)s, (3f)

where κ = 1/(4π).
For systems (1) and (3) there are equivalence transformations [1] that allow one to change

the form of the equations while preserving their group properties. In particular, the equivalence
transformation

s̃ = κs, p̃ = κp, ρ̃ = κρ, σ̃ = κσ (4)

allows one to put κ = 1.
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In the sections devoted to finite-difference schemes, we will keep the factor κ in its original
form, since it may be essential in the numerical implementation of schemes [2].

Notice that the evolution equations for the magnetic field can be rewritten in the divergent
form as (

Hθ

ρ

)

t

=
uHθ

ρr
+ rEz

s ,

(
Hz

ρ

)

t

= −(rEθ)s, (5)

2.2. Symmetries of the MHD equations

In the present section the symmetries of the MHD equations (1e) are discussed for the
polytropic gas, i.e., when the equation of state (6) is held. For the polytropic gas, by means of
the equation of state

ε =
1

γ − 1

p

ρ
, (6)

where γ > 1 is the polytrophic exponent, equation (1e) is brought to

pt = −γρp(ru)s + (γ − 1)σ((Eθ)2 + (Ez)2). (7)

Following the results derived in [1], we consider two separate cases: A 6= 0 and A = 0. It is
also known from [1] that the list of basic conservation laws corresponding to the arbitrary σ =
σ(p, ρ) is extended by additional conservation laws only in case σ = Cρ, C 6= 0. Therefore, in
the present section we consider only these two cases.

1) Case A 6= 0

In case σ is arbitrary (i.e., σ = σ(p, ρ)), the kernel of the admitted Lie algebras is given
by the generators

X1 =
∂

∂t
, X2 =

∂

∂s
, X3 = t

∂

∂z
+

∂

∂w
,

X4 = f1(s)
∂

∂θ
, X5 = f2(s)

∂

∂z
,

(8)

where f1(s) and f2(s) are arbitrary functions of their arguments.

In case σ = Cρ, the extension of the kernel of the admitted Lie algebra consists of the
generator

X6 = 2t
∂

∂t
+ 2s

∂

∂s
− u

∂

∂u
− v

∂

∂v
− w

∂

∂w
+ r

∂

∂r
+ z

∂

∂z
− 2p

∂

∂p

− 2Eθ ∂

∂Eθ
− 2Ez ∂

∂Ez
−Hθ ∂

∂Hθ
−Hz ∂

∂Hz
. (9)

2) Case A = 0

In case σ is arbitrary, the kernel of the admitted Lie algebras is

X0
1 =

∂

∂t
, X0

2 =
∂

∂s
, X0

3 = f(s, rv)
∂

∂θ
, (10)

where the function f(s, rv) is arbitrary.
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In case σ = Cρ, the extension consists of two generators, namely

X0
4 = 2t

∂

∂t
+ 2s

∂

∂s
− u

∂

∂u
− v

∂

∂v
+ r

∂

∂r
− 2p

∂

∂p

− 2Eθ ∂

∂Eθ
− 2Ez ∂

∂Ez
−Hθ ∂

∂Hθ
−Hz ∂

∂Hz
, (11)

X0
5 = 2t

∂

∂t
+ 2s

∂

∂s
− 2u

∂

∂u
− 2v

∂

∂v
− 2p

∂

∂p
+ 2ρ

∂

∂ρ

− 3Eθ ∂

∂Eθ
− 3Ez ∂

∂Ez
−Hθ ∂

∂Hθ
−Hz ∂

∂Hz
. (12)

2.3. Conservation laws of the MHD equations

The conservation laws for the system of equations (2), (1), which were obtained in [1], are
listed in the following sub sections. Some of these conservation laws have not been previously
known.

2.3.1. Case A 6= 0

The conservation laws are the following

• mass

Dt

(
1

ρ

)
−Ds (ru) = 0; (13)

• momentum along z-axis
Dt (w)−Ds (rH

rHz) = 0; (14)

• motion of the center of mass along z-axis

Dt (tw − z)−Ds (trH
rHz) = 0; (15)

• angular momentum in (r, θ)-plane

Dt (rv)−Ds

(
r2HrHθ

)
= 0; (16)

• magnetic fluxes

Dt

(
Hθ

rρ

)
−Ds (E

z + vHr) = 0, (17)

Dt

(
Hz

ρ

)
+Ds

(
rEθ − rwHr

)
= 0; (18)

• energy

Dt

{
1

γ − 1

p

ρ
+

1

2
(u2 + v2 + w2) +

(Hθ)2 + (Hz)2

2ρ

}

+Ds

{
ru

(
p+

(Hθ)2 + (Hz)2

2

)
+ r(EθHz − EzHθ)− rHr(vHθ + wHz)

}
= 0. (19)

For electric conductivity σ(ρ, p) = Cρ with constant C 6= 0 there exists the additional conser-
vation law

Dt

{
(2t− Cs)

Hz

ρ
− CrzHr

}
+Ds

{
(2t− Cs) (rEθ − rwHr)− r2Hz

}
= 0. (20)
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2.3.2. Case A = 0

• mass

Dt

(
1

ρ

)
−Ds (ru) = 0; (21)

• angular momentum in (r, θ)-plane

Dt (rv) = 0; (22)

• magnetic fluxes

Dt

(
Hθ

rρ

)
−Ds (E

z) = 0, (23)

Dt

(
Hz

ρ

)
+Ds

(
rEθ

)
= 0; (24)

• energy

Dt

{
1

γ − 1

p

ρ
+

1

2
(u2 + v2) +

(Hθ)2 + (Hz)2

2ρ

}

+Ds

{
ru

(
p+

(Hθ)2 + (Hz)2

2

)
+ r(EθHz − EzHθ)

}
= 0. (25)

For conductivity σ(ρ, p) = Cρ, C 6= 0, there are two additional conservation laws

Dt

{
(2t− Cs)

Hz

ρ

}
+Ds

{
(2t− Cs) rEθ − r2Hz

}
= 0 (26)

and

Dt

(
Cs

Hθ

rρ

)
−Ds

(
CsEz − rHθ

)
= 0. (27)

Notice that the conservation laws (20), (26), and (27) obtained in [1], to the best of the authors’
knowledge, have not been known before.

2.3.3. Various forms of the conservation law of energy

Here we consider different forms of the conservation law of energy (19). Being equivalent in
the mathematical sense, they reflect different physical aspects of the phenomenon. In numerical
modeling, it makes sense to construct completely conservative schemes [23] that not only have
finite-difference analogues of conservation laws, but also correctly hold the balance between
internal energy, gas-dynamic energy, and total energy.

Based on the results given in [23], one obtains the following non-divergence forms of the
conservation law of energy (19) for system (1), (2)

εt + p (ru)s − q = 0, (28)

Dt

(
ε+

u2 + v2 + w2

2

)
+ (rpu)s − uf r − vf θ − wf z − q = 0, (29)

6



where the magnetic force (f r, f θ, f z) and the Joule heating q per unit mass are given by

f r =
σ(EθHz −EzHθ)

ρ
, f θ = Hr(rHy)s, f z = rHrHz

s ,

q =
σ
(
(Eθ)2 + (Ez)2

)

ρ
,

(30)

and the quantity p (ru)s characterizes the work of the gas-kinetic pressure forces.
Recall that the conservation law, written in divergent form (19), shows that the total en-

ergy (internal, kinetic and magnetic) changes due to the work of the forces of gas-kinetic and
magnetic pressure and the flow of electromagnetic energy. Non-divergent-form conservation
laws (28) and (29) respectively describe the evolution of internal energy and gas-dynamic en-
ergy (i.e., internal and kinetic energy).

3. Conservative schemes for the MHD equations

Further consideration is based on the results derived in [15, 23], where completely conser-
vative finite-difference schemes for the MHD equations for cylindrical flows were constructed.
These schemes were constructed for the system of equations (2), (3), in which the angular and
axial components of the velocity and the radial component of the magnetic field were discarded.
Further we consider these schemes in more detail, extend them to a more general case, and
study their symmetries and conservation laws.

In the following sections, the specific notation is used to shorten the representation of
the finite-difference expressions. For brevity, a value of difference function f of two vari-
ables at point (tn, sm) is denoted as fn

m. Finite-difference derivatives of some quantity φ =
φ(tn, sm, u

n
m, ...) with respect to the variables t and s are denoted as

φt = D
+τ
(φ) =

S
+τ
(φ)− φ

τn
, φs = D

+s
(φ) =

S
+s
(φ)− φ

hm
,

φť = D
−τ
(φ) =

φ− S
−τ
(φ)

τn−1
, φs̄ = D

−s
(φ) =

φ− S
−s
(φ)

hm−1
,

(31)

where D
±τ

and D
±h

are finite-difference total differentiation operators. They are defined through

the left and right finite-difference shifts along the time and space (or mass) s axes

S
±τ
(φ(tn, sm, u

n
m, ...)) = φ(tn±1, sm, u

n±1
m , ...),

S
±s
(φ(tn, sm, u

n
m, ...)) = φ(tn, sm±1, u

n
m±1, ...).

The indices n and m respectively change along the axes t and s. The finite-difference mesh
steps hm, τn are defined as

τn = tn+1 − tn, τn−1 = tn − tn−1,

hm = sm+1 − sm, hm−1 = sm − sm−1.
(32)

Further consideration is restricted to uniform meshes for which

hm = hm−1 = h = const, τn = τn−1 = τ = const, m, n ∈ Z. (33)
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Following the Samarskiy–Popov notation throughout the text, we denote

S
+s
(φ) = φ+, S

−s
(φ) = φ−, S

+τ
(φ) = φ̂, S

−τ
(φ) = φ̌, (34)

φ(α) = αφ̂+ (1− α)φ, (35)

φ∗ ≡ φ∗ = (φ∗)
j
i =

hiφ
j
i−1/2 + hi−1φ

j
i+1/2

hi + hi−1
. (36)

In particular,

φ(0.5) =
φ̂+ φ

2
. (37)

Notice that in case hm = h = const in its integral nodes (36) is just

φ∗ =
φ− + φ

2
. (38)

In what follows, we consider the case of finite conductivity σ(p, ρ). The results for the case
of infinite conductivity (σ → ∞), on one hand, can be partially inherited from the case of finite
conductivity. On the other hand, in case σ → ∞, a more complex group classification arises,
leading to the occurrence of a large number of additional conservation laws, which requires its
separate consideration. This is the subject of Section 4.

3.1. Schemes for the case of finite conductivity

3.1.1. The classical Samarskiy–Popov scheme

The conservative scheme for system (2), (3) is

(
1

ρ

)

t

= (r(0.5)u(0.5))s, (39a)

ut = −r(0.5)p
(α)
s̄ + f r, rt = u(0.5), (39b)

f r = −κr(0.5)

(
HĤ

2

)

s̄

−
κ

r(0.5)

(
b
hθĥθ

2

)

s̄

, (39c)

(
H

ρ

)

t

= −e(λ)s , (39d)

(
hθ

ρa2

)

t

= E(β)
s , (39e)

I = −κρ∗rHs̄ = σ∗
e

r
, (39f)

i = κρ∗(h
θ)s̄ = σ∗E, (39g)

εt = −p(α)(r(0.5)u(0.5))s + q, (39h)

q =

[(
I+
ρ∗+r+

)(0.5)

e
(λ)
+ +

(
i+
ρ∗+

)(0.5)

E
(β)
+

]

∗

, (39i)
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where

H = (Hz)ji+1/2, hθ = (rHθ)ji+1/2, E = (Ez)ji ,

E = (rEθ)ji , b = r(0.5)r
(0.5)
+ /(r∗r̂∗)+,

(40)

and the weighting coefficients
α, β, λ ∈ [0, 1]

determine the distribution of the quantities φ(α), φ(β), and φ(λ) over time layers. For any values
of α, β, and λ the scheme is of the first order of approximation by τ and h.

Remark 1. In [23], no approximation of equation (2b) is explicitly given. Analyzing the con-
servation laws of scheme (39), one establishes that the desired approximation has the form

rs =
2

(r + r+)ρ
. (41)

Thus, further the system of equations (39) together with equation (41) is considered.

According to [23], scheme (39) possesses the following conservation laws

• mass (
1

ρ

)

t

− (r(0.5)u(0.5))s = 0; (42)

• magnetic flux (
H

ρ

)

t

+ (E (λ))s = 0, (43)

(
hθ

ρ(r∗+)
2

)

t

− (E(β))s = 0; (44)

• total energy

(
ε+

u2 + u2+
4

+
κH2

2ρ
+

κ(hθ)2

2ρ(r∗+)
2

)

t

+

[(
p(α)
∗

+
κ(HĤ)∗

2

)
r(0.5)u(0.5)

+
κ

2

u(0.5)

r(0.5)

(
bhθĥθ

)

∗

+ κ
(
E (λ)H(0.5)

∗
−E(β)(hθ)(0.5)

∗

)]

s

= 0; (45)

Similar to the continuous case, the scheme possesses additional conservation laws of a spe-
cial form in case σ = Cρ. Indeed, using (43), (44), and (41), performing standard algebraic
calculations, one derives two additional conservation laws

• the finite-difference analogue of (26)
[(

2ť−
Cs

κ

)
H

ρ

]

t

+

[(
2(t− λτ)−

Cs−
κ

)
E (λ) − (r2H−)

(λ)

]

s

= 0; (46)

• the finite-difference analogue of (27)

(
Cs

κ

hθ

ρ(r∗+)
2

)

t

−

(
Cs−
κ

E(β) − (hθ
−
)(β)
)

s

= 0. (47)
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Remark 2. One can verify that the magnetic flux conservation laws (43) and (44) are equivalent
to the following equations, which are useful for constructing various forms of the conservation
law of energy (

H2

ρ

)

t

+ (Ĥ +H)E (λ)
s + ĤH

(
1

ρ

)

t

= 0, (48)

(
(hθ)2

ρ(r∗+)
2

)

t

− (ĥθ + hθ)E(β)
s + ĥθhθ

(
1

ρ(r∗+)
2

)

t

= 0. (49)

Notice that the latter equations by their own have the physical meaning of the evolution of the
axial and angular components of the magnetic pressure.

Remark 3. As in the differential case, there are three different forms of the conservation law
of energy: equations (39h) and (45) approximate (28) and (25), and the approximation for (29)
is (

ε+
u2 + u2+

4

)

t

+ (p(α)
∗
r(0.5)u(0.5))s −

1

2
((u+ + û+)f

r
+)∗ − q = 0, (50)

where f r and q are given by (39c) and (39i).
Thus, the balance between various forms of energy is also held in the finite-difference case

(i.e., the scheme is completely conservative). In particular, the latter non-divergent form of
the conservation law describes the evolution of the gas-dynamic energy. Recall that the physical
meaning of the various forms of the energy conservation law was discussed in Section 2.3.3.

Remark 4. To preserve the angular momentum in (r, θ)-plane, one should extend the scheme
with an evolution equation for the angular component v of the velocity. For example, one can
choose the following approximation for the first equation of (1c)

vt +
v̂u(0.5)

r
= 0. (51)

In this case, taking into account (39a), the finite-difference analogue of (22) appears as

(rv)t =
1

τ
(r̂v̂ − rv) = 0, (52)

i.e., in absence of the radial component of the magnetic field, the quantity rv is preserved along
the trajectories of motion.

3.1.2. Extension of the Samarskiy–Popov scheme

Scheme (39) can be extended for the case of a non-zero radial component Hr of the magnetic
field, i.e., Hr = A

r
, A 6= 0. The main difference from the case Hr = 0 is the presence of the

angular and axial velocity components, v and w.

Since we are interested in schemes with conservation laws preservation, we extend scheme (39)
in such a way that it still possesses the largest possible set of conservation laws.

The scheme extension procedure involves a large number of calculations, so here we only
discuss in detail how the equations can be extended to preserve the conservation laws of energy
end angular momentum. First, we recall [31] that, by analogy with differential equations, any
finite-difference conservation law of a system of N difference equations

F j = 0, j = 1, 2, . . . , N,
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can be represented as a sum
N∑

j=1

ΛjF
j = 0,

where the quantities Λj, j = 1, . . . , N, are called finite-difference conservation law multipliers.
In particular, in case Hr = 0 the conservation law of energy (45) can be rewritten in terms of
equations (39) and multipliers as

(
ε+

u2 + u2+
4

+
κH2

2ρ
+

κ(hθ)2

2ρ(r∗+)
2

)

t

+

[(
p(α)
∗

+
κ(HĤ)∗

2

)
r(0.5)u(0.5)

+
κ

2

u(0.5)

r(0.5)

(
bhθĥθ

)

∗

+ κ
(
E (λ)H(0.5)

∗
− E(β)(hθ)(0.5)

∗

)]

s

= Λ1 · (εt + p(α)(r(0.5)u(0.5))s − q)

+ Λ2 · (ut + r(0.5)p
(α)
s̄ − f r) + Λ3 · (u

+
t + r

(0.5)
+ p(α)s − f r

+)

+ Λ4 ·

{(
H2

ρ

)

t

+ (Ĥ +H)E (λ)
s + ĤH

(
1

ρ

)

t

}

+ Λ5 ·

{(
(hθ)2

ρ(r∗+)
2

)

t

− (ĥθ + hθ)E(β)
s + ĥθhθ

(
1

ρ(r∗+)
2

)

t

}
, (53)

where

Λ1 = 1, Λ2 =
u+ û

4
, Λ3 = Λ+

2 =
u+ + û+

4
, Λ4 = Λ5 =

κ

2
(54)

are the finite-difference conservation law multipliers. Such representations of conservation laws
were considered in [23] when constructing completely conservative schemes for the equations of
gas dynamics and magnetohydrodynamics. Equation (53) was apparently also derived by the
authors of [23], although it was not explicitly given by them.

Now we extend the described results to the case Hr 6= 0. According to system (1) and the
conservation law (19), the conservation law (53) should be extended as

(
ε+

u2 + u2+
4

+
κH2

2ρ
+

κ(hθ)2

2ρ(r∗+)
2
+ A1

)

t

+ (· · · )s = Λ1 · (εt + p(α)(r(0.5)u(0.5))s − q)

+ Λ2 · (ut −A2 + r(0.5)p
(α)
s̄ − f r) + Λ3 · (u

+
t −A+

2 + r
(0.5)
+ p(α)s − f r

+)

+ · · ·+ Λ6 · (vt + A3 + · · · ) + · · ·+D1, (55)

where A1, A2, A3, and Λ6 are some approximations

A1 ∼
v2

r
, A2 ∼

v2

r
, A3 ∼

uv

r
, Λ6 ∼ v, (56)

corresponding to the additional terms that arise due to Hr 6= 0, D1 is some finite-difference
divergent expression of order O(h), and ‘· · · ’ denote the remaining terms of (53).

Taking into account (51), we choose

A3 =
v̂u(0.5)

r
. (57)

This allows us to hold the form of the conservation law of angular momentum (52) in case A 6= 0.

11



Then, due to (55), our choice of approximation A3 imposes the following restrictions on A1,
A2 and Λ6

Â1 − A1

τ
+
u+ û

4
A2 +

u+ + û+
4

A+
2 − Λ6 ·

v̂u(0.5)

r
= D1. (58)

Considering various possible approximations of a general form by introducing indeterminate
coefficients, we find that the latter restriction is satisfied by

A1 =
v2

2
, A2 =

v̂v(0.5)

r
, Λ6 =

v + v̂

2
, (59)

D1 =

(
h

2τ

(
r̂

r
− 1

)
v̂v(0.5)

)

s

=

(
h v̂v(0.5)rt

2r

)

s

. (60)

Turning back to (55), one sees that, by studying two representations of the conservation law of
total energy, we established the desired form of the equations of the extended finite-difference
scheme. Namely, we have established the terms A2 and A3 involved in the extension of the
evolution equations for the velocity components u and v.

The remaining equations of scheme (39) are extended in a similar way. For the equations
that can be extended in more than one way, we choose the simplest approximations. As a final
result we derive the scheme (

1

ρ

)

t

= (r(0.5)u(0.5))s, (61a)

ut −
v̂v(0.5)

r
+ r(0.5)p

(α)
s̄ − f r = 0, (61b)

vt +
v̂u(0.5)

r
− κHr(hθ)(0.5)s = 0, (61c)

wt − κ
(
rHrH(0.5)

)
s
= 0, (61d)

(
H

ρ

)

t

+ E (λ)
s − (rHrw(0.5))s̄ = 0, (61e)

(
hθ

ρ(r∗+)
2

)

t

− E(β)
s − (Hrv(0.5))s̄ = 0, (61f)

εt = −p(α)(r(0.5)u(0.5))s + q, (61g)

rt = u(0.5), rs =
2

(r + r+)ρ
, (61h)

zt = w(0.5), θt =
v(0.5)

r(0.5)
, (61i)

where f r and q are given by (39c) and (39i).
As it was discussed in Remark 1, equations (61h) are included in the scheme. They relate

the Eulerian spatial coordinate r with the mass Lagrangian coordinate s. These equations are
also necessary for some of the conservation laws to be satisfied on solutions of the scheme.

The construction procedure of scheme (61) guarantees the scheme to possess the following
conservation laws:

12



• mass (
1

ρ

)

t

= (r(0.5)u(0.5))s; (62)

• center-of-mass law (
tw(0.5) − z

)
t
−
(
κt̂
(
rHrH(0.5)

)(0.5))

s
= 0; (63)

• magnetic fluxes (
H

ρ

)

t

+
(
E (λ) − (rHrw(0.5))−

)
s
= 0, (64)

(
hθ

ρ(r∗+)
2

)

t

−
(
E(β) + (Hrv(0.5))−

)
s
= 0; (65)

• angular momentum in (r, θ)-plane

(rv)t − (κrHr(hθ)(0.5))s = 0; (66)

• total energy

(
ε+

u2 + u2+
4

+
v2 + w2

2
+
κH2

2ρ
+

κ(hθ)2

2ρ(r∗+)
2

)

t

+

[(
p(α)
∗

+
κ(HĤ)∗

2

)
r(0.5)u(0.5)

+
κ

2

u(0.5)

r(0.5)

(
bhθĥθ

)
∗

+ κ
(
E (λ)H(0.5)

∗
−E(β)(hθ)(0.5)

∗

)
−

h

2τ

(
r̂

r
− 1

)
v̂v(0.5)

−κ(hθ)(0.5)(Hrv(0.5))− − κrHrw
(0.5)
− H(0.5)

]

s
= 0; (67)

Notice that the scheme possesses alternative, non-divergent, forms of the conservation
law of energy (i.e., the scheme is completely conservative):

◦ the finite-difference analogue of (28) which describes the evolution of internal energy

εt = −p(α)(r(0.5)u(0.5))s + q, (68)

where q is given by (39i);

◦ analogue of (29) which describes the evolution of gas-dynamic energy

(
ε+

u2 + u2+
4

+
v2 + w2

2

)

t

+

(
p(α)
∗
r(0.5)u(0.5) −

h

2τ

(
r̂

r
− 1

)
v̂v(0.5)

)

s

− (u
(0.5)
+ f r

+)∗ − v(0.5)f θ − w(0.5)f z − q = 0, (69)

where
f θ = κHr(hθ)(0.5)s , f z = κrHrH(0.5)

s ; (70)

• the finite-difference analogue of the additional conservation law (20) for the case σ = Cρ

[(
2ť−

Cs

κ

)
H

ρ
−
C

κ
rHrz−

]

t

+

[(
2(t− λτ)−

Cs−
κ

)(
E (λ) − (rHrw(0.5))−

)
− (r2H−)

(λ)

]

s

= 0. (71)
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3.1.3. Symmetry analysis of the constructed scheme

Here we consider the symmetries of the constructed scheme in case of polytropic gas with
the state equation (6). In this case, equation (61g) becomes

pt = −ρ (p̂ + (γ − 1)p(α)) (r(0.5)u(0.5))s + (γ − 1)ρq, (72)

where q is given by (39i), and the remaining equations of system (39) do not change.

The uniformness and orthogonality of the mesh are preserved by a group transformation if
the following conditions for the corresponding generator are satisfied [28, 31]

D
+s
D
−s
(ξs) = 0, D

+τ
D
−τ
(ξt) = 0, (73)

D
±s
(ξt) = −D

±τ
(ξs). (74)

The latter conditions are held for all the generators (8), (9), (10), (11) and (12).

One can verify that the symmetries admitted by the schemes are the same as for the cor-
responding systems of differential equations. Following Section 2.2, we consider two cases
separately:

1) Case A 6= 0

System (61), (6) admits the generators (8) for arbitrary σ, and the generator (9) for σ =
Cρ.

2) Case A = 0

System (61), (6) admits the generators (10) for arbitrary σ, and the generators (11), (12)
for σ = Cρ.

Notice that the generator X0
3 = f(s, rv)

∂

∂θ
is admitted by the last equation of (61) in

virtue of (52):

X0
3

(
θt −

v(0.5)

r(0.5)

)
=

1

τ
(f(s, r̂v̂)− f(s, rv))

∣∣∣∣
(52)

= 0. (75)

4. Schemes for the case of infinite conductivity

Limiting σ → ∞ in (1), one derives

ρt = −ρ2(ru)s, (76a)

ut −
v2

r
= −rps −

1

2r

(
r2(Hθ)2

)
s
−
r

2

(
(Hz)2

)
s
, (76b)

vt +
uv

r
= Hr

(
rHθ

)
s
, θt =

v

r
, (76c)

wt = rHrHz
s , zt = w, (76d)

εt = −p(ru)s, (76e)

Hθ
t = rρ((vHr)s −Hθus), (76f)

Hz
t = ρ((rwHr)s −Hz(ru)s) (76g)
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together with (2).
Recall that in the case of infinite conductivity, the electric field vector vanishes [23, 43], i.e.,

Eθ ≡ 0, Ez ≡ 0. (77)

For the polytropic gas with the state equation (6), taking into account (76a), the energy
evolution equation (76e) is reduced to

(
p

ργ

)

t

= St = 0. (78)

This means the preservation of the entropy S = S(s) along trajectories of motion.
One can also rewrite (78) in evolutionary form as

pt = −γρp(ru)s. (79)

Equation (79) is referred further when constructing entropy-preserving finite difference schemes.

4.1. Symmetries admitted by system (76), (2)

In the present section, the symmetries admitted by system (76), (2) are given according
to [1].

In case A 6= 0, the system admits the following Lie algebra

X1 =
∂

∂t
, X2 =

∂

∂s
, X3 = t

∂

∂t
+ 2s

∂

∂s
− u

∂

∂u
− v

∂

∂v
− w

∂

∂w
+ 2ρ

∂

∂ρ
,

X4 = −2s
∂

∂s
+ r

∂

∂r
+ z

∂

∂z
+ v

∂

∂v
+ u

∂

∂u
+ w

∂

∂w
− 4ρ

∂

∂ρ
− 2p

∂

∂p
−Hθ ∂

∂Hθ
−Hz ∂

∂Hz
,

X5 = t
∂

∂z
+

∂

∂w
, X6 = f1

(
s,
p

ργ

)
∂

∂θ
, X7 = f2

(
s,
p

ργ

)
∂

∂z
, (80)

where f1 and f2 are arbitrary functions of their arguments.

In case A = 0, the system admits the generators

X1 =
∂

∂t
, X2 =

∂

∂s
, X3 = t

∂

∂t
+ 2s

∂

∂s
− u

∂

∂u
− v

∂

∂v
+ 2ρ

∂

∂ρ
,

X4 = −2s
∂

∂s
+ r

∂

∂r
+ v

∂

∂v
+ u

∂

∂u
− 4ρ

∂

∂ρ
− 2p

∂

∂p
−Hθ ∂

∂Hθ
−Hz ∂

∂Hz
,

X5 = 2s
∂

∂s
+ 2ρ

∂

∂ρ
+ 2p

∂

∂p
+Hθ ∂

∂Hθ
+Hz ∂

∂Hz
, X6 = g1

∂

∂θ
, (81)

where

g1 = g1

(
s, rv,

p

ργ
,
Hθ

rρ
,
Hz

ρ

)

is an arbitrary function of its arguments.
For γ = 2 there is an extension by the generator

X7 = ρg2

(
∂

∂Hz
−Hz ∂

∂p

)
, (82)
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where

g2 = g2

(
s, rv,

p

ργ
,
Hθ

rρ
,
Hz

ρ

)

is an arbitrary function.

One notes that for A = 0 part of equations (76) can be integrated

S = S(s), Hθ = rρF (s), Hz = ρG(s), v = R(s)/r, (83)

where the functions S(s), F (s), G(s) and R(s) are arbitrary. As fixing the arbitrary elements
leads to the extension of admitted Lie group, then in [1] group classification of the MHD
equations in Lagrangian coordinates (76) with respect to these functions was performed.

4.2. Conservation laws possessed by system (76), (2)

Assuming (77), the conservation laws (13), ..., (19) are preserved for A 6= 0, and the
conservation laws (21), ..., (25) are preserved for A = 0.

In case A = 0, there is also an infinite set of conservation laws of the form

Dt

{
Φ

(
rv, S,

Hθ

rρ
,
Hz

ρ
, w, z − tw

)}
= 0, (84)

where Φ is an arbitrary differentiable function of its arguments.
In addition, there are numerous conservation laws that arise for specific forms of the func-

tions S, F , G, and R. They were obtained in [1] and are briefly listed below.

In case A 6= 0, there are only two additional conservation laws.

• For S(s) = S0 = const,

Dt

(
uHr + vHθ + wHz

rρHr

)
+Ds

(
−
1

2
(u2 + v2 + w2) +

γS

γ − 1
ργ−1

)
= 0. (85)

• For S(s) = S0s
q with q = 1− 2γ,

Dt

{
2s
uHr + vHθ + wHz

rρHr
+ ru+ zw

}

+Ds

{
2s

(
−
1

2
(u2 + v2 + w2) +

γS

γ − 1
ργ−1

)

+r2
(
Sργ +

(Hθ)2 + (Hz)2

2

)
− rHrzHz

}
= 0. (86)

In case A = 0, the following additional conservation laws arise depending on the form of
the functions S, F , G, and R.

• For all constant values S = S0, F = F0, G = G0 and R = R0,

Dt

(
u

rρ

)
+Ds

(
1

2
(−u2 + v2) +

γS

γ − 1
ργ−1 +

(Hθ)2 + (Hz)2

ρ

)
= 0. (87)
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• For the specified constants γ = 5
4
, F0 6= 0, G0 = 0, R0 = 0 (S0 is any),

Dt

{
4t

(
u2

2
+

S

γ − 1
ργ−1 +

(Hθ)2

2ρ

)
− 2s

u

rρ
− 3ru

}

+Ds

{
(4tru− 3r2)

(
Sργ +

(Hθ)2

2

)

−2s

(
−
u2

2
+

γS

γ − 1
ργ−1 +

(Hθ)2

ρ

)}
= 0. (88)

• For S = S0s
q1, F = F0s

q2, G = G0s
q3 , R = R0s

q4 , provided that F0 6= 0 and

q1 = −2(γ − 2)q2 − 4γ + 5, q3 = −
3

2
, q4 = −1,

there is the conservation law

Dt

{
4(q2 + 1)t

(
u2 + v2

2
+

S

γ − 1
ργ−1 +

(Hθ)2 + (Hz)2

2ρ

)

−2s
u

rρ
− (2q2 + 3)ru

}

+Ds

{
(4(q2 + 1)tru− (2q2 + 3)r2)

(
Sργ +

(Hθ)2 + (Hz)2

2

)

−2s

(
−u2 + v2

2
+

γS

γ − 1
ργ−1 +

(Hθ)2 + (Hz)2

ρ

)}
= 0. (89)

• For S = S0s
q1, F = F0s

q2, G = G0s
q3 , R = R0s

q4 , provided that F0 = 0, G0 6= 0, and

q3 = −
3

2
, q4 = −1.

there is the conservation law

Dt

{
2(q1 + 2γ − 1)t

(
u2 + v2

2
+

S

γ − 1
ργ−1 +

(Hz)2

2ρ

)

+2(γ − 2)s
u

rρ
− (q1 + γ + 1)ru

}

+Ds

{
(2(q1 + 2γ − 1)tru− (q1 + γ + 1)r2)

(
Sργ +

(Hz)2

2

)

+ 2(γ − 2)s

(
−u2 + v2

2
+

γS

γ − 1
ργ−1 +

(Hz)2

ρ

)}
= 0. (90)

• For S(s) = S0e
q1s, F (s) = F0e

q2s, G(s) = G0e
q3s, R(s) = R0e

q4s, provided that F0 6= 0 and

q1 = −2(γ − 2)q2, q3 = q4 = 0,

there is the conservation law
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Dt

{
2q2t

(
u2 + v2

2
+

S

γ − 1
ργ−1 +

(Hθ)2 + (Hz)2

2ρ

)
−

u

rρ
− q2ru

}

+Ds

{
q2(2tru− r2)

(
Sργ +

(Hθ)2 + (Hz)2

2

)

−

(
−u2 + v2

2
+

γS

γ − 1
ργ−1 +

(Hθ)2 + (Hz)2

ρ

)}
= 0. (91)

• For S(s) = S0e
q1s, F (s) = F0e

q2s, G(s) = G0e
q3s, R(s) = R0e

q4s, provided that F0 = 0,
G0 6= 0, and

q3 = q4 = 0,

there is the conservation law

Dt

{
2q1t

(
u2 + v2

2
+

S

γ − 1
ργ−1 +

(Hz)2

2ρ

)
+ 2(γ − 2)

u

rρ
− q1ru

}

+Ds

{
q1(2tru− r2)

(
Sργ +

(Hz)2

2

)

+2(γ − 2)

(
−u2 + v2

2
+

γS

γ − 1
ργ−1 +

(Hz)2

ρ

)}
= 0. (92)

• For arbitrary S1, F , R, where

S1 =
S

γ − 1
+
G2

2
, (93)

provided F (s) ≡ 0, G(s) 6≡ 0, and γ = 2, one gets

Dt

{
2t

(
u2 + v2

2
+

S

γ − 1
ργ−1 +

(Hz)2

2ρ

)
− ru

}

+Ds

{
(2tru− r2)

(
Sργ +

(Hz)2

2

)}
= 0 (94)

and

Dt

{
t2
(
u2 + v2

2
+

S

γ − 1
ργ−1 +

(Hz)2

2ρ

)
− tru+

r2

2

}

+Ds

{
(t2ru− tr2)

(
Sργ +

(Hz)2

2

)}
= 0. (95)

• For S1(s) = S0s
q1, F (s) = F0s

q2, R(s) = R0s
q3 , where S1 is given by (93), provided that

F (s) ≡ 0, G(s) 6≡ 0, γ = 2, and

q1 = −3, q3 = −1,

there is the conservation law

Dt

{
t

(
u2 + v2

2
+

S

γ − 1
ργ−1 +

(Hz)2

2ρ

)
+ s

u

rρ

}

+Ds

{
tru

(
Sργ +

(Hz)2

2

)
+ s

(
−u2 + v2

2
+

γS

γ − 1
ργ−1 +

(Hz)2

ρ

)}
= 0. (96)
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4.3. Numerical schemes for system (76), (2)

Modifying scheme (61) in a similar way as it was done for system (76), one derives the
following scheme. (

1

ρ

)

t

= (r(0.5)u(0.5))s, (97a)

ut −
v̂v(0.5)

r
+ r(0.5)p

(α)
s̄ − f r = 0, (97b)

vt +
v̂u(0.5)

r
− κHr(hθ)(0.5)s = 0, (97c)

wt − κ
(
rHrH(0.5)

)
s
= 0, (97d)

(
H

ρ

)

t

− (rHrw(0.5))s̄ = 0, (97e)

(
hθ

ρ(r∗+)
2

)

t

+ (Hrv(0.5))s̄ = 0, (97f)

εt = −p(α)(r(0.5)u(0.5))s, (97g)

rt = u(0.5), rs =
2

(r + r+)ρ
, (97h)

zt = w(0.5), θt =
v(0.5)

r(0.5)
, (97i)

where f r, hθ, and H are given by (39c) and (40).

Since scheme (97) is inherited from scheme (39), all the conservation laws given for scheme (39)
in the case of arbitrary σ are also valid for (97), assuming (77).

In the case of a polytropic gas, one should also modify equation (97g) so that it describes
the conservation of entropy along trajectories of motion. This problem was recently studied
by the authors in [2] for plane one-dimensional MHD flows. As equations (97a) and (97g) are
similar to the finite-difference evolution equations for density end energy considered in [2], the
previously obtained results are easily carried over to the case of scheme (97). Here we briefly
recall the main results of [2] related to the entropy preservation.

The problem is to bring the nondivergent equation (97g) to a divergent finite-difference
approximation of (78), having the meaning of the entropy preservation along trajectories of
motion. We show that in the finite-difference case this can be done by choosing an appropriate
approximation for the equation of state (6). First, we consider the particular case γ = 2. We
seek for an approximation of the form ε = p(α)η, where η ∼ 1/((γ−1)ρ). Substituting into (97g)
and taking into account (97a), we get

p(α)

p̌(α)
=
ρ− ρ̌+ ρρ̌η̌

ρρ̌η
. (98)

The right hand side can be reduced to a divergent expression in case η = 1/ρ̂. Namely,
equation (98) becomes

p(α)

p̌(α)
=
ρρ̂

ρ̌ρ
, (99)
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or (
ln p̌(α)

)
t
= (ln ρρ̌)t . (100)

The latter equation is equivalent to the following finite-difference derivative

S̃t =

(
p̌(α)

ρρ̌

)

t

= 0, (101)

where S̃ is a two-point representation of the entropy.
In a similar way conservation of entropy for γ = 3 is derived. Choosing the approximation

ε =
ρp(α)

ρ̂(ρ̂+ ρ)
(102)

and substituting it into (97g), one derives

S̃t =

(
2p̌(α)

ρρ̌(ρ+ ρ̌)

)

t

= 0. (103)

Continuing the procedure for γ = 4, 5, . . . , we establish the following formulas for any natu-
ral γ > 2.

ε =
p(α)

∑γ−2
k=0 ρ̂

γ−k−1ρk−γ+2
, S̃t =

(
(γ − 1)p̌(α)

∑γ−2
k=0 ρ

γ−k−1ρ̌k+1

)

t

= 0. (104)

Similar formulas can be obtained for rational values γ =
n

m
, where n,m ∈ N and n > m:

ε =
p(α)ργ−2 Bρ(m− 1, m)

ρ̂Bρ(n−m− 1, m)
, S̃t =

(
(γ − 1)p̌(α)B̌ρ(m− 1, m)

ρρ̌ B̌ρ(n−m− 1, m)

)

t

= 0, (105)

where

Bρ(n,m) =
n∑

k=0

ρ̂
n−k

m ρ
k

m . (106)

Here we also provide the formulas for the specific cases γ = 5/3 (one-atomic ideal gas) and
γ = 7/5 = 1.4 (diatomic gas), which often occur in applications.

γ =
5

3
: ε = p(α)

ρ̂2/3 + (ρρ̂)1/3 + ρ2/3

ρ1/3ρ̂(ρ̂1/3 + ρ1/3)
, S̃t =

(
2

3
p̌(α)

ρ̌2/3 + (ρρ̌)1/3 + ρ2/3

ρρ̌(ρ̌1/3 + ρ1/3)

)

t

= 0; (107)

γ =
7

5
: ε = p(α)

ρ̂4/5 + ρ̂3/5ρ1/5 + (ρ̂ρ)2/5 + ρ̂1/5ρ3/5 + ρ4/5

ρ3/5ρ̂ (ρ̂1/5 + ρ1/5)
,

S̃t =

(
2

5
p̌(α)

ρ̌4/5 + ρ̌3/5ρ1/5 + (ρ̌ρ)2/5 + ρ̌1/5ρ3/5 + ρ4/5

ρρ̌ (ρ̌1/5 + ρ1/5)

)

t

= 0. (108)

In case Hr = 0 (A = 0), there are also conservation laws that arise in the finite-difference
case similarly to (84). For Hr = 0 the quantities

rv,
H

ρ
,

hθ

ρ(r∗+)
2
, w, z − tw(0.5)
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are preserved along the trajectories, as it can be seen from system (97). Thus, there is an
infinite set of conservation laws of the form

{
Φ̃

(
rv, S̃,

H

ρ
,

hθ

ρ(r∗+)
2
, w, z − tw(0.5)

)}

t

= 0, (109)

where Φ̃ is an arbitrary function of its arguments.

Studying the invariance of scheme (97), one verifies that in case A 6= 0 the scheme admits
the generators X1, ..., X5 of Lie algebra (80). However, the scheme is not invariant with respect
to the generators X6 and X7, and one should consider the generators

X̃6 = f1

(
s, S̃
) ∂

∂θ
, X̃7 = f2

(
s, S̃
) ∂

∂z
, (110)

instead, where S̃ is the chosen two-point approximation for the entropy.

In case A = 0, scheme (97) is invariant with respect to the generators X1, ..., X5 of Lie
algebra (81). Similar to the case A 6= 0 one should consider the generator

X̃6 = g1

(
s, rv, S̃,

H

ρ
,

hθ

ρ(r∗+)
2

)
∂

∂θ
, (111)

instead of X6. Finally, the generator X7 (for γ = 2 only) is not admitted by equations (97b)
and (97g). This could be expected, since the construction of the scheme was carried out on
the basis of conservation laws, while there is no conservation law associated with the genera-
tor X7 [1].

Now we discuss the additional conservation laws that arise for various specific forms of the
functions F , G, S, and R. It turns out to be impossible to construct a scheme based on (97)
that possesses difference analogues of the conservation laws listed in Section 4.2 in terms of
rational difference expressions. As an illustration, consider the conservation law (87)

Dt

(
u

rρ

)
+Ds

(
1

2
(−u2 + v2) +

γS0

γ − 1
ργ−1 +

(Hθ)2 + (Hz)2

ρ

)
=

= Dt

(
u

rρ

)
+Ds

(
R2

0

2r2
−
u2

2
+ F 2

0 r
2ρ+ ρG2

0 +
γS0

γ − 1
ργ−1

)
= 0, (112)

which occurs in case S = S0, F = F0, G = G0, and R = R0, where S0, F0, G0 and R0 are
constant.

Remark 5. As far as the authors know, the conservation law (112) has no a definite name.
We also present it here in the following integral form, which may be more convenient for further
analysis.

∂

∂t

∫ s

s0

u

rρ
ds+

[
R2

0

2r2
−
u2

2
+ F 2

0 r
2ρ+ ρG2

0 +
γS0

γ − 1
ργ−1

]s

s0

= 0. (113)

In Eulerian coordinates the latter is

∂

∂t

∫ r

r0

u ds+

[
u2

2
+
R2

0

2r2
+ F 2

0 r
2ρ+ ρG2

0 +
γS0

γ − 1
ργ−1

]r

r0

= 0. (114)

Recall that the Eulerian coordinate r is defined in the mass Lagrangian coordinates (t, s) by (2).
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One rewrites the conservation law (112) in terms of equations (76) and conservation law
multipliers as follows

u

rρ2
(
ρt + ρ2(ru)s

)
+

u

r2ρ
(rt − u) +

(
R2

0

r3
−
u2

r

)(
rs −

1

rρ

)

−
1

rρ

(
ut −

R2
0

r3
+ γS0rρ

γ−1ρs + F 2
0 (rρs + 2ρrs)r

2ρ+G2
0rρρs

)
= 0. (115)

In the finite-difference case, the construction of such a conservation law for scheme (97) in
rational expressions is not possible. This is explained by a large number of relations included
in the finite-difference approximation of the conservation law (115), which must be preserved
in the difference case so that (115) can be represented as a divergent expression. In this case,
there is no freedom in choosing the approximation of the terms of the conservation law (115),
as we have already stated the form of the equations of the scheme.

An alternative approach is to construct new schemes based on reasonable approximations
for the conservation law (115). An example of such a scheme is the scheme

ρt + ρρ̂ (r̂u)s = 0, (116a)

(u+
∗
)t −

R2
0

r̂r2
+ r̂ρ̂

(
F 2
0 (r

2ρ)s +G2
0ρs +

γS0

γ − 1
(ργ−1)s

)
= 0, (116b)

vt +
vu+
r̂

= 0, (116c)

rt = u+, r̂s =
1

rρ
, (116d)

Hθ

ρ
= F0,

Hz

ρ
= G0, (116e)

rv = R0,
p

ργ
= S0, (116f)

which possesses the conservation law

u+
∗

r̂ρρ̂
(ρt + ρρ̂(r̂u)s) +

u+
∗

ρrr̂
(rt − u+) +

(
R2

0ψ −
u+u+

∗

r̂

)(
r̂s −

1

rρ

)

−
1

r̂ρ̂

(
(u+

∗
)t −

R2
0

r̂r2
+ r̂ρ̂

(
F 2
0 (r

2ρ)s +G2
0ρs +

γS0

γ − 1
(ργ−1)s

))

=

(
u+
∗

rρ

)

t

+

(
R2

0

2r2
−
u2

2
+ F 2

0 r
2ρ+ ρG2

0 +
γS0

γ − 1
ργ−1

)

s

= 0, (117)

where

ψ =
ρ

2ρ̂rr̂2r2+

2r2+ − ρ̂r̂2(r2)s
1− ρrr̂s

=
1

r3
+O(τ + h). (118)

Notice that for any natural γ > 1 one can write the evolution equation for the pressure p as

pt = −ρp̂ (r̂u)s

γ−1∑

k=0

(
ρ

ρ̂

)k

, (119)
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which is the finite-difference analogue of equation (79). In case γ is rational, the calculations
become much more complicated and we consider only two particular cases:

γ =
5

3
: pt = −ρp̂ (r̂u)s

(
1 +

ρ

ρ̂
−

ρ5/3

ρ̂ (ρ̂2/3 + (ρ̂ρ)1/3 + ρ2/3)

)
; (120)

γ =
7

5
: pt = −ρp̂ (r̂u)s

(
1 +

ρ

ρ̂
−

ρ7/5 (ρ̂2 + ρρ̂+ ρ2)

ρ̂ (ρ̂12/5 + ρ̂9/5ρ3/5 + (ρ̂ρ)6/5 + ρ̂3/5ρ9/5 + ρ12/5)

)
. (121)

According to its construction procedure, scheme (116) possesses the following conservation
laws

• mass (
1

ρ

)

t

− (r̂u)s = 0; (122)

• angular momentum in (r, θ)-plane
(rv)t = 0; (123)

• magnetic fluxes (
Hθ

ρ

)

t

= 0,

(
Hz

ρ

)

t

= 0; (124)

• entropy (
p

ργ

)

t

= St = 0; (125)

• additional conservation law (117).

Although the scheme does not possess the total energy conservation law, it preserves the
entropy S along trajectories of motion. A similar situation was observed in [2] for plane magnetic

flows. Notice that, in contrast to the two-point representation of entropy S̃ for scheme (97),
here the entropy S is given at one point.

Recall that the scheme has been constructed for the case when the radial component of the
magnetic field is absent (A = 0). Similarly, conservative schemes can be constructed for the
case A 6= 0. One of the possible schemes of this kind is given in Appendix A.

5. Conclusion

In the present paper, various finite-difference schemes for the one-dimensional MHD equa-
tions in cylindrical geometry have been constructed. All these schemes are based on the classical
completely conservative Samarskiy–Popov schemes. The schemes proposed in the paper gener-
alize the Samarskiy–Popov schemes to the case when the magnetic field vector has a nonzero
radial component, as well as to the case of frozen-in magnetic field, when the conductivity is
infinite.

In the case of finite conductivity, it is shown that both the original Samarskiy–Popov scheme
and its extended version have a complete set of difference analogues of the conservation laws of
the original differential models, including additional conservation laws that arise for a special
form of conductivity. Extended schemes are still completely conservative ones, i.e., they possess
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finite-difference analogues of the conservation law of total energy, together with the balance of
internal and gas-dynamic energy.

In the case of a frozen-in magnetic field, mass, magnetic flux, momentum, angular momen-
tum, the center-of-mass law, and total energy are preserved as in case conductivity is finite. It
is also possible to preserve two-point representations of the entropy along the trajectories of
motion.

As the analysis carried out in [1] shows, the MHD equations in the case of infinite conduc-
tivity possess numerous additional conservation laws that arise for special forms of entropy,
magnetic flux, and other functions. The authors show that schemes of the Samarskiy–Popov
type have no difference analogues of these additional conservation laws. Nevertheless, it is
possible to construct specific finite-difference schemes that possess such conservation laws and
also preserve entropy. An example of such a scheme and its conservation laws are given.
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Appendix A. Conservative scheme for system (76), (2) in case A 6= 0

In case the radial component of the magnetic field is present (i.e., A 6= 0), the construction of
conservative schemes for system (76), (2) can be carried out according to the similar procedure
as scheme (116). Namely, possible approximations for the additional conservation law are
considered, from the form of which a suitable family of schemes can be obtained. Further,
the form of this family is refined in such a way that it possesses as many conservation laws as
possible.

As in case A 6= 0 the calculations required to construct such a family of schemes become
much more complicated compared to scheme (116), the present section gives only the main
results. Details can be found in [44].

The resulting family of schemes has the following form

ρt + ρρ̂(r̂u)s = 0, (A.1a)
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(u+
∗
)t −

r̂ρ̂

rρ

v2
∗

r(1)
+ r̂ĤθΞ + r̂Ĥz(Hz

(1))s +
γS0

γ − 1
r̂ρ̂(ργ−1)s = 0, (A.1b)

v∗t +
ρ̂

ρ

Hθ

Ĥθ

uv∗
r(2)

− AΞ = 0, (A.1c)

w∗

t −A(Hz
(1))s = 0, (A.1d)

rt = u+, r̂s =
1

rρ
, zt = w∗, (A.1e)

Hθ
t + r̂+ρ̂

(
Hθus +

Av∗r̂s
r̂+r(1)

−
Avs̄
r̂+

)
= 0, (A.1f)

Hz
t + ρ̂ (Hz(r̂u)s −Aws̄) = 0, (A.1g)

p

ργ
= S0, (A.1h)

where r(1) and r(2) are some approximations for r, Hz
(1) is an approximation for Hz, and Ξ

approximates the term
1

r
(rHθ)s. These approximations are specified below.

The scheme preserves the entropy along trajectories of motion and possesses the following
finite-difference analogues of the conservation laws (13), ..., (18), and (85).

• mass (
1

ρ

)

t

− (r̂u)s = 0; (A.2)

• magnetic flux along θ-axis (
Hθ

ρr

)

t

−

(
Av−
r̂

)

s

= 0, (A.3)

provided

r(1) =
Av∗

Av − hr̂+Hθus
r̂+ = r +O(h+ τ);

• magnetic flux along z-axis (
Hz

ρ

)

t

− (Aw−)s = 0; (A.4)

• momentum along z-axis
w∗

t − (AHz
(1))s = 0; (A.5)

• motion of the center of mass along z-axis

(tw∗ − z)t − (At̂Hz
(1))s = 0; (A.6)

• angular momentum in (r, θ)-plane

(v∗r−)t − (ArHθ)s = 0, (A.7)

provided

r(2) =
ρ̂

ρ

Hθ

Ĥθ
r̂−, Ξ =

1

r̂−
(rHθ)s;
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• entropy along trajectories of motion

(
p

ργ

)

t

= 0; (A.8)

• difference analogue of the conservation law (85)

(
u+
∗

rρ
+
v∗H

θ + w∗H
z

Aρ

)

t

−

(
u2 + v2

−
+ w2

−

2
−

γS0

γ − 1
ργ−1

)

s

= 0. (A.9)

Notice that the conservation laws do not impose any restrictions on the choice of approxima-
tion Hz

(1).
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