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Abstract Restricted Lie point symmetries are derived for the axially symmetric steady solutions to the ideal
magnetohydrodynamics equations. The symmetries transform vectors of magnetic field B and plasma velocity V
linearly with coefficients depending on a function u(z, r). A reduction of the eight MHD equilibrium equations to
a single second-order partial differential equation for the function u(z, r) is obtained. Analogous Lie point sym-
metries and reduction are derived for the translationally invariant MHD equilibria. Applications of the symmetry
transforms are indicated.
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1 Introduction

The study of the ideal magnetohydrodynamics (MHD) equilibrium equations has been going on during the last four
decades since their first applications to the problem of controlled thermonuclear fusion [1-4] and to problems in
astrophysics [5,6]. In this paper, we study the intrinsic symmetries of these equations which were introduced for
the first time in [7-9]. Intrinsic symmetries (or Bicklund transforms) exist for all soliton equations [10-12], such
as the Korteweg—de Vries equation, the Kadomtzev—Petviashvili equation, the Sine—Gordon equation, etc. For the
soliton equations, the Bécklund transforms are given implicitly and do not have explicit algebraic form.

We present the eight MHD equilibrium equations for the axially symmetric and translationally symmetric solu-
tions in an algebraic form in terms of Poisson brackets of different functions. Using this algebraic form, we derive
the restricted Lie point symmetries that are applicable to the physically meaningful MHD equilibria with bounded
total energy in any layer 71 < z < z2. Unlike the Bicklund transforms for the soliton equations, the new symmetries
are given explicitly. The symmetries transform the vectors of plasma velocity V and magnetic field B by linear
formulae with variable coefficients and preserve the axial and translational invariance of the MHD equilibria.

The symmetries differ from the general symmetry transforms introduced in [7-9]. The latter are applicable to any
MHD equilibria and can break the geometrical symmetry of solutions. Using the known properties of the Poisson
brackets, we show that eight MHD equations are reduced to a single second-order partial differential equation for
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142 0. Bogoyavlenskij

a function u(z, r). For the axially symmetric case, the equation contains three arbitrary functions and generalizes
the Grad—Shafranov equation [3,4] for purely magnetic plasma equilibria.

2 Restricted Lie point symmetries for axially symmetric MHD equilibria
2.1 Lie point symmetries in exact form

Equations of ideal magnetohydrodynamics have the form [13, Chap. 1]

EAY 1 v?
— =V xcurlV— —B x curl B — grad B—i—— , 2.1)
ot up p 2
. oB .
divV =0, m =curl(V xB), divB =0, 2.2)

where B is the magnetic vector field, V is plasma velocity vector field and p denotes plasma pressure; we assume

that magnetic permeability u and plasma density p are constant. First we study axially symmetric solutions which

depend on three variables ¢, z, r in the cylindrical coordinates ¢, z, r, ¢. Any axially symmetric vector field U has

the form

X(t,z,r) Y(t,z,r) (t,z,1)
" e; + p e + f " e

U= ”

where e, e, and e,, are unit orts in the directions of variables z, r and ¢, respectively. The incompressibility equation
divU = 0 has the form 0X/dz + 0Y/dr = 0. Hence the vector fields V and B satisfying equations divV = 0 and
div B = 0 have the form

S g

v v h h
V=——"e +—e+ =€, B=-——e +—e + ¢, (2.3)
r r r r r r

where v(t, z,r), f(t,z,r), h(t,z,r) and g(¢, z, r) are some smooth functions. The vector field V has the form
Uy

X y y X
V = (ﬁvz — r_zf) e, + (r—zvz + r_zf) ey — TCZ

in the Cartesian coordinates x, y, z with unit orts e,, ey, €,. Hence we get V2= ((vz)2 + ()? + fz)/r2.
The vorticity vector fields curl V and curl B are

curl V.= ﬁez — éer +rde,, curlB= g—rez — &er +rv¥ey,
r r r r
where
19% 19 (1dv 19%h 19 (10h
:r—za—zﬁ;a—r(;a—r)’ “’=r—za—zz+;a—r(:a—r)- @5

We will use the notion of the Poisson bracket {F, G} = F,G, — F.G; of two functions F (¢, z,r) and G(¢, z, 1)
and the main identities

{F,G}=—{G. F}, {F,f)}=f{F. u},
{FG,H} = F{G, H} + G{F, H).

The z—, r—, and ¢-components of Eq.2.1 have the form

1 1 1
~V + 55 Do 4+ Pv, — —Wh, =P, (2.5)
r 2r up
1 1 1
——V: + 55Dy + dv, — —Vh, =P, (2.6)
r 2r no
1 1
fi=-({fiv}——{g.h}). 2.7)
r wp
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Restricted Lie point symmetries and reductions for ideal magnetohydrodynamics equilibria 143

where D = f? — g%>/up and P = p/p + V?/2. The compatibility condition for (2.5) and (2.6) is

1 1 1
CID,:—({dD, v}——{\ll,h}+<—2,D}). (2.8)
r wp 2r
The r—, z—, and ¢-components of the second equation of (2.2) have the form
] 1 d 1
— Ve —=-{h,v}) =0, —\h——-{h,v})=0, (2.9)
0z r ar r
g =r({r g, v} = {r2f h). (2.10)

Equations 2.9 mean that h, — {h, v}/r = c(t). Solutions to (2.1)—(2.2) are unchanged after the substitution
h —> h + ¢1(t) with dcy(¢)/dt = c(t). Hence the equation set (2.9) is reduced to

hy = %{h, V). @.11)

The four equations (2.7), (2.8), (2.10) and (2.11) define completely solutions that depend on three variables
t,z,r.

Remark 1 For the time-independent solutions, Eq.2.9 yields

1
—{h, v} = K = const. (2.12)
r
Using Schwarz’ inequality and formulae (2.3), we find
h - hr A/ ]’l2 + h2 / 32
|K|=|Zvr UZ'S PO (2 424 I T Sr He(y2 4 20, (2.13)
r Z
r 2r o 2 up

Let us consider the physically meaningful MHD equilibria for which the total kinetic and magnetic energy of
plasma is finite in every axially symmetric layer 71 < z < z»:

1 22 o0 22 o0
5/dz/ /(pv2 + B?/w)dxdy = /dz/nr(pV2 + B?/u)dr < const. (2.14)
Z1 —00 z1 0

Hence we get that at least for some sequence of r —> 00
r(V2 +B?/up) —> 0.

Therefore the inequalities (2.13) imply that for physically meaningful MHD equilibria necessarily K = 0. Hence
we get from (2.12) the equation

{h,v} =0 (2.15)
for the considered MHD solutions.

Remark 2 The equation {h, v} = h,v, — h,v, = 0 means that the Jacobian of the mapping

(z,r) — (h(z, 1), v(z, 1))

is identically equal to zero. Hence the image of this mapping is a curve I in the plane (%, v) and the stream function
v(z, r) and the flux function %(z, r) are functionally dependent. Therefore v = v(u), h = h(u), where u = u(z, r)
is an unknown function. Let the curve I" satisfies an equation such as

S(h,v) =0. (2.16)

Thus, the space of all solutions to the steady equations (2.1)—(2.2) is mapped into a much smaller space of plane
curves (2.16). This means that the curve I" defined by (2.16) is a geometric invariant of any magnetohydrodynamics
equilibrium configuration. Any two distinct curves (2.16) correspond to different solutions to (2.1)—(2.2).
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144 0. Bogoyavlenskij

Theorem 1 The steady equations of magnetohydrodynamics have the following Lie point symmetry applicable to
the axially symmetric equilibria satisfying the physical condition (2.14). Let vector fields V(z,r) and B(z,r) (2.3)
and pressure p(z,r) satisfy the steady equations (2.1)—(2.2). Let v1(u) and hi(u) be arbitrary smooth functions
satisfying the equation

(/2 1 2 )
(u)——h w)=Clv-u——h"w], (2.17)
wp

where C # 0 is an arbitrary constant. The symmetry transforms solution V(z,r), B(z,r), p(z,r) into the new
solution

v} vih' —v'h)
V1=7 W( "f—v'g)e,,
' vih' — 'R
B] =WB—W(hf—Ug)e(p, (218)

—Cp+ g(cv2 —V?,
where m = v (u) — h?(u)/ up.
Proof Indeed, Egs. (2.7)—(2.10), (2.15) for the steady case take the form

{h,v} =0, {¢,v}—i{‘lf,h}+[ 2,f 2_ L ]zo, (2.19)
uo 2r p

1
{fiv) — ;Tp{g’ hy=0, {r2gv)—1{r2f h}=0. (2.20)

Suppose that (2.16) is resolved in a parametric form 2 = h(u), v = v(u) where u = u(z, r). Then the second
equation of (2.19) takes the form

PO 19% 10 (10u R B 1 awu\> 1 fou)?
N — + - ut+ (v — —nhh +—=1—) .u
“p 2 Bz ror \ror P az r2 \ or

[Zz,f —Mp ]:o. 2.21)

Let us consider (2.19)—(2.20) for another four functions vy (1), k1 (u), fi(z,r), g1(z, r) instead of the functions
v(u), h(u), f(z,r) and g(z, r). The second equation of (2.19) for them has the form

1 1% 19 (10 1 132132
vir — —n? —2—l;+—— “Youl+ viv] = —h|hY : += ) u
up r= 0z ror \ror wp 8z r= \ or
1 2 1 2
—, - — =0.
" <2r2 Ji up®! ]
This equation is equivalent to (2.21) if the functions vy (&), k1 (1) satisfy (2.17) and the functions fi(z, r), g1(z, r)
satisfy

1 1
fi——agi =c(f2— —gz). (2.22)
o o
Equations (2.20) for the functions vy, /1, f1, g1 take the form
[vlfl - —h1g1 u] =0, [ 2ig —hif.uf =o0. (2.23)
Equations (2.23) are equivalent to the original equations (2.20) if
1 1
v fi— —hig1=C (v’f - —h’g) . vigi—hifi=C(Wg—Hf). (2.24)
o o
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Solving (2.24), we obtain
C

1 1
fi=— ((v/vﬁ — —h/h/l) f+— (v/h/l - h/v/l) g) ,
P o

nmi
C 1./ ’./ (// 1 //) )
=— | (vh] =hv +vv, — —h'h ,
81 " (( 1 1)f Tt 4

where m| = viz — h’l2 /up. A direct verification proves that the functions fi, g1 (2.25) do satisfy (2.22) if (2.17)
holds.

For any given steady solution V(z, r), B(z, r), the obtained results prove the following. If one changes in formu-
lae (2.3) the functions v(u), h(u), f(z, 1), g(z, r) to new functions vy (u), h1(u), f1(z, r), g1(z, r) satisfying (2.17)
and (2.25), then the new vector fields V(z, r), B{(z, r) form a solution to (2.1), (2.2). This transformation has the
exact form (2.18) and defines a symmetry transform for the steady equations (2.1)—(2.2), (2.15).

To derive formula (2.18) for the pressure p;(z,r), we consider the steady equations (2.5), (2.6) for the new
functions vy (1), h1(u), f1(z,r), g1(z, r). Using formulae (2.4), (2.17) and (2.22), we find P = CP:

noVi_(r.V
0 2 o 2 )

(2.25)

Hence formula (2.18) for the pressure pi(z, r) follows. ]

Remark 3 The symmetry transforms (2.18) have efficient applications. Indeed, to obtain large families of exact
axially symmetric MHD equilibria it is sufficient to apply the symmetries (2.18) to the exact plasma equilibria
derived in [14,15].

2.2 Algebraic properties of symmetries

Using (2.3) and (2.15), which means v = v(u), h = h(u), we find
1

WV —vB=—(hf—vge,. (2.26)
r

Excluding vector e, from (2.26) and inserting it into (2.18), we obtain the following formulae for the symmetry
transform

1

1 1
V= — ((v’v’ — —h’h’)V+ — (VK — W' B),
T 1Tt M’O(ll 1)
B =— "W, — W)V W — —Wh,)B).
: m((vl %) +(vv1 14p 1))

It is evident that transform (2.27) is linear with respect to vectors V and B. Using the equation m; = Cm (2.17)
where m| = viz — h’l2 /P, we see that linear transform (2.27) coincides with that of equations (2.25).
A direct calculation shows that a combination of transform (2.27) and the transform

(2.27)

1 1 1
v, = L ((v;vg _ —h’]h’z) i+ - (o — qvg)Bl),
m o )
1 1N 7.7 /A 1 I N (228)
Bzz—(vh—hv V1+(vv——hh)B1)
. (vifs — hyv)) e
gives
1 1 1
Vo, = E((v/vé—Eh’h/z)V—i—W(v/h’z—h/vé) B), (2.29)

By = & ((v'hy = W'y V + (v'0s — Li'hy) B).

It is evident that the resulting transform (2.29) has the same form as (2.27).
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146 0. Bogoyavlenskij

Remark 4 The transforms (2.27) are parameterized by the mappings of curves the I" (2.16) in the Minkowski plane
R? with metric ds? = dv? — dh?/up:

(), h(w)) —> (vi(u), h1(u))

satisfying (2.17). The transforms do not form a Lie group because their product is not defined for any two mappings
but only if they have the form (v(u), h(u)) — (vi(u), h1(u)) and (vi(u), h1(u)) —> (v2(u), h2(u)). The unit
transform is represented by the identity map (v(u), h(u)) —> (v(u), h(u)); the inverse transform is represented
by the mapping (vi(u), h1(u)) —> (v(u), h(u)). The associativity of multiplication (when it is defined) follows
from the composition formula (2.29).

Formulae (2.27) and m| = Cm (2.16) yield the following equation

1 1
Vi- —Bl=C (V2 — —BZ) ) (2.30)
up P

Remark 5 The linear transformation (2.27) has the form
b(u)

Vi=aw)V + B, B, =bu)/upV+au)B, (2.31)
JIp

v'vy — h'h vl — h'v)

b(u)

) = T T = =12 up)’

In view of Eq. 2.17, the determinant of the transform (2.31) is constant:
a*(u) — b*(u) = C = const. (2.32)

Formulae (2.31) and (2.32) look the same as for the general symmetry transforms introduced in [8,9]. However,
there is an important distinction: the symmetry transforms of [8,9] have coefficients a(x) and b(x) that are constant
on magnetic surfaces but depend upon the transversal variable. Hence they do not preserve the axial symmetry
of solutions since magnetic surfaces (tangent to the commuting vector fields V and B) for the axially symmetric
MHD equilibria are not axially symmetric in general. The symmetry transforms [8,9] are applicable to all MHD
equilibria without any restrictions. For the transforms (2.27)—(2.31), the coefficients a(u) and b(u) depend on a
function u(z, r) and hence they are not constant on magnetic surfaces. The transforms (2.27)—(2.31) do preserve
the axial symmetry of MHD equilibria and are applicable only under the restriction (2.14), (2.15).

2.3 Connections with Minkowski geometry

Let the functions v (#) and h1(u) satisfy an equation of the kind
Si(h1,vy) =0. (2.33)

It is evident that (2.17) for C = 1 means that two curves I" (2.16) and I'1 (2.33) are isometric with respect to the
Minkowski metric

1
ds? = dv? — —dn?
o

on the plane v, A.

For the Minkowski metric, the classes of non-isometric curves are much richer then those for the Euclidean

metric where there is only one invariant, namely the length of the curve. Let pi, p2, ..., pu, ... be successive
points where a curve I' is tangent to the light cone and ¢y, {2, ..., {,, . .. be the Minkowski-lengths of the curve I
segments between those points:
B 1 12
=g / dv? — —dn?
up

Pi-1
Here ¢; = sign(ds2)|r on the segment (p;_1, p;). Two curves I" and I'| are Minkowski-isometric if their two
respective sequences {1, {2, ..., £,, ... coincide.
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Restricted Lie point symmetries and reductions for ideal magnetohydrodynamics equilibria 147

3 Reduction of the steady MHD equations

Suppose that the equation set (2.15), (2.16) is resolved in a parametric form 7 = h(u), v = v(u). Then the equations
of (2.20) take the form

1
[v/(u)f - ﬁh/(u)g, wp =0, {r2(h' @ f —v'wg),u}=0.

These equations imply

1
V') f — Eh/(u)g =k@), W@ f—v'wg=—-r*tw), (3.1)
where k(u) and £(u) are some functions. Solving Eq. 3.1, we obtain
/ r2 / / /
fo V' (w)k(u) + oh (u)é(u)’ .= 20 (u)e(u) + h (u)k(u)v 3.2)
m(u) m(u)

where m (u) = (v'(u))* — (W' ())*/11p.
The formulae (3.2) imply that function D = f 2 _ g2 /up has the form

K (u) (u)
D =) —r*y @), ru)=-—=, Y@ = : (3.3)
m(u) wpm(u)
Using these formulae, we transform the second equation of (2.19) to the form {Z, u} = 0, where
1% 2z 2.0/
Z=vwd— "Wy AW V@ (3.4)
o 2r2 2
Hence we conclude as above that Z = (), where the function 7 (u) can be multivalued in general.
Applying formulae (2.4), we obtain the explicit form of the equation Z = n(u):
SRRV A KN R LA N Y R Brva Y (L W CUA SR CA
“p r29z2  ror \ror up r2 \ 9z r2 \ or
1, r2 ,
=n() = 231 w) = ¥ w). 3.5)

On any segment of the curve I" (2.16) between two adjacent points # ; and u ;| where m(u¢) = 0, we introduce
a new parametrization satisfying the condition

1
W' @)* — — (' w)* = B, (3.6)
274

where 8 = const. The condition (3.6) reduces (3.5) to the form

13% 19 (1du n(u) 1, rr
r—zv-F;a—r (;E)ZT—WK (u)—ﬁlﬂ (u). 3.7

Equation (3.7) generalizes the Grad—Shafranov equation [3,4] for purely magnetic plasma equilibria with V = 0.
For the Grad—Shafranov equation we have f = 0, v(u) = £(u) = ¥ (u) = 0. In the coordinates z, x = r2/4,

Eq. 3.7 takes the form

Uzr + xugy = a(u) + xb(u) 4+ x>c(u), (3.8)
where
k() 4 8(L2(w))’
a(u) = _%7 b(u) — 77(“)’ C(u) — _(—(uz))'
28 B wpp
Any solution to (3.8) defines a solution to the magnetohydrodynamics equations (2.1)—(2.2) by the formulae
v'u, vu, f
V=- e; + e + —ey, 3.9
r r r
n h
B= e 4 1Mo 4 Ee(p, (3.10)
r r r
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where functions v(u) and & (u) satisfy (3.6) and
1 r? 1

f=- (v’k + —h/z) . g=—(r?e+nk).
p o B ( )

To derive a formula for the pressure p(z, r), we consider the steady equations (2.5) and (2.6). Using the formulae
(3.3) D = A(u) — r*y (u) and (3.4) Z = n(u), we transform (2.5) and (2.6) to the form

nu; — Y @), = Po @, — Y @), = P,

which is equivalent to P = F(u) — r>y/(u) where P = p/p + V?/2 and F'(u) = n(u) = Bb(u)/4. Hence we
obtain the following formula for the pressure p:

292

£
p=pF) - — = Lo 0 () + W), (3.11)
up - 2r

A direct substitution of formulae (3.9)—(3.11) in the steady magnetohydrodynamics equations (2.1)—(2.2) proves
that these eight equations for the axially symmetric solutions are reduced to the single equation (3.8) provided that
condition (3.6) holds.

4 Restricted Lie point symmetries and reduction for translationally invariant MHD equilibria
4.1 Explicit formulae for the Lie point symmetries

Let us consider the z-independent (or translationally invariant) solutions to equations of ideal magnetohydrody-
namics in the Cartesian coordinates 7, x, y, z. First we study solutions which depend on three variables ¢, x, y. The
incompressibility equations divV = 0 and div B = 0 imply that the vector fields V and B have the form

V= —vye, +v,e,+ fe,, B=—hye, +he,+ge,, 4.1

where v(t, x,y), f(t,x,y), h(t,x,y) and g(¢, x, y) are some smooth functions. The corresponding vorticity
vector fields are

curl V.= fye, — fre, + ®e;, curlB=g,e, —g.e, + Ve,
where
D =vyy +vyy, V=l +hyy. (4.2)

We will use the notion of the Poisson bracket {F', G} = F\G, — F, G, of two functions F'(t, x, y) and G(¢, x, y).
The x-, y-, and z-components of (2.1) have the form

1 1
Viy + =Dy + ®vy — —Wh, =Py, 4.3)
2 mo
1 1
— -D, + v, — —Vh, =P,, 4.4
Vix + 5 Dy + ®vy P (4.4
1
fi=1{f,v} = —{g, h}, 4.5)
o
where D = f2 — g%/up and P = p/p + V?/2. The compatibility condition for (4.3) and (4.4) is
1
& ={P,v} — —{V, h}. (4.6)
o
The x-, y-, and z-components of the second equation of (2.2) have the form
0 0
—(hy —{h,v}) =0, —(h; —{h,v}) =0, 4.7
ay ox
gl - {ga v}_{fvh} (4'8)
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Restricted Lie point symmetries and reductions for ideal magnetohydrodynamics equilibria 149

The equations of (4.7) mean that h; — {h, v} = c(¢). The solutions to (2.1)—(2.2) are unchanged after the
substitution i —> h + c(¢) with dcq(¢)/dt = c(t). Hence (4.7) is reduced to

hy = {h, v}. 4.9)
Equations (4.6), (4.9) form a closed subsystem that has the form
1
Avf = {AU, U} - _{Ah’ h}’ hl = {hv U}v
up
where A = 92/9x% + 32/9y?. The four equations (4.5), (4.6),(4.8) and (4.9) define completely the solutions which
depend on the three variables 7, x, y.

Remark 6 For time-independent solutions, Eq. (4.7) implies
{h,v} = K = const.

Using formulae (4.1) and Schwarz’ inequality, we find
24 p2
N hi+h N
K| = vy = hyve] < T(v§+v§+ o y) < 25V B up). (4.10)

We consider below only physically meaningful MHD equilibria for which the total kinetic and magnetic energy
in every layer z; < z < z2 is finite:

22 o0

1

E/dz/ /(sz—i-Bz/M)dxdy < const. 4.11)
21 —00

Hence we find that at least for some sequence of x, y —> 0o we have
V2 + B? Jup —> 0.

Therefore the inequalities (4.10) yield that for the physically meaningful MHD equilibria K = 0. Hence the
equation

{h,v}=0 (4.12)
holds. In view of (4.12), the stream function v(x, y) and the flux function A (x, y) are functionally dependent and

hence v = v(u), h = h(u), where u = u(x, y) is a smooth function.

Theorem 2 The steady equations of magnetohydrodynamics have the following Lie point symmetry applicable to
the translationally invariant equilibria satisfying physical condition (4.11). Let vector fields V(x, y) and B(x, y)
(4.1) and pressure p(x, y) satisfy the steady equations (2.1)—(2.2). Let v1 (1) and h1(u) be arbitrary smooth functions
satisfying (2.17). The symmetry transforms the solution V(x, y), B(x, y), p(x, y) into the new solution

V1=%V+(fl_%f)ezv BIZ%B+(g1_IZl_,g)eZ’

(4.13)
pi=Cp+5(CV> = V]) = 5(Cf* = /D) + 5, (Cg*> — gD,
where f1(u) and g1(u) are arbitrary functions of u.
Proof Indeed, Eqgs. (4.5)—(4.8), (4.12) for the steady case take the form
1
{hv U} = 0’ {qD’ U} - —{\I/, h} = 01 (4]4)
P
1
{/. v}—ﬁ{g,h}=0, {g, v} —{f. h} =0. (4.15)

The equation {, v} = hyvy—hyv, = O means that the mapping (x, y) —> (h(x, y), v(x, y)) has zero Jacobian.
Hence its image is a curve I'; in the plane (4, v). Let this curve satisfy an equation such as (2.16). We suppose that
(2.16) is resolved in parametric form 7 = h(u), v = v(u) where i (u) and v(u) are functions of one variable u, and
u = u(x, y) is a function of two variables x and y.
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150 0. Bogoyavlenskij

The second equation of (4.14) has the form
1 1
(v’2 — —h/2) {uer +uyy u} + (z/u” — —h/h”) {(ux)2 + ()%, u} =0. (4.16)
up up

Let us consider another set of functions vi = v{(u), h1 = h1(u) instead of the functions v(u), h(u). It is evident
that the corresponding equation (4.16) is equivalent to the original equation (4.16) if the functions v («#) and &1 (u)
satisfy (2.17).

After substituting v = v(u), h = h(u), Eq. (4.15) takes the form

1
V@ f - ﬁh’(u)g, uy =0, {h'@f—v'wg u}=0.

These two equations imply f = f(u), g = g(u) with arbitrary functions f(u) and g(u), provided that m (1) =
(V' @) — (W' W)*/pp # 0.

Hence we obtain that, if functions v(u), i (u), f (1), g(u) in a steady solution V(x, y), B(x, y) (4.1) are changed to
functions vy (1), h1 (1) and arbitrary functions fi(u), g1 (), then the corresponding vector fields Vi (x, y), B (x, y)
(4.1) form a new solution to the magnetohydrodynamics equations (2.1), (2.2) provided that (2.17) holds. This
transformation has the exact form (4.13) and constitutes the Lie point symmetry for the steady equations (2.1)—
(2.2).

To derive formula (4.13) for the pressure p(x, y), we consider the steady equations (4.3), (4.4). A direct cal-
culation using the formulae (4.2) proves that, if functions v(«) and /(u) are changed to the functions vy (), h1(u)
satisfying (2.17), then Py — D1 /2 = C(P — D/2). Hence formula (4.13) for the pressure p;(x, y) follows. O

Remark 7 Equations (4.1) and (4.12) imply
WV —vB=0f—1Vge,.

Excluding the vector e,, we find that transform (4.13) also has the form
1 1
Vi= %(h/fl -9V + %(vif - V' f1)B, (4.17)

1 1
B, = E(h’gl —hig)V+ %(h’lf —v'g1B,

where k = h' f —v’g. Transform (4.17) is evidently linear with respect to the vectors V and B. Its coefficients depend
on the function u(x, y) and therefore are not constant on magnetic surfaces. Hence the transform (4.13)—(4.17) is
different from the general symmetry transforms for the MHD equilibria [8,9] where coefficients are constant on
magnetic surfaces. Since the magnetic surfaces are not translationally invariant in general, the symmetry transforms
of [8,9] break the translational invariance of the MHD equilibria. Transforms (4.13)—(4.17) do preserve translational
invariance. Note that the determinant of transform (4.17) is not constant since it is equal to

B () f1(u) — vy (u)g1(u)

B () f(u) —v'(u)g(u)
where f1(u), g1(u), f(u) and g(u) are arbitrary functions of function u(x, y). For the symmetry transforms of
[8,9], the corresponding determinant is constant, as well as the determinant (2.32) for the transforms (2.31) for the
axially symmetric equilibria.

4.2 Reduction to the Klein—-Gordon equation

The second equation of (4.14) has the form

[v/(u)d) — Lh’(u)\ll, u] =0.
o
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As above, this equation implies

1
Vu)® — —h W)V = ap(u), (4.18)
wp
where ag(u) is an arbitrary function. Substituting formulae (4.2), we derive the equation
1 1
(v’2 — —h/z) (tex + uyy) + (v/v” - —h’h”) ((u,()2 + (uy)z) = ao(u). (4.19)
o o

Let S; be a segment of the curve I'y (2.16) between two adjacent points u; and u ;41 where m(u;) = 0. We
choose a new parametrization on §; satisfying condition (3.6). Under this condition, Eq. (4.19) is reduced to the
Klein—Gordon equation

Uyx + Uyy = a(u), (4.20)

where a(u) = ag(u)/p is an arbitrary function. Equation (4.20) is well-known in the theory of equilibria of an ideal
incompressible fluid. It describes also purely magnetic plasma equilibria with V = 0.
Any solution to (4.20) defines a solution to the magnetohydrodynamics equations by the formulae

V= _v/(u)uyex + U/(”)”xey + f(we,

4.21
B = —h'(uuye, +h'(wu,e, + gue,, @.21)

where f(u) and g(u) are arbitrary functions and equation (v’ )% = (W (w))? /up = B (3.6) holds.

Using formula (4.18), we transform the steady equations (4.3), (4.4) to the form
ag(wuy = (P — D/2)y, aO(l")uy =(P - D/z)y,
where P = p/p + V2/2 and D = f2(u) — g2(u)/up. Hence we obtain a formula for the pressure p(x, y):
g W)’
2up 2
where F'(u) = Ba(u).

A direct substitution of formulae (4.21)—(4.22) in the magnetohydrodynamics equations (2.1)—(2.2) proves that

these eight equations for the steady and z-independent case are reduced to the single equation (4.20) provided that
condition (3.6) holds.

p 2 2
—=F(u)— )+ W@y)), 4.22
S =Fw (@0 + @) (4.22)

5 Conclusion

For axially symmetric MHD equilibria, we have derived the restricted Lie point symmetries (2.18), (2.27) which
depend on arbitrary functions v («#) and & (u) satisfying (2.17) with an arbitrary parameter C. The symmetries
are applicable to the physically meaningful MHD equilibria with bounded total energy in any layer z1 < z < z2;
see (2.14) and (4.11). For translationally invariant MHD equilibria, the restricted Lie point symmetries have the
form (4.13), (4.17). Applying the symmetries (2.18), (2.27) to the exact plasma equilibria presented in [14,15],
one obtains large families of exact axially symmetric MHD equilibria. We have derived a reduction of eight MHD
equilibrium equations to a single second-order partial differential equation (3.8) for the axially symmetric solutions
and Eq. 4.20 for the translationally invariant ones.

For the future development in the field it would be useful to find the restricted Lie point symmetries for helically
symmetric MHD equilibria and the corresponding reduction of the MHD equilibrium equations to a single partial
differential equation of second order.

The restricted Lie point symmetries derived in this paper are different from the general symmetry transforms
introduced in [7-9]. The latter are applicable to any MHD equilibria and have coefficients that are constant on
magnetic surfaces but depend on a transversal variable and therefore can break the geometric symmetry (axial,
translational or helical) of the equilibria. The transforms (2.18), (2.27) and (4.13), (4.17) preserve the geometric
symmetry of the MHD equilibria.
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