
Draft version August 15, 2023
Typeset using LATEX twocolumn style in AASTeX631

Avalanches and the Distribution of Reconnection Events in Magnetized Circumstellar Disks

Marco Fatuzzo ,1 Fred C. Adams ,2, 3 Adina D. Feinstein ,4, ∗ and Darryl Z. Seligman 5

1Physics Department, Xavier University, Cincinnati, OH 45207
2Physics Department, University of Michigan, Ann Arbor, MI 48109

3Astronomy Department, University of Michigan, Ann Arbor, MI 48109
4Department of Astronomy and Astrophysics, University of Chicago, Chicago, IL 60637, USA

5Department of Astronomy and Carl Sagan Institute, Cornell University, 122 Sciences Drive, Ithaca, NY, 14853, USA

Submitted to ApJ

ABSTRACT

Cosmic rays produced by young stellar objects can potentially alter the ionization structure, heating

budget, chemical composition, and accretion activity in circumstellar disks. The inner edges of these

disks are truncated by strong magnetic fields, which can reconnect and produce flaring activity that

accelerates cosmic radiation. The resulting cosmic rays can provide a source of ionization and produce

spallation reactions that alter the composition of planetesimals. This reconnection and particle accel-

eration are analogous to the physical processes that produce flaring in and heating of stellar coronae.

Flaring events on the surface of the Sun exhibit a power-law distribution of energy, reminiscent of

those measured for Earthquakes and avalanches. Numerical lattice-reconnection models are capable

of reproducing the observed power-law behavior of solar flares under the paradigm of self-organized

criticality. One interpretation of these experiments is that the solar corona maintains a nonlinear

attractor — or “critical”— state by balancing energy input via braided magnetic fields and output

via reconnection events. Motivated by these results, we generalize the lattice-reconnection formalism

for applications in the truncation region of magnetized disks. Our numerical experiments demonstrate

that these nonlinear dynamical systems are capable of both attaining and maintaining criticality in

the presence of Keplerian shear and other complications. The resulting power-law spectrum of flare

energies in the equilibrium attractor state is found to be nearly universal in magnetized disks. This

finding indicates that magnetic reconnection and flaring in the inner regions of circumstellar disks

occur in a manner similar to activity on stellar surfaces. These results, in turn, have ramifications for

the spallation-driven injection of radionuclides in planetesimals, disk ionization, and the subsequent

planetary formation process.

Keywords: Planet formation (1241), Exoplanet formation (492), Circumstellar disks (235), Solar mag-

netic reconnection (1504), Nucleosynthesis (1131), Cosmic ray nucleosynthesis (326)

1. INTRODUCTION

Circumstellar disks play a vital role in the formation

of both stars and planets. Due to the large angular

momentum of pre-collapse cores, the majority of star-

forming material initially accretes onto the circumstellar

disk before accreting onto the star itself. These processes

define the initial conditions for the Keplerian environ-
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ments where protoplanets and planets eventually form

(e.g., see Shu et al. 1987 to McKee & Ostriker 2007).

Observational and theoretical evidence indicates that

disks are typically truncated at inner radii of order

Rx ∼ 10 R∗. In these sufficiently ionized regions strong

stellar poloidal magnetic fields that thread the inner disk

couple to the plasma motions (Shu et al. 1994; Patterson

1994; Akeson et al. 2005; D’Alessio et al. 2005; Johns-

Krull et al. 2009; Bate 2009). In regions with sufficient

magnetic diffusivity, the Keplerian shear drives toroidal

twisting of the initially poloidal fields, similar to the Ω-
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effect in the Solar dynamo (Parker 1970). The continu-

ous winding and braiding of the poloidal fields leads to

continuous reconnection events which produce the flar-

ing activity (Parker 1972) that creates ionizing photons

(XUV radiation) and powers the acceleration of cosmic

rays (primarily protons). These cosmic rays, in turn,

can drive nuclear spallation reactions (Shu et al. 1996,

2001) that affect the composition and chemistry of plan-

ets forming in the region (Adams 2021). The goal of this

paper is to explore models of flaring activity driven by

reconnection events in the disk truncation region. To-

ward this end, we start with models of magnetic recon-

nection (Bak et al. 1987, 1988; Lu & Hamilton 1991;

Morales & Santos 2020) developed previously to explain

the power-law distribution of flares on stellar surfaces

(Lu et al. 1993; Crosby et al. 1993; Aschwanden et al.

1998; Charbonneau et al. 2001; de Arcangelis et al. 2006)

and adapt them for the magnetic truncation region of

circumstellar disks.

In this paper we focus on flaring events in the region

of the disk near the magnetic truncation radius. Anal-

ogous flaring activity has been studied for the case of

magnetic reconnection on stellar surfaces, including the

Sun. As a working model of the process, the magnetic

fields experiencing reconnection events on the solar sur-

face have been proposed to reach a self-organized crit-

ical state (Bak et al. 1987), where the magnetic field

structures achieve a particular scale-invariant configura-

tion (Kadanoff et al. 1989; Babcock & Westervelt 1990).

These types of models naturally explain the observed

power-law distributions of the energy released during

flares, the time duration of flare events, and the peak

flux (Lu & Hamilton 1991), and have been highly suc-

cessful, both as an explanation for the observed stel-

lar flaring activity (Edney et al. 1998; Farhang et al.

2018; see also Feinstein et al. 2022) and as a classic

example of self-organized criticality in action (Newman

2005). Reconnection events, which occur at specific lo-

cations within the system, must propagate to nearby

locations and instigate the release of magnetic energy

at those sites. Under the right circumstances, this pro-

cess of magnetic energy release leads to a local instabil-

ity, with a cascade (or avalanche) of reconnection events

that propagates through the system. The entire system

can then be driven to a self-organized critical state that

yields power-law distributions for the energy release, du-

ration, and peak flux of the events.

Our results indicate a universality in the power-law

distributions obtained under different perturbation sce-

narios for the trigger scenario and redistribution rules

adopted in our work. It should be noted, however, that

the reconnection criteria and redistribution rules used

in avalanche models are ad hoc, and can produce differ-

ent power-law spectral indices (e.g., Edney et al. 1998;

Farhang et al. 2018), although we note that the latter

work invokes the principle of minimum energy so as to

yield a definite model. Furthermore, the adopted for-

malism is not a unique method to produce a power-law

distribution of energetic events (Rosner & Vaiana 1978;

Litvinenko 1996; Newman & Sneppen 1996; Longcope &

Sudan 1994; Einaudi et al. 1996; Galsgaard & Nordlund

1996; Dmitruk & Gómez 1997; Galtier & Pouquet 1998;

Georgoulis et al. 1998; Einaudi & Velli 1999; Galtier

1999).

The importance of possible flaring activity at the in-

ner truncation edge of the disk warrants an examina-

tion of the underlying reconnection processes in disk en-

vironments, which provide somewhat different baseline

conditions than stellar surfaces. More specifically, the

magnetic fields near the inner disk edge are strongly af-

fected by differential rotation of the disk, i.e., by Keple-

rian shear. On one hand, the shearing motions provide

a mechanism for twisting up magnetic field lines, and

thereby instigate the magnetic reconnection events. On

the other hand, the shear could in principle spread out

the field lines and thereby inhibit reconnection.

The magnetic truncation region, which defines the in-

ner boundary of the circumstellar disk, is of interest for

several reasons. Accretion from the disk onto the star

occurs through this truncation region, so that the any

flaring activity can affect the ionization state and chem-

ical properties of the accreted material (Shu et al. 1994).

The rocky material that is left behind – that does not

accrete onto the star – can be enriched via spallation

reactions (Adams 2021). The subsequent enirchment

with radioactive nuclei can affect planetesimal proper-

ties (Urey 1955; Reiter 2020) and may lead to melting

(Schramm 1971; Hevey & Sanders 2006), differentiation

(LaTourrette & Wasserburg 1998; Moskovitz & Gaidos

2011) and volatile removal or dehydration (Grimm &

McSween 1993; Ikoma et al. 2018; Lichtenberg et al.

2019). A large fraction of the planetary population ob-

served in transit resides in this general region, includ-

ing the subset of planets that display surprising regu-

lar properties, sometime called peas-in-a-pod patterns

(Weiss et al. 2018, 2022). Finally, we note that Hot

Jupiters also reside near the location of the disk trun-

cation boundary (e.g., see Dawson & Johnson 2018), so

that flaring activity can in principle affect their compo-

sition and ionization properties.

We note that spallation reactions driven by cosmic

rays — one motivation of this study — have been in-

voked previously in a number of contexts. As outlined

above, spallation from cosmic rays produced in the disk
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truncation region could account for the anomalous abun-

dances of short-lived nuclei inferred for the early Solar

Nebula (Shu et al. 1996; Gounelle et al. 2001; Leya et al.

2003; Duprat & Tatischeff 2007), including 26Al and
10Be. In a more general context, such radioactive en-

richment can affect planets forming near the truncation

region in other planetary systems by providing an ad-

ditional source of both heating and ionization (Adams

2021). Cosmic rays can also be accelerated by proto-

stellar shocks (Hayashi & Nakano 1965), and will subse-

quently contribute to both ionization and nuclear spalla-

tion reactions (Padovani et al. 2016; Gaches et al. 2020).

For completeness, we note that there is no current con-

sensus on whether radionuclides were injected into the

protosolar nebula via local spallation reactions or by ex-

ternal sources (or both). More specifically, an external

stellar source for the inferred short-lived radionuclides –

such as supernovae in the solar birth cluster – has been

widely considered (e.g., Goswami et al. 2005; Krot et al.

2009; Cameron & Truran 1977; Hester et al. 2004; see

also Adams 2010 for a review). For any source of cosmic

rays — either external or produced locally via shocks or

reconnection events — the shearing of magnetic fields

within the disk affects their propagation and retention

(Fujii & Kimura 2022).

Given that flaring activity near the inner truncation

edge of the disk can potentially affect planet forma-

tion, the goal of this paper is to study how magnetic

reconnection in the disk environment differs from that

on the stellar surface, with particular attention focused

on whether the presence of a Keplerian shear affects the

resulting distributions of flare energies and durations.

As outlined above, we use the well-established model of

Lu & Hamilton (1991) as a starting point. In Section 2,

we outline the scales of the problem and the properties

of the disk environment under consideration. In Section

3, we review the previous model (see also Lu et al. 1993)

and adapt it to the conditions expected in the truncation

region of circumstellar disks. The properties of the self-

critical state are then outlined in Section 4. With this

formulation in place, we find the distributions of flare

energies, duration, and power for a range of parameter

space in Section 5. The paper concludes, in Section 6,

with a summary of our results and a discussion of their

implications.

2. SCALES

2.1. Length Scales

The magnetic truncation region is the source of mag-

netic reconnection events, which lead to the production

of intense cosmic radiation. This inner boundary of the

disk is determined by the balance between the inward

ram pressure of the accretion flow and the outward mag-

netic pressure from stellar magnetic field lines. Young

stellar objects typically have surface fields B∗ ∼ 1 − 3

kG with disk accretion rates Ṁ ∼ 10−8M⊙/yr (Johns-

Krull 2007), which lead to truncation radii in the range

Rx ∼ 7− 10R∗.

The other relevant length scale in this problem is the

scale height H of the disk, where H/r ∼ 1/20. The re-

connection events of interest must take place on a spatial

scale ℓ that is small compared to the disk scale height.

We thus have the ordering of length scales given by

ℓ ≪ H ∼ R∗ ≪ Rx . (1)

With this ordering, we assume that the forthcoming sim-

ulation volume is a cubic lattice with side length equal

to the disk scale height H, comprised of N3 cubic cells

with side length ℓ = H/N within which the reconnec-

tion events occur. If we take the active region where

magnetic reconnection occurs as a toroid of inner radius

Rx/2, outer radius Rx, and total height 2H, then the

number of lattice cubes in which flaring events can be

triggered is found to be

NL ≡ 3π

2

R2
x

H2
= 600π

(
Rx

20H

)2

. (2)

We note that on the lattice scale, the curvature of

the magnetic field lines is small, O(H/r), so that the

background magnetic fields, which determine the outer

boundary condition, can be taken to be vertical (see

also the following section). Similarly, the curvature in

the azimuthal direction is also of order O(H/r).

A schematic representation of this configuration is

shown in Figure 1. Within the resulting cubic grid, the

most important generalization from previous work is the

inclusion of Keplerian shear in the background velocity,

along with a corresponding gradient in the background

magnetic field strength (where both vary in the radial or

x̂ direction). The largest spatial scale that is resolved in

this treatment is the scale height of the disk. The cas-

cade of flares can be resolved down to a much smaller

scale set by the choice of grid size ℓ, as discussed in the

following section.

2.2. Timescales

Next we consider the relevant time scales. With typ-

ical truncation radii Rx ∼ 0.07 AU, the orbital time

scale Porb is a few days (comparable to the orbital pe-

riods of Hot Jupiters). The sound crossing time of the

simulation volume may be calculated tS = H/cS , where

cS ∼ 4 km/s is the thermal sound speed at the expected

temperatures of T ∼ 2000 K. The sound crossing time
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Figure 1. A schematic diagram of the physical situation investigated in this paper.

scale is therefore roughly comparable to the orbital time

scale.

In contrast, the timescale over which magnetic recon-

nection occurs is given by the Alfvén crossing time over

the turbulance lengthscale, which in our case is given

by the grid length ℓ. As a benchmark, the unamplified

magnetic field strength near the disk edge is expected

to be of order B ∼ 3 G (assuming a stellar surface field

of ∼ 3 kG and a dipole radial dependence). The density

of the reconnection region is expected to be given by

ρ ≃ 10−15 g/cm3

(
Σ

10−4 g/cm2

)(
H

5× 1010 cm

)−1

.

(3)

The benchmark value of the column density is inferred

from observations, which show that X-ray emission (as-

sumed here to be coincident with the reconnection re-

gion) in young stellar objects takes place during opti-

cally thin conditions (Lee et al. 1998). As a result, the

Alfvén speed has the form

vA =
B√
4πρ

∼ 300 km/s

(
B

3G

) (
10−15 g/cm3

ρ

)−1/2

.

(4)

Even if the magnetic field in the disk were simply the

stellar field, the Alfvén speed vA is considerably larger

than the sound speed, resulting in a reconnection time

much shorter than tS . In addition, however, the mag-

netic field within the disk will be amplified by the ro-

tational winding induced dynamo. An assessment of

the magnetic field strengths required to produce the ob-

served luminosities from young stellar systems is pre-

sented in Section 5.1, where the obtained estimate of

B ∼ 100 G translates to vA ∼ 104 km/s. As a result,

the ordering of velocities in the problem is given by

vA ≫ cS . (5)

2.3. Ordering of Injection and Reconnection

Timescales

A useful parameter to characterize the relative im-

portance of Alfvénic and acoustic perturbations is the
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plasma β parameter, defined according to

β ≡ 2
c2S
v2A

. (6)

When β > 1 acoustic modes dominate both the dy-

namics and energy transport, and when β < 1 Alfvénic

modes dominate. In the case of the Solar corona, β < 1

in the outer atmosphere and β ∼ 1 in the inner atmo-

sphere. As a result, convection and/or differential rota-

tion couple to Alfvénic modes in the corona and drive

heating (Ionson 1985).

Relevant timescales are the timescales of subsurface

convection injecting braided fields into the corona and

the Alfvénic crossing timescale. When these timescales

are well seperated, braided magnetic fields build up and

can trigger avalanching events. This is known as the

direct current or DC coronal heating regime.

The analogy holds in the truncation region in the

disk. Here, the injection timescale is expected to be

comparable to the oribital period, and the reconnection

timescales are observed to be on the order of minutes.

The buildup of magnetic perturbations can therefore oc-

cur incrementally before an avalanche of reconnection

events occur.

3. METHODOLOGY

We model the avalanche of magnetic reconnection

events in the inner disk region of young stellar objects

using a lattice model of magnetic energy release in solar

flares developed previously (by Lu & Hamilton 1991; see

also Lu et al. 1993; Edney et al. 1998). In order to simu-

late the effects of a Keplerian shear on the reconnection

environment, we expand on these previous treatments

by considering various sheared magnetic perturbation

and reconnection scenarios as described below.

Motivated by the discussion of length scales and

timescales in Section 2, we consider a representative cu-

bic lattice of side length H located within the flaring

region of the system, as shown in Figure 1. The lat-

tice, in turn, is comprised of N3 cells of side length

ℓ = H/N . For the adopted scaling H = Rx/20, the

stellar magnetic field threading a cubic lattice whose in-

ner boundary (which sets x = 0) is a radial distance

Rin ≫ R∗ from the stellar center is well approximated

by the expression

B0 = B∗

(
R∗

Rin

)3 (
1− 3

20

x

H

)
ẑ . (7)

Here we are assuming that the dipole term dominates

the stellar field at the location of the simulation volume.

A self-organized critical state is maintained in the lat-

tice by two types of events: (i) the injection of asym-

metric magnetic perturbations δB that drive the system,

and (ii) the triggering of reconnection events that release

magnetic energy, and thereby relax the system. In our

model, perturbations are added step-wise to a randomly

selected cell in the lattice, where each “step” occurs over

a time interval ∆tp. The three Cartesian components of

δB are randomized using flat-top distributions of width

∆b, with the ŷ component off-centered by an amount b0
so as to model asymmetric magnetic fluctuations driven

by disk rotation (see also Lu & Hamilton 1991; Lu et al.

1993 for additional detail).

Magnetic reconnection occurs when the local magnetic

field curvature exceeds a critical threshold Bc as defined

by the condition

|dBn| =
∣∣∣Bn − 1

6

∑
m

Bn+m

∣∣∣ > Bc , (8)

where n = {nx, ny, nz} denotes a specific cell in accor-

dance to a standard labeling scheme (i.e., the n indices

run from 1 to N), and m runs over the six unit vec-

tors {±1, 0, 0}, {0,±1, 0}, and {0, 0,±1} that represent

the nearest neighbors. (Here we are using the subscripts

to denote the vector location following Lu & Hamilton

1991; Lu et al. 1993.) The magnetic field in a triggered

cell and its nearest neighbors is readjusted via the re-

connection rules

Bn → Bn − 6

7

dBn

|dBn|
Bc , (9)

and

Bn+m → Bn+m +
1

7

dBn

|dBn|
Bc . (10)

We note that the addition of a single perturbation to

a cell in the lattice violates the divergence-free condi-

tion ∇ · δB = 0, indicating that this class of models is

too idealized to accurately represent the complex struc-

ture of a turbulent magnetic field at the granular scale

of a cell. However, the mean magnetic field added to

the lattice is uniform, and therefore divergenceless over

the lattice length scale and the flaring time scale. Note

that, globally, the mean magnetic field added to the en-

tire system is azimuthal and constant spatially, and is

therefore also divergence-free. In contrast, the readjust-

ment of the magnetic field, which simply redistributes

part of the magnetic field of a ”central” cell evenly to its

six neighbors, is divergenceless since no field was added

or removed for a region containing all seven cells. No-

tice, however, that field readjustments at fixed (Dirich-

let) boundaries do lead to the removal of magnetic field

from the lattice.

Although a readjustment conserves the magnetic field

(with the exception of boundary cells), the nonlinearity

of magnetic energy (U ∝ B2) coupled with the curvature
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condition for reconnection to occur results in a loss of

magnetic energy in the triggered cell that exceeds the

net gain within the six neighboring cells, and leads to

an overall net energy loss for each triggered event given

by

E0 =
6

7

[Bc]
2

8π

(
2
|dBn|
B2

c

− 1

)
ℓ3 . (11)

In the δB ≪ Bc limit used in all simulations presented

in this work, the magnetic field curvature for a triggered

cell just exceeds the critical threshold, so that the energy

lost for every trigger event is well approximated by the

expression

E0 ≃ 3

28

B2
c

π
ℓ3 . (12)

Since the system resides in a self-critical state, a

readjustment in the field can trigger further magnetic

reconnection events. This process can manifest as

an avalanche-like effect that propagates neighbor-to-

neighbor throughout the lattice (including reflections at

the boundaries). As a result, the triggering condition

given by Equation (8) is evaluated after every readjust-

ment within each lattice cell for which the magnetic field

changed. If the triggering condition is not met, then

time is advanced by ∆tp, and the process of adding per-

turbations to the lattice and checking for trigger events

is repeated. When reconnection events are triggered,

the magnetic field throughout the lattice is simultane-

ously readjusted according to equations (9) and (10),

and the avalanche time is advanced by an interval ∆ta
corresponding to the time it takes for the neighboring

cells to be affected. All affected cells are then checked

to see if they meet the trigger threshold, and if any are

triggered, the avalanche is propagated until the system

is fully relaxed. The avalanche event is therefore com-

pleted when no cells satisfy the triggering criteria after

a readjustment.

The avalanche problem contains two relevant

timescales — (i) the perturbation injection time-step

∆tp and (ii) the avalanche propagation time-step ∆ta.

The model described above assumes a “fast” reconnec-

tion scenario in which avalanche events occurs entirely

within a perturbation time-step ∆tp. As shown in Sec-

tion 5, such a scenario is not completely consistent with

observations for the longest lasting avalanches, i.e., for

the tail of the distribution. As such, we will also con-

sider a “slow” reconnection scenario in which ∆tp = ∆ta
(so that a perturbation is added randomly to the lattice

at each avalanche step) to gain insight into how the ad-

dition of magnetic perturbations during an avalanche

event may affect the resulting output measures.

Regardless of which reconnection scenario is chosen

(fast or slow), the procedure described above drives

any initial magnetic configuration of the lattice to its

self-critical state. We evaluate three output measures

that characterize the avalanche events once the system

reaches equilibrium. The first is the avalanche time

TA = Na∆ta, where Na represents the total number

of avalanche steps required for the triggered system to

reach a relaxed state. The second is the total magnetic

energy ET ≡ NtE0 lost during an avalanche, where Nt

is the number of times the trigger threshold was ex-

ceeded within a given avalanche (and in turn, the num-

ber of times the magnetic field was redistributed). We

note that the readjustment process makes it possible for

a given cell to be triggered multiple times during an

avalanche, and as such, Nt is not limited by the number

of cells in the lattice. The third measure is the maxi-

mum power PM , defined as the maximum of the set of

power output values P ≡ NpE0/∆ta generated during

the avalanche event, where Np is the number of cells

that are triggered during each respective time step ∆ta
of that event. The frequency distributions of these out-

put measures are used to characterize the flaring process

on a global scale.

For completeness, one can also consider the waiting

time distribution, essentially the distribution of time

intervals between events. In general, models of self-

organized criticality tend to produce exponential wait-

ing time distributions. If a systems is driven by a non-

stationary random process, however, the resulting fre-

quency distribution of waiting times often includes a

power-law tail (Norman et al. 2001). We have calculated

the waiting time distribution for our model and find that

it has an exponential form (as expected) with some in-

dication of a power-law tail, although more modeling is

necessary to fully explore this regime. On the obser-

vational front, the flaring activity from the Sun shows

a power-law tail, but the waiting time distributions for
flares from other stars have not been measured.

4. THE SELF-CRITICAL STATE

The random injection of magnetic perturbations

within the lattice leads to a self-critical state comprised

of a fluctuating field superimposed onto a static field.

The structure of this imposed field is governed by the

trigger criteria and the magnetic field boundary con-

ditions of the lattice. The results of our simulations

indicate that any initial (non-critical) magnetic profile

adopted for the lattice will be driven to that self-critical

state, regardless of the structure of the magnetic per-

turbations (as defined by b0 and ∆b in our model; see

Section 3) that drive it. We remind the reader that a

self-critical state is only reached if non-asymmetric per-

turbations are added. As a result, the only component



Disk Flares due to Magnetic Reconnection 7

of the static field that has a nontrivial structure is the

one to which b0 is included (which for our scenario is the

azimuthal or y component).

The expression for the local magnetic field curvature

used in equation (8) is the finite-difference form of the

Laplacian operator applied to the magnetic field (but

divided by a factor of 6):

dBn = −ℓ2

6
∇2B

∣∣∣
fd

, (13)

where the subscript denotes the finite-difference version

of the operator. As a result, it is not surprising that our

simulations show that the underlying static structure of

the field can be obtained from the solution to the Poisson

equation

∇2B = −η
6Bc

ℓ2
, (14)

with appropriate boundary conditions imposed. The

value of η = 1/
√
3 manifests for all cases considered in

this work. The field B corresponds to the y−component

of the magnetic field (which is the component with non-

trivial structure).

The ability to find the smooth surface that character-

izes a self-critical state provides a computationally ex-

pedient way of generating an initial magnetic profile for

the lattice that is efficiently driven to a self-critical state

by the addition of magnetic perturbations. However,

we stress that the highly idealized nature of our model

does obscure the physical interpretation of these smooth

structures. In particular, we find that the maximum

strength of the smooth magnetic field for our simula-

tions is of order Bmax ≃ 600Bc, and the mean value for

the smooth field over the entire lattice is ⟨B⟩ ≃ 330Bc.

In contrast, the perturbations added to each cell have

magnitudes δB ≪ Bc. As a result, the mean magnetic

energy added to a cell by the addition of a magnetic

perturbation (which scales as ⟨B⟩ · δB) is less than the

magnetic energy stored in the cell (which scales as ⟨B2⟩)
by a factor ≃ 300. As shown in Section 5.1, however, in

order for the energy in the perturbed magnetic field to

be large enough to account for the expected reconnec-

tion luminosity (inferred from X-ray observations), the

background field cannot be as large as that suggested by

the surfaces shown in Figure 2. In short, these surfaces

represent the shape of the ”sandpile” needed to attain

the self-critical state, which nonetheless provide a useful

heuristic picture of the self-critical state. The physical

magnetic field is thus represented by a fluctuating field

superimposed on these surfaces.

5. RESULTS

5.1. Fast Reconnection model

Following prior works (again see Lu & Hamilton 1991

and related references), we first consider a scenario were

avalanche events occur within the injection time-step

∆tp. This scenario is defined by N = 50, a dimension-

less trigger threshold Bc = 1, and dimensionless per-

turbation parameters ∆b = 0.13Bc and b0 = 0.035Bc.

As noted above, the offset b0 is only included for the

y−component of δB, as may be expected for magnetic

fluctuations that are driven by the rotation of the disk.

Because of this only the y-component of the magnetic

field will reach a self-critical state. Motivated by the

disk geometry, we adopt periodic boundary conditions

in the azimuthal (y) direction, and set the magnetic field

to zero at the other four boundaries. (The stellar mag-

netic field that threads the lattice is not included in this

initial case, but will be considered in a following simu-

lation.)

The structure of the smooth magnetic field component

for this state obtained from equation (14) is illustrated

in Figure 2. Once a self-critical state was reached in our

simulation, a total of 108 perturbations were added to

the lattice, resulting in a total of 1.6 × 106 avalanche

events. The resulting mean time between avalanche

events was ≃ 60∆tp. The frequency distributions for

our three output measures are presented in Figure 3,

along with the power-law fits from Lu et al. (1993).

While our results are in good agreement with those of

Lu et al. (1993), we note that the frequency distribu-

tion of our energy output measures is in slightly better

agreement with the results of Edney et al. (1998), for

which αE = 1.45± 0.04.

Of importance in our upcoming analysis is the expec-

tation value ⟨Nt⟩ of the energy frequency distribution.

Since the largest avalanches produce most of the energy,

the value of ⟨Nt⟩ depends sensitively on where the fre-

quency distribution ET truncates. These numerical ex-

periments do not have a sufficient number of events to

resolve the turnover at the low end of the energy spec-

trum. However, an upper limit can be established by

noting that the turnovers for the duration and maxi-

mum power are resolved. These occur at Nt;max ≃ 1600

and NP ;max ≃ 600, respectively, which in turn establish

NE;max = Nt;max ·NP ;max ≃ 106. The power-law fits to

our data can then be used to obtain a value of

⟨Nt⟩ =
∫ 106

1
N−0.51dN∫ 106

1
N−1.51dN

≈ 900 . (15)

Following Lu et al. (1993), we assume that the energy

released in a reconnection event is given by

∆E = ℓ3
⟨B2

⊥⟩
8π

, (16)
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Figure 2. Smooth component of the critical magnetic field By for our baseline model. The left panel shows a cut along the
x− z plane, and the right panel shows a cut along the y − z plane.

where B⊥ ≃ B/2, and that each elementary reconnec-

tion occurs during a time

∆T =
ℓ

vA
ξ , (17)

where ξ ∼ 10− 100 (Parker 1979).

We assume a field with strength B ≃ 100 G, which

is consistent with solar flare values. This would result

from a modest amplification of the background stellar

field (with an expected average B ∼ 10 G) in the active

region by the rotational motion of the plasma. With this

benchmark value, the change in energy is estimated as

∆E ≃ 1029 ergs over a time scale ∆T ≃ 10 s for ξ = 10.

The mean energy released during the avalanche events

presented in Figure 3 for the fast reconnection model

is ⟨Ea⟩ = ⟨Nt⟩∆E ≈ 9 × 1031 ergs. If we further as-

sume that each lattice undergoes an avalanche event on

a timescale comparable to the orbital period, which we

take to be 4 days, then the overall luminosity generated

within the entire magnetic reconnection region is

L =
NL⟨Ea⟩
Porb

≃ 5× 1029 erg/s , (18)

for the values of NL, ⟨Ea⟩ and Porb used above. This

result is in good agreement with expected cosmic ray

luminosities. Briefly, in young stellar objects, we expect

the cosmic ray luminosity to be a significant fraction of

the X-ray luminosity from flares, where the latter lumi-

nosity is typically 1000 times smaller than the photon

luminosity (Feigelson et al. 2005; Preibisch et al. 2005;

Padovani et al. 2016), although the observations show a

wide variation (both in time and from source to source).

The results are also consistent with a global energy

analysis. Specifically, the magnetic energy stored in the

active region of the reconnection annulus is given by the

integral of the energy density over the relevant volume

EB = 2H

∫ Rx

Rx/2

B2
x

8π

(
Rx

r

)6

2πrdr =
3B2

xR
3
x

32
, (19)

where we have used H = Rx/20. With Rx = 1012 cm

and Bx = 3G, the magnetic energy stored in the field

is EB = 8.4 × 1035 ergs. This value is roughly 5 times

greater than the energy released during an orbital pe-

riod. The stellar dynamo coupled to disk rotation must

therefore replenish ≃ 20% of the magnetic energy dur-

ing one orbital period (at the location of the inner disk

edge r ∼ Rx).

As noted above, an avalanche occurred on average

every 60 perturbation steps in our simulation. There-

fore, a perturbation is added to the lattice every ∆tp ∼
Porb/(60) ≃ 5800 s. In contrast, ∆ta ∼ ∆T , so that

avalanches with Na ≤ 580 steps would be expected to

be completed before the next perturbation is added to

the lattice. The middle panel in Figure 3 shows that the

vast majority of avalanche events satisfy this condition.

However, the longest and most energetic events will have

a small number of perturbations added to them before

the system is completely relaxed.

To conclude this section, we note that in order for the

cosmic ray luminosity to be of order ∼ 1029 erg/s (as in-

ferred from observations – see Section 5.1), the expected

relationship that the perpendicular magnetic field B⊥
(that being removed in a reconnection event) is roughly

half of the total fieldB. In contrast, the magnetic field in

the simulation that is redistributed is of order Bc, which

is much smaller than the total magnetic field found in

the cell. This result reaffirms our discussion in Section

4 noting that the smooth field that characterizes the

self-critical state – namely the field represented by the

surfaces shown in Figure 2 – provides only a heuristic

description. The actual fields that one finds in flaring en-

vironments correspond to fluctuations superimposed on

the aforementioned surfaces. Of course, the true config-

uration of the magnetic fields in these systems has not
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Figure 3. Frequency distributions of avalanche total energy
NE for the fast reconnection model (red curve), slow recon-
nection model with uniform perturbation structure (maroon
curve), slow reconnection model with a sheared perturbation
structure (pink curve). We show the corresponding distribu-
tions for duration Nt and power NP in green (middle) and
purple (bottom) as well. In each panel, the dashed black
line represents the corresponding power-law fit from Lu et al.
(1993).

yet been measured, and such future observations will

provide valuable information regarding their structure.

5.2. Sheared models

In this subsection, we investigate the effect of aug-

menting the previous simulations with a background

Keplearian shear. We consider three distinct scenar-

ios for which perturbations are injected into the lattice

with an underlying sheared structure. These scenar-

ios are motivated by both the structure of the stellar

magnetic field that threads the (disk) active region and

the differential Keplerian rotation of the disk. In the

first gradient-in-perturbation scenario, magnetic pertur-

bations are added that reflect the magnitude of the stel-

lar magnetic field threading the lattice. Specifically, we

inject the strongest perturbations on the side of the lat-

tice closest to the star. The magnitude of the perturba-

tions decrease in accordance with the diminishing mag-

netic field at larger radii. We exaggerate this effect by

multiplying both ∆b and b0 by a scaling factor g under

the following rules:
∆b → g∆b

b0 → g b0

g =

(
1− 0.5

[
nx−0.5

N

])
.

(20)

A non-dimensional magnetic field

B⃗d =

(
1− 0.15

[
nx − 0.5

N

])
ẑ , (21)

representing the stellar magnetic field is maintained

throughout the lattice (including the boundaries) for all

three scenarios considered in this section.

The scaling factor does not modify the smooth com-

ponent of the critical magnetic field because the trigger-

ing field is not changed. Our results, depicted by the

heavy solid curves in Figure 3, indicate that the slopes

of the output measure distributions are also not affected

by the sheared perturbation structure. However, due to

the reduction in the perturbation amplitudes, the aver-

age time between avalanche events increased from 60∆tp
to 100∆tp.

Another possible complication is that the perturba-

tions to the magnetic field could have non-trivial struc-

ture, such as a well-defined (and non-zero) curl, which

would result from an underlying current. To consider

this second current-injection scenario, two perturbations

were added within a time-step ∆tp, and correlated to

produce a curled-field configuration. Specifically, the

first perturbation was chosen as in Section 5.1. The sec-

ond, correlated perturbation was placed in the adjacent

cell (nx, ny, nz) → (nx +1, ny, nz) with a y−component

obeying the rule

δBy;nx+1 =

−δBy;nx/2 δBy;nx > 0

2δBy;nx δBy;nx < 0 .
(22)
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As before, our results (not shown) indicate that the

slopes of the output measure distributions are not af-

fected by the presence of a curl in the injected magnetic

field perturbation.

For the third sheared-trigger scenario, we adopt a crit-

ical field value that reflects the magnitude of the stellar

magnetic field threading the lattice, but again exagger-

ate the effect by using the form
Bc → g Bc

g =

(
1− 0.5

[
nx−0.5

N

])
.

(23)

We note that doing so affects both the perturbation

parameters ∆b and b0 as well as the magnetic energy

released during the redistribution of the magnetic field.

The spatially dependent trigger threshold also affects

the smooth structure of the self-critical fields, skewing

it somewhat toward lower values of x. As with the other

two cases considered in this section, our results (not

shown) indicated that there is no significant effect on

the slopes of output distributions from a sheared trigger

threshhold.

Finally, we assess the degree to which the sheared

structure of the pertubrations affects the triggering of

reconnection events. In Figure 4 we compare the num-

ber of triggered events that occurred in the 50× 50 cells

along the x − y plane slice for nz = 25 for (a) the fast

reconnection model presented in Section 5.1 and (b) the

first scenario considered in this section. Statistical noise

dominates the results due to the inherent randomness

in the system. Nevertheless, no clear structure is evi-

dent in the trigger locations in the absence of a sheared

injection. As evidenced by panel (b), however, sheared

perturbation produce a corresponding structure in the

trigger profile. Similar results are obtained for all other

values of nz, and the stacking of these planes decreases

the signal to noise ratio for the obtained results.

5.3. Slow Reconnection Model

Motivated by the discussion at the end Section 5.1, our

final simulation considers the extreme scenario for which

∆ta = ∆tp, so that a perturbation is added randomly

in the lattice after every avalanche step.

Our results, shown in Figure 3, indicate that the slopes

of the output measure distributions are quite similar

to those of the fast reconnection model. However, due

to the addition of perturbations at each avalanche time

step, there are slightly more high-energy events in the

slow reconnection model. These differences are modest

and only manifest themselves in the tails of the distribu-

tions. This result is expected, as the tails often converge

more slowly than the rest of the distribution. Unfor-

tunately, however, the observational verification of this

difference would be difficult. The number of flares at

the high end of the distribution is about six order of

magnitude smaller than at low energies.

On a related note, no current measurements exist for

the distributions of flares from magnetized circumstel-

lar disks. Our results thus provide a prediction: namely

that the flare distribution should have a nearly univer-

sal and power-law form (as shown in the Figures). This

result in not unexpected, as observations of solar flares

show power-law distributions of energy, duration, and

power (Lu & Hamilton 1991). In addition, many as-

trophysical systems display flaring activity with power-

law forms, including stellar flares (Balona 2015), soft

gamma-ray repeaters (Cheng et al. 1996), and gamma-

ray bursts (Wang & Dai 2013; see also the review of

Aschwanden et al. 2016).

6. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

Motivated by the possibility of cosmic ray accelera-

tion in the truncation region of circumstellar disks, this

paper has generalized existing models of magnetic re-

connection events to include Keplerian shear and addi-

tional complications. The main results of this work sup-

port three principle conclusions. First, we have shown

that the magnetic truncation region can indeed support

turbulent driven self-critical states that produce flar-

ing events with power-law distributions of energy, dura-

tion, and power. Significantly, this ability to reach self-

criticality is not compromised by the sheared magnetic

field structure that may be imposed by the Keplerian

rotation curve of the disk.

Second, the self-critical states that characterize the

distributions of flaring events appear to be universal.

Indeed, the universality of the self-critical states found

in earlier work is extended by the present analysis. Pre-

vious work indicated a universality with respect to the

perturbation parameters ∆b and b0, the triggering value

of the field Bc, and the number of cells in the lattice for

N ≳ 50 (Lu & Hamilton 1991; Lu et al. 1993; Edney

et al. 1998). In addition, our results show that the fre-

quency distributions of avalanche energy that character-

ize flaring events are similar for: 1) both fast and slow

reconnection processes; 2) periodic and external bound-

ary conditions imposed on the magnetic field; and 3)

the inclusion of a spatial structure in the perturbations

and triggering conditions (where this latter generaliza-

tion is motivated by the rotation curves of circumstel-

lar disks). This universality seemingly justifies drawing

parallels between well studied solar flare phenomena and
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Figure 4. Number of trigger events for cells along an x− y plane slice for which nz = 25. Left panel: fast reconnection model
without the sheared perturbation structure. Right panel: fast reconnection model with the sheared perturbation structure.
Color corresponds to number of events.

the less well-understood disk flaring phenomena inferred

in forming star/disk systems.

Third, flaring models require ∼ 100 G magnetic fields,

similar to those found in solar flare environments, in

order to generate the X-ray and cosmic ray luminosities

inferred for young star/disk systems. In addition, the

reconnection time within a cell (∼ 10 s) indicates that

the vast majority of avalanche events are shorter than

the time scale on which perturbations are added to the

lattice.

As a final note, the smooth Laplace surfaces presented

in this work provide a new method of exploring the self-

critical problem (see Figure 2). These surfaces provide

initial conditions that allow a system to be driven effi-

ciently to its self-critical state. However, we have also

shown that these surfaces provide only a heuristic de-

scription of the true magnetic structure.

The results of this work show that flaring activity pro-

duced in circumstellar disks – operating in the disk trun-

cation region – proceed much like that occuring on stel-

lar surfaces. In particular, the presence of differential

rotation and alternate boundary conditions do not pre-

vent the system from reaching a state of self-organized

criticality. This analogy between stellar and disk flaring

activity has been implicitly assumed in many previous

applications (e.g., see Shu et al. 1996, 2001; Gounelle

et al. 2001; Leya et al. 2003; Duprat & Tatischeff 2007;

Adams 2021) and has been used to argue that circum-

stellar disks are likely to produce large fluxes of cosmic

rays. This present work thus vindicates these previous

assumptions.

Nevertheless, this calculation represents only one step

toward a full understanding of reconnection events in

circumstellar disks, and a number of directions for fu-

ture research are indicated. Here we have used a simple

but physically motivated model (Lu & Hamilton 1991)

to explore the effects of varying background conditions.

Future work should study the problem with full MHD

simulations (although the reconnection problem in MHD

remains difficult). This paper considers the energy, du-

ration, and power of magnetic reconnection events and

finds nearly universal power-law behavior. Another fu-

ture direction would be to use these distributions of

flaring properties to determine the corresponding dis-

tributions of cosmic rays that are accelerated through

these events. In addition, once produced, the cosmic

rays must propagate through both the local reconnec-

tion region of the disk and the larger-scale magnetic field

structure of the young stellar object. Finally, with cos-

mic ray production and propagation determined, their

effects on ionization of the disk and nuclear processing

through spallation must be determined.
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