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Implications of turbulence for jetsin core-collapse supernova explosions

Avishai Gilkis' and Noam Soker

ABSTRACT

We show that turbulence in core collapse supernovae (CC®HNiEh has been
shown recently to ease shock revival can also lead to thedfitom of intermittent
thick accretion disks, or accretion belts, around the ndasiyn neutron star (NS). The
accretion morphology is such that two low density funneésfarmed along the polar
directions. The disks then are likely to launch jets with eyiray axis direction, i.e.,
jittering-jets, through the two opposite funnels. The ggerontribution of jets in this
jittering jets mechanism can result in an explosion energy bf,, = 10°! erg, even
without reviving the stalled shock. We strengthen thenitig jets mechanism as a
prominent explosion mechanism of CCSNe.

1. INTRODUCTION

Massive stellar cores undergo catastrophic collapse aditined stage of evolution - this col-
lapse is hypothesized to result in energetic, luminouscstphs termed core-collapse supernovae
(CCSNe). Of the several proposed theoretical explanafionshe explosion mechanism (see
Janka 2012 for a review), the most prominent are neutrinedrexplosions. (Colgate & White
1966) and jet-driven explosions (e.g. LeBlanc & Wilson 19KBokhlov et al! 1999; Lazzati et al.
2012). The most modern neutrino-driven model is the thyggrs old so-called delayed-neutrino
mechanism (Wilson 1985; Bethe & Wilson 1985), while jetvén models have reincarnated in the
jittering-jets mechanism (Papish & Soker 2011, 2012b, 201y}

In the delayed-neutrino mechanism, neutrinos that aretednity the newly formed neutron
star (NS) within a period of ~ 1 s after the core bounce heat the region below the stalled shock
atr =~ 100 — 200 km from the NS. It has been suggested that subsequent nebatog of the
gain region will revive the stalled shock, thereby explagihe star with the observed energy of
Fexp = 1 foe, wherel foe = 10°! erg.

Widely varying outcomes have emerged from increasinglyhstigated multidimensional
simulations of the delayed-neutrino mechanism (e.g., @&thVilson 1985; Burrows & Lattimer
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1985; Burrows et al. 1995; Fryver & Warren 2002; Buras ét 80.2Ott et al. 2008; Marek & Janka
2009; Nordhaus et al. 2010; Brandt et al. 2011; Hanke et 42 2Quroda et al. 2012; Hanke et al.
2012; Mueller et al. 2012; Bruenn et al. 2013; Mueller & Jagkd 4a; Mezzacappa et al. 2014).
Many of these failed to revive the stalled shock while othpeduced tepid explosions with en-
ergies less tham foe. In spherically symmetric calculations (1D), the vast mi&joof progen-
itors cannot even explode (Burrows etlal. 1995; Rampp & J&4&0); Mezzacappa etial. 2001;
Liebendorfer et al. 2005). The explosion of th&) ., progenitor of Nomoto & Hashimato (1988)
in a 1D study with an energy of 3 x 10%° erg is attributed to neutrino-driven wind (Kitaura et al.
2006).

In recent years, the standing accretion-shock instabi®#Sl; e.g., Blondin et al. 2003;
Blondin & Mezzacappa 2007; Fernandez 2010) that appeansaimy two-dimensional axisym-
metric calculations| (Burrows etlal. 1995; Janka & Muelle®@9Buras et al. 2006a,b; Ott et al.
2008;| Marek & Janka 2009) has been studied as a possiblenglrigice for stellar explosions
within the delayed-neutrino mechanism (Rantsiou et al.12fitther suggested the spiral mode
of the SASI as the source of pulsar angular momentum). Howegeent three dimensional
studies gave mixed results (Nordhaus et al. 2010; Janka PR h 2013 Takiwaki et al. 2014;
Dolence et al. 2013; Hanke etial. 2012, 2013; Couch & O’Co0dr; Mezzacappa etal. 2014).
While Nordhaus et al! (2010) and Dolence etial. (2013) foum@sier to revive the stalled shock
in 3D simulations, most studied have found that explosiaesharder to achieve in 3D than
2D (Janka 2013; Couch 2013; Takiwaki et al. 2014; Hanke éGil2, 2013; Couch & O’Connor
2014). Most striking is the comparison of the 2D and 3D resaftthe Oak Ridge group. In
their 2D simulations Bruenn etlal. (2013, 2014) successfidlived the shock with explosion
energy estimates of approximatelyl — 0.8 foe. However, in the newer 3D case presented by
Mezzacappa et al. (2014) the shock radius position is sirtoldheir results of 1D simulations
where no explosion had been obtained. A summary of some s¢ tftedies and an account of the
seemingly successful explosion of Bruenn et al. (2013) sendoy Papish et al. (2015).

Even if the simulations overcome the problem of shock rdyivamost cases of unscaled
simulations the explosion energy is lower than requiredss thanl foe. [Papish & Soker (2012a)
and Papish et al. (2015) argued that there is a generic pnadfiéhe delayed-neutrino mechanism
that prevents it from exploding the star with energies aldoxel0°° erg, and in most cases much
lower.

Recently Couch & Ott (2013), Couch & Ott (2014), and Muelled&kal(2014b) argued that
the effective turbulent ram pressure exerted on the staletk allows shock revival with less
neutrino heating than 1D models. However, Abdikamalov e(28114) found that increasing the
numerical resolution allows cascade of turbulent energynaller scales, and the shock revival
becomes harder to achieve at high numerical resolution. &k ionetheless study the implica-
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tion of the turbulence on the stochastic accretion of angulamentum onto the newly formed
NS. In sectioi 2 we show implications of accretion of matdriam a convective region of the
progenitor star for formation of intermittent thick disk®and the NS, and in sectigh 3 we discuss
the implications of accretion of many convective elemeirtaitaneously. In sectidn 4 we briefly
discuss the stochastic angular momentum in the post-bdurméent core, and summarize.

2. ACCRETION OF ONE CONVECTIVE ELEMENT
2.1. Thin accretion disk

To demonstrate that the turbulent convection required ¥oveethe stalled shock can lead
to intermittent disk formation we consider a progenitorhaén initial main sequence mass of
Myams = 15M,, and solar metallicity ¥ = 0.014). We evolve the star using version 5819 of
the Modules for Experiments in Stellar Astrophysics (ME®Raxton et al. 2011, 2013). Just be-
fore core collapse the velocity of convection in the silitayer, given by the mixing-length theory
(MLT) employed by MESA, has a Mach numberbt. ~ 0.01. However, some studies of realistic
hydrodynamical simulations of convection in stellar irtes show higher convective velocities of
M, ~ 0.1 —0.2 (Bazan & Arnelt 1998; Asida & Arnett 2000). While recentdies (Couch & Ot
2013, 2014; Mueller & Janka 2014b) have shown that initimiditons motivated by these results
alleviate the required neutrino energy for a shock revindghe delayed-neutrino mechanism, we
focus on the implications for stochastic angular momentumhé collapsing material, and subse-
guently the possible formation of accretion disks and jets.

Similarly to|Gilkis & Soker (2014), where the details of thalaulations can be found, we
calculate the variance of the specific angular momentum. $¥erae a random velocify’ =
v, (sin 6 cos ¢, sin @ sin ¢, cos ), whereu,. is the convective speed, with a uniform probability den-
sity in § and (the angles relative to the-axis andz-axis, respectively - although the choice of
axes is inconsequential). The expectation value for theispangular momentum along a specific
direction, here taken to be theaxis, is zero, while the variance is
oS [ x 8(Q) - 272 1

Var(j,) = <jf> = (very) a0 = g(vcrl)Q sin® 6, Q)

wherer; is the original location of the convective cell, afidis the positional latitude from the
z-axis. Averaging over all possible positions gives

_ fd%pl fd@l Sflr;?;l\/ar (]z (el)) _ g(vcrl)Q’ 2)

which is the same foy, andj,. Taking just one component of the angular momentum gives a
slight underestimation for its magnitude, but simplifies tlerivation here, and more so in the next

Var(jz)
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section where we calculate the average angular momentunaoy kells. The average standard
deviation for a single convective element is then
V2

0; =0 (jz) = ?Ucrla (3)

whereu,. (r;) is calculated at the original location of the convectivaredat (cell)r;. The specific
angular momentum of a Keplerian orbit at the NS surface is

Jns = v/ GMysRys, (4)

so that the ratio between the standard deviation of the Bpegigular momentum of a single
convective element (cell) and the minimum required to aetidct accretion from the equatorial
plane is

%055 Mc( () Mys N\ (B NP )
JNs 0.1 ) \5000 km s=1/ \5000 km/ \ 1.4M 25 km ’

wherec, is the sound speed given at (the radius of origin of the convective cell(1. is the
convective Mach number, and typical values for the silicyel of a pre-collapse core have been
inserted. The choice diyg ~ 25 km is due to the protoneutron star (PNS) needing to cool down
before shrinking to estimated radii of observed neutrorssta

We apply equation (5) to a stellar model dfz5\s = 15M,, that we evolve with MESA
just to the point of core collapse. Figlire 1 shows that thehgtstic deviations of specific angular
momentum are close to that of a Keplerian orbit at the NS sarfhis means that some fraction
of the in-falling material has sufficient specific angularmentum to temporarily form accretion
disks around the NS.

2.2. Thick accretion disk

The above derivation is limited to the case of a thin accretiisk - an accretion disk with an
opening angle (where there is no gas) from the angular mamreakis ofd = 90°. The inflowing
gas is in the equatorial plane, i.e., at latitud® ef 90° to the angular momentum axis. If the thick
accretion disk is very close to the NS, we can term it an aiceréielt. This is likely to be the case,
since the intermittent accretion disk will have no time toesjgl outward. For a thick accretion
disk (or a belt) with an opening angte(i.e., the surface of the disk is at an anglérom the
angular momentum axis, and the other side at an ahfjlem the opposite direction of the axis),
the inflowing material on the surface of the disk needs a minmmspecific angular momentum of

jNS (9) = \/GMNSRNS sin 9, (6)
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Fig. 1.— Ratio between the standard deviation of the speaiigular momentum of a single
convective mass element to the specific angular momentunKepberian orbit around a NS with
a radius ofRyg = 25 km (as given in eql]5), as function of original radius of in4fad) material.
The standard deviation is calculated, for duy\s = 15M, stellar model, using the local sound
speed; (r;) and for three different Mach numbers (given in the inset}fi@r convective velocity
at the layer of origin of the convective elemenf)( The values close to unity of this ratio imply
that some mass elements can form a temporary accretionrdigkéthe newly formed NS.
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in order to spiral around the NS surface. It must lose somalangnomentum before being
accreted; this specific angular momentum is onkin 6 times that required for a thin disk. From
equation[(B) we can estimate the probability for an inflowpagcel of gas to be limited to an angle,
from the angular momentum axis, larger tl#ignAs our assumptions constrain the specific angular
momentum of the convective elementsto.r; < j. < v.r;, a beta distribution is appropriate,
(i) (oden)
. Vel Vel

f =) Bla.f) , (7)
wheref(j.) is the probability density function for a convective elemnhave a specific angular
momentum component, o andj are shape parameters determined by the expectation vadue an
variance, and3 (a, 3) is the beta function. An expectation value of zero foand the variance
from equation[(R) giver = § = 7/4. The desired probability function is given by

e -2 | Bof () = 2(1— L, (a. ). @®)

=min(jng sin q,ver;)

where¢ (6,) is the probability that accretion of a convective parcel a$ gvill be limited to an
angle ofr — 6, > 0 > 6,, and/, («, f) is the regularized incomplete beta function with

1 1ivesi
T = min (—Jr—jNSSlne,l). (9)

2 2 w.

The factor 2 in front of the integral (possible with the= 5 symmetry) is for the two sides of the
equatorial plane: betweel and90°, and betweef0° and(180° — 6,,).

This probability for a given anglé, as function of the radius of originp can be calculated
from equationd(8) andl(9) for a given limiting angle We present this in Fid.] 2 for the same stel-
lar model used for Fid.] 1. To better understand the meanig@gf we can examine limiting cases.
If there is no stochastic angular momentum at all, bgy, < jys, thené =2 (1 — I, (o, 5)) =0
for all angles. Namely, the probability for limiting the dads zero as expected since there is no
angular momentum and hence each parcel of gas can in pergphccreted from any direction.
If the angular momentum fluctuations are huge; > jns, thené = 2 (1 — 12 (a,ﬁ)) = 1.
Namely, for all angles the probability for accretion abdwe &ngle is 1, and hence below the angle
is zero. This is true even for= 90°, which implies that the accreted gas is stopped from inflgwin
due to a centrifugal barrier at radii larger than the NS radkurther angular momentum loss in a
viscous disk will allow accretion. Other examples are in¢hption of Fig[ 2.

3. ACCRETION OF MULTIPLE CONVECTIVE ELEMENTS

The accretion of material from a single convective elemsrat simplified case, as in reality
many elements with close radii of origin may undergo acoreét overlapping times. For simul-
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Fig. 2.— The probability for accretion onto the NS to be liaditto an anglé > 6, as a function
of radius of origin of the convective mass element in the caral for three values of the angle
from the angular momentum axds (given in the inset). This is calculated for a convective Mac
number of M. = 0.2 and assuming a beta distribution (€g. 7). For example, mafatling
from r, = 4000 km has a60% probability of having a specific angular momentum limitirngp t
accretion to take place from an angle larger th@hfrom the angular momentum axis. Limitation
tod > 6, = 0 (all lines on the = 0) would imply a spherical accretion flow, since all angles
are allowed — this is the case when there is not no stochastiomat the shell of origin of the
inflowing gas. On the other hand, a valueéot= 1 for all anglesf, implies that the gas has a
specific angular momentum too high to be directly accreted thre NS. A thin accretion disk will
be formed, and accretion will proceed by angular momentusilothe disk. Values & > 0 lead

to the formation of a low density accretion funnel along thgwar momentum axis. The solid
line shows the inwards baryonic mass at each radius of thegi@pse core (refers to the right
axis).
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taneous accretion of multiple convective elements (whiehagsume to have equal masses), with
stochastically varying velocities, the variance of thecipeangular momentum becomes

2
Var(j, n) = 9—N(Mccs'r’l)2, (20)

whereN is the number of convective elements in the shell from whiehrhass is accreted at the
given specific time, ang1.. is the Mach number of the convective cells. This is equai@)mth

a factor of N~! and withM.c, = v.. We get a narrower distribution of the angular momentum for
N > 1; for the beta distribution we assumed in the previous seetie get

IN 1

The numberN can be estimated using the mixing-length (which is proposl to the pressure
scale-height) or from the relevant mode order, such as thssé by Couch & Ott (2013, 2014)
orMueller & Janka!(2014b). For example, Couch & Ott (2013) smusoidal perturbations (their
eq. 1) which directly give us the number of elements in a sh&r example, their equation (1)
would give forn = 3 andn = 5 modes a total ofV = 12 and N = 40, respectively. A rough
estimation using MLT, taking spherical elements with 3izg, = aymirHp (o being the MLT
parameter and{ » the pressure scale height) so that

(12)

gives values ofV ~ 20 — 40 for the region of interest.

As we consider non-rotating stars, the total angular moumns zero. We consider fluc-
tuations in angular momentum, but not only within a shellf @lso between shells. When a
shell has (temporarily) non-zero angular momentum, othels will compensate with angular
momentum axes with other orientations, for a total of zeguéar momentum. Over time an ex-
change of angular momentum takes place between shells [lessvaetween convective elements).
Even for rotating stars, convective regions may give risemnoporary deviations from the angular
momentum dictated by the rotation (hence leading to jittgfets). It is important to note that
Couch & Ott (2013, 2014) and Mueller & Janka (2014b) congdemly fluctuations within each
shell, but the sum of angular momentum was zero in each shah. might explain why they did
not get accretion belts.

As shown in Fig.[B, the inclusion of several convective eletagesults in smaller opening
angles (thicker disks) for the thick disk than in the singéegel presented in Figl] 2. As the
convective region is turbulent and disorderly, this pietaf symmetric accretion is not an accurate
description. The accretion process will be something betwbe parameters of Figl 2 and those
in Fig. 3.
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The meaning of figurel 3 is as follows. If there was no turbuteattcall, then all lines would be
on the¢ = 0 axis, implying that angular momentum does not prevent asyfrgen being accreted
from all angles. However, the turbulence and the resulttogheastic angular momentum of the
accreted mass imply that a substantial fraction of the nsageevented from being accreted from
a direction close to the angular momentum axis (on both ampsisles of the angular momentum
axis). Figuré_B shows, for example, that for mass origimgaitr; = 2000 km, on averag@0% of
the mass cannot be accreted at all from within an angl#ofrom the angular momentum axis
because of a centrifugal barrier. The outcome is the foonaif two low-density opposite funnels
of the in-falling gas along the angular momentum axis. Duth&stochastic nature, the angular
momentum axis is not a constant axis, but rather varies wité;ti.e., it jitters.

4. DISCUSSION AND SUMMARY

We have studied the formation of intermittent accretiorkslisy the collapsing convective
regions of the core in core collapse supernovae (CCSNe)s Sthdy is motivated by the usage
of convective core regions, which might be more vigorousitivat the mixing length theory
(MLT) gives (e.g., Arnett et al. 2009, Viallet et/al. 2013, facilitate the revival of the stalled
shock (Couch & Ott 2013, 2014; Mueller & Janka 2014b).Evethéf stalled shock in CCSNe is
revived, the desired explosion energyfaf,, > 10°! erg is unlikely to be achieved (Papish et al.
2015). The convective regions on the other hand are likelgad to the formation of intermittent
accretion disks that can launch jets (Gilkis & Soker 2014y} tire more likely to explode the star
than the revival of the stalled shock can (Papish & Soker 2014

We here extended our earlier study (Gilkis & Soker 2014) srdssing the formation of a
thick accretion disk (or an accretion belt), and not only ia #ccretion disk, and in referring
specifically to the convection topology used by Couch & OQ12), Couch & Ot1t|(2014), and
Mueller & Jankal(2014b). The ordered structure introducetiése previous works (with zero an-
gular momentum in each shell) is not representative of tHautent flow structure. It likely over-
looks the possibility of angular momentum deviations bemvehells. We considered fluctuations
of angular momentum between shells, not only within sh&lls.found that these between-shells
angular momentum fluctuations can lead to intermittenkthacretion disk (belt) formation.

As evident from Fig.[B the accretion from such a convectigga® forms an accretion belt
(or a thick accretion disk) that leaves a funnel along theupdirections. The general accretion
flow not only leaves two opposite funnels of a very low dendityt around the funnels the gas
is rapidly rotating. The turbulent accretion belt is velely to amplify magnetic fields. This is
similar to the finding of Masada etlal. (2014) of the developtwé turbulence and magnetic field
amplification around a nascent proto-NS. The funnel, rotatand magnetic field amplification
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Fig. 3.— Same as Fid.] 2 but for accretion of a shell withnas= 3 mode (shell withV = 12
“blobs”) using eq. (1) of Couch & Ott (2013), and for diffetdimiting angles. For example,
about40% of the accreted mass from a shell starting;at 3000 km will not be allowed to be
accreted withirl0° from the angular momentum axis (intersection of the the dashed line with
ther, = 3000 km line), and9% of the mass starting at the same shell will not be able to betext
from within 20° from the angular momentum axis (intersection of the gredteddine with the
r; = 3000 km line). The implication is that a low density funnel is formaidng the two opposite

sides of the axis.
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are the ingredients that very likely form jets. The formatad such jets is along the jittering-jets
scenariol(Papish & Soker 2014a,b).

There are some difficulties in relating the stochastic aagoiomentum, clearly present in
the convective region prior to collapse, to the angular muoma of material reaching the newly-
formed compact object. This is because the accreted gastiymesgyh the shock wave moving
through the turbulent region from the shock down to the ndvdgn neutron star (NS) or black
hole (BH). The turbulent region between the stalled shockdown to the newly born NS or BH
might increase or decrease the variance of the specific angudmentum. Multidimensional hy-
drodynamic simulations are required to resolve this gaastiVe here try to estimate the stochastic
specific angular momentum from existing simulations.

Recent studies (e.g., Couch & Ott 2014) have focused on ttelent energy in the gain
region, giving typical values for the mas#,,;, and energy...;, in this turbulent region. We take

2E1turb
;
Mturb

(13)

Vturb =

use equatiori {3) to approximatg,, ~ o, = ?vmrm, and substitute typical values to derive

Juub oo ( B )1/2 ( M )1/2 (-2 ( My )1/2 ( Rs )/
NS 2 x 1099 erg 0.05M;, 150 km/ \ 1.4M 25 km

(14)
This is valid for symmetric as well as turbulent initial camohs, as turbulence around the NS
arises either way (e.d., Mueller & Janka 2014b). Compargqugaéon [(14) with equatio [5) with
the aid of equatiori(10), we find that the case given by equdfid) corresponds to a total num-
ber of convective cells in the accreted layer/of~ 7 — 8. This will give funnels similar (and
even somewhat larger) than those depicted in figlre 3 whigliven for N = 12. This crude
estimate suggests that the passage of the material thrbaghalled shock does not reduce much
the stochastic behavior of the angular momentum.

We summarize by restating our main finding that the pre-psbaurbulence structures intro-
duce by Couch & Ott (2013, 2014) and Mueller & Janka (2014b3ttikely lead to the formation
of intermittent accretion disks. These in turn are likelyaonched jets that play a much more im-
portant role in exploding the the star than the extra presstithe turbulent motion on the stalled
shock region.

This research was supported by the Asher Fund for Space iRbsgahe Technion.
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