arXiv:2012.05386v2 [astro-ph.HE] 25 Mar 2021

What Determines Unique Spectra of Super-Eddington Accretors?: Origin of Optically Thick and Low Temperature Coronae in Super-Eddington Accretion Flows

Norita KAWANAKA^{1,2} and Shin MINESHIGE^1

1Department of Astronomy, Kyoto University, Kitashirakawa-Oiwake-cho, Sakyo-ku, Kyoto 606-8502, Japan 2Hakubi Center, Kyoto University, Yoshida-Honmachi, Sakyo-ku, Kyoto 606-8501, Japan

∗E-mail: norita@kusastro.kyoto-u.ac.jp

Received ; Accepted

Abstract

Existence of relatively cool (k_B T <∼10 keV) and optically thick (τ >∼3) coronae are inferred above super-Eddington accretion flow such as ultraluminous X-ray sources (ULXs), GRS 1915+105, and narrow-line Seyfert 1 galaxies (NLS1), which contrasts the cases in sub-Eddington accretion flows, which are associated with coronae with k_B T ∼ 100 keV and τ ∼ 1. To understand their physical origin, we investigate the emission properties of the corona which is formed by the gas blown off the super-Eddington inner disk by radiation pressure. We assume that the corona is heated by the reconnection of magnetic loops emerged from the underlying disk. We show that this radiation pressure driven wind can act as an optically thick corona which upscatters thermal soft photons from the underlying disk, and that with a reasonable parameter set we can theoretically reproduce the coronal optical depth and temperature which are inferred by spectral fittings of observational data. By contrast, the coronal optical depth cannot be so high in sub-Eddington cases, since the coronal material is supplied from the disk via evaporation and there is a maximum limit on the evaporation rate. We support that the low temperature, optically thick Comptonization should be a key signature of super-Eddington accretion flow.

Key words: accretion, accretion disks — black hole physics — radiative transfer – X-rays: general

1 Introduction

Recently, the existence of super-Eddington (or supercritical) accretion flows onto black holes have been investigated from both observational and theoretical points of view (see, e.g., Kato et al. 2008). For example, ultraluminous X-ray sources (ULXs) are very bright X-ray sources whose X-ray luminosity is much larger than the Eddington luminosity of a stellar-mass black holes L_X >∼ 10^{39}erg s^{−1}, and two possibilities have been presented to account for ULXs: sub-Eddington accretion onto an intermediate mass black hole (IMBHs; Colbert & Mushotzky 1999; Makishima et al. 2000; Miller et al. 2003; Miller et al. 2004; Cropper et al. 2004) and super-Eddington accretion onto a stellar-mass black hole (Watarai et al. 2001; King et al. 2001; Poutanen et al. 2007). In fact, some studies show that their spectral features can be well explained by the model with super-Eddington accretion flows (Ebisawa et al. 2003; Okajima et al. 2006; Tsunoda et al. 2006; Vierdayanti et al. 2006; Vierdayanti et al. 2008; Gladstone et al. 2009; Kawashima et al. 2012; Sutton et al. 2013; Liu et al. 2013). In addition, Narrow-Line Seyfert 1 galaxies (NLS1s) are considered to harbor a black hole with a super- Eddington accretion flow (e.g. Zhou & Wang 1999; Mineshige et al. 2000; Collin & Kawaguchi 2004; Jin et al. 2017). As for Galactic X-ray sources, some microquasars (e.g. GRS 1915+105; Done et al. 2004; Done et al. 2007; Vierdayanti et al. 2010b) are the candidates of super-Eddington accreting black holes. The detailed observational data of these sources would help us interpret comprehensively the behavior of super-Eddington accretion flows.

Despite extensive spectral analyses of potential super-Eddington sources the presence of super-Eddington accretion flow is still a controversial issue, since there is no good theory to predict its firm observational signatures. We definitely need information of black hole masses. One exceptional case is GRS 1915+105, for which the black hole mass is known to be 14 ± 4M_⊙ (Greiner et al. 2001). This is the best target in our Galaxy to study high luminosity states of accretion (Done et al. 2007). The other exceptional cases are ULX pulsars, whose central objects are accreting neutron stars and thus less massive than 3M_⊙. To explain their luminosities (>∼ 10^{40} erg s^{−1}) super-Eddington accretion is required, and eight ULX pulsars have been discovered so far (Bachetti et al. 2014; Fürst et al. 2016; Israel et al. 2017; Israel et al. 2017; Carpano et al. 2018; Wilson-Hodge et al. 2018; Rodríguez 2

Castillo et al. 2020; Sathyaprakash et al. 2019; Chandra et al. 2020).

As for the theoretical approach, simple analytical or semi-analytical modeling have been attempted under one-zone approximation (e.g. Shakura & Sunyaev 1973; Abramowicz et al. 1988; Honma et al. 1991; Poutanen et al. 2007). To study the gas dynamics of super-Eddington accretion flow, global, multi-dimensional, radiation-hydrodynamic (RHD) simulations are indispensable. Such simulations have been attempted by several authors (Eggum et al. 1988; Okuda 2002; Okuda et al. 2005; Ohsuga et al. 2005). Especially Ohsuga et al. (2005) performed large simulation box, longterm RHD simulations of super-Eddington accretion flows for the first time, and have demonstrated that super-Eddington accretion onto a black hole in a quasi-steady fashion is feasible. Moreover, they have shown that such super-Eddington disks naturally give rise to high-velocity (v ∼ 0.1 − 0.2c) outflows driven by radiation pressure^1. Importantly, there is no upper limit to the mass accretion rate to a black hole nor to the mass outflow rate; the mass accretion rate and outflow rate are roughly in proportion to the mass supply rate (Ohsuga 2007). Note, however, these studies adopted the α-prescription for the viscosity in the accretion flows. This shortcoming was improved by Ohsuga et al. (2009), who have presented for the first time global two-dimensional radiative magnetohydrodynamic simulations of black hole accretion flows following the angular momentum transports via the magnetic torque, and these simulations have also shown the existence of the high-velocity disk outflows driven by radiation-pressure force in super-Eddington accretion flows (see also Ohsuga & Mineshige 2011).

The outflow associated with a super-Eddington accretion flow may be optically-thick with respect of Thomson scattering for sufficiently high Ṁ > L_{Edd}/c^2, where L_{Edd} is the Eddington luminosity, and electrons in it would Compton-upscatter soft photons from the underlying accretion flow. The plasma surrounding an accretion disk and upscattering soft photons from the disk is called a corona and is considered to exist universally in accretion disks associated with AGNs and X-ray binaries that are emitting hard X-rays (Bisnovatyi-Kogan & Blinnikov 1976; Bisnovatyi-Kogan & Blinnikov 1977; Sunyaev & Truemper 1979), and its temperature is supposed to be k_BT ∼ 100 keV as a result of energy dissipation of magnetic fields amplified in the accretion disk (Haardt & Maraschi 1991). Kawashima et al. (2009) showed by the RHD simulation that the Compton y parameter of the radiation pressure-driven outflow from a super-Eddington accretion flow is around unity. That is, occurrence of significant Comptonization was expected. Later, Kawashima et al. (2012) calculated the radiation spectra of super-Eddington accretion flows using a Monte Carlo method and showed that the radiation pressure-driven outflow acts as a corona above the disk and should Compton upscatters soft photons from the underlying disk, thereby modifying the X-ray spectra from super-Eddington accretion flows (see Kitaki et al. 2017 for a more recent work). On the other hand, Gladstone et

1 Note that the possibility of such super-Eddington outflows was already suggested by Shakura & Sunyaev (1973). 3 al. (2009) did the observational studies about ULXs and found that most of their X-ray spectra can be fitted well with the thermal component being Compton upscattered by relatively low-temperature (k_BT <∼ 10keV) and optically-thick (τ_{sc} >∼ 3) plasma. Similar spectral fitting is also performed for other ULXs (Yoshida et al. 2013; Shidatsu et al. 2017) and for GRS 1915+105 (Vierdayanti et al. 2010b), whose mass accretion rate is considered to be super- or near-Eddington as stated above, and for NLS1s (Idogaki et al. 2018). Therefore, these facts support the supercritical accretion flow model for ULXs. However, the physical interpretation of those low temperature and large optically depth of that corona has not been described so far.

In this study, we investigate the basic properties of outflowing coronae in supercritical accretion flows with a simple, semi-analytical model. Especially we aim at understanding the physical reason for the low temperature and large optical depth of coronae associated with some ULXs, microquasars, and NLS1s. It is obvious that the scattering optical depth can be higher for larger mass outflow rates, though it remains a question how and why electron temperatures should be low. In the present study we raise the following questions; why electron temperatures tend to be low in the outflowing coronae from supercritical accretion flows; why τ of the outflowing corona cannot be so high in subcritical flows. We discuss these issues from the viewpoint of energy balance in the outflowing corona. In our calculation we take into account the heating due to magnetic reconnections and cooling due to inverse Compton scatterings in radiation pressure-driven outflows in a simple and self-consistent manner.

2 Model

In the present paper, we apply the basic concept of the magnetic reconnection heated corona model by Haardt & Maraschi (1991) to the case of super-Eddington accretors. The big distinction lies in that disk coronae are formed not via evaporation of disk gas but by radiation-pressure driven outflow.

2.1 Coronal Density

We consider a super-Eddington accretor with Ṁ > L_{Edd}/(ηc^2), where η ∼ 0.1 is the radiation efficiency. Emergence of a strong disk wind is expected from the innermost region of the supercritical disk, being driven by radiation-pressure force by the disk (Eggum et al. 1988). Due to this mass loss process, the mass accretion rate in the disk is effectively suppressed, and generally depends on the radius. It is often assumed that the local accretion rate in an outflowing accretion disk varies as a power law in radius, 4

Ṁ(r) =

Ṁ_0 r > r_{crit} Ṁ_0 (_r r_{crit} )_s r ≤ r_{crit}. (1) Here s is a constant less than unity and the critical radius r_{crit} is determined as (Ohsuga et al. 2005)

r_{crit} =

3Ṁ_0c^2 4L_{Edd} r_S, (2)

where r_S = 2GM_{BH}/c^2 is the Schwarzschild radius, and Ṁ_0 is the mass accretion rate at the outer edge. Assuming that the wind velocity is on the same order of the escape velocity v_{esc} = (2GM_{BH}/r)^{1/2}, the coronal density distribution n_{cor}(r) should satisfy

m_pn_{cor}v_{esc}4πrdr = dṀ(r), (3)

which gives

n_{cor}(r) = s 4πm_prv_{esc} Ṁ(r) r , (4)

where m_p is the proton mass. The scattering optical depth of an outflowing corona can be obtained as

τ_{cor}(r) = n_{cor}(r)σ_T ℓ_{cor}, (5)

where ℓ_{cor} is the scale height of the outflowing corona, which will be given in the following section.

2.2 Optical Depth and Temperature of a Corona

In this subsection, we present the heating process for the outflowing corona above a supercritical accretion disk. In the context of a subcritical accretion flow, Haardt & Maraschi (1991) proposed a corona model in which the corona is heated by the reconnection of magnetic loops emerging from the rotating disk, and here we discuss the energy balance of an outflowing corona following their idea. As for the strength of magnetic field, here we assume that its energy density in the disk is the constant fraction of the radiation energy density in the disk. Then the magnetic field in the disk can be determined by

B^2 8π ≈ η_B · max ( aT^4_{disk}, ṀΩ 2πrα ) , (6)

where η_B <1 is a parameter which should be given from the results of radiative magnetohydrodynamic simulations (e.g. Ohsuga & Mineshige 2011) in the following discussion. Here aT^4_{eff} and^{ṀΩ}_{2πrα} are the radiation pressure and gas pressure (Kawanaka et al. 2013). Here T_{disk} is the temperature at the equatorial plane, which is given from the standard model of a radiation pressure-dominated disk (Shakura & Sunyaev 1973) as

T_{disk} = 2.1 × 10^7K(α_{−1}M_{BH,1})^{−1/4} r^{−3/8}_1 , (7) 5 where M_{BH,1} = M_{BH}/10M_⊙, α = 10^{−1}α_{−1} is the viscous paramter, and r = 10r_Sr_1 is the radial distance from a black hole. We note that this temperature is independent of the mass accretion rate. Then we can estimate the magnetic field strength in the case with a radiation-pressure dominated disk:

B ≈ 1.9 × 10^7 Gauss η^{1/2}_{B,−2}α^{−1/2}_{−1} M^{−1/2}_{BH,1} r^{−3/4}_1 , (8)

where η_{B,−2} = η_B /10^{−2}.

Following Liu et al. (2002b), we assume that the energy equilibrium of the outflowing corona is established between the magnetic reconnection heating and the inverse Compton cooling. The vertical scale height of an outflowing corona is determined by the loop length of the magnetic field emerged from the underlying disk, ℓ_{loop}. Here we assume that ℓ_{loop} has the same order as the radial position of the spot where the magnetic loop emerged: ℓ_{loop} ≃ r. In the innermost region, however, the loop should remain long enough due to the existence of a funnel structure in the outflow (Kitaki et al. 2017), and so we set the floor value of the loop length as ℓ_{loop} = max(r, 10r_S). In addition, we should take into account the fact that the corona above the super-Eddington flow is not static but is upwardly moving. Photons can escape the outflowing corona when their diffusion timescale, ℓ_{cor}τ_{cor}/c, is shorter than the escape timescale for the corona, ℓ_{cor}/v_{esc}, which gives the lower limit for the scale height of the corona as

ℓ_{cor,lim} ≈ c v_{esc}n_{cor}σ_T

. (9)

Hereafter we estimate the coronal scale height as ℓ_{cor} ≈ min(ℓ_{cor,lim},ℓ_{loop}).

Then the coronal heating rate per unit surface area due to magnetic reconnection can be described as

Q^+ =

B^2 4π V_R · ℓ_{cor} ℓ_{loop}

, (10)

where V_R is the speed of energy dissipation via magnetic reconnection. Here we simply assume that V_R = min(V_A,c) where V_A = B/(4πn_{cor}m_p)^{1/2} is the Alfvén velocity. On the other hand, the coronal cooling is dominated by inverse Compton scattering of seed photon field supplied from the underlying disk:

Q^− =

4k_B(T_{cor} − T_{rad}) m_ec^2 cU_{rad} · max(τ_{cor},τ^2_{cor}), (11)

where U_{rad} is the energy density of the soft photon field to be Comptonized in the corona (Rybicki & Lightman 1979). Here we take into consideration that the temperature of coronal electrons T_{cor} may not be much higher than that of soft photon field, T_{rad} = (U_{rad}/a)^{1/4}, and that we cannot neglect the term 4k_BT_{rad} in the numerator of the right-hand side. Since the radiation energy density from a super-Eddington accretion flow is limited by the local Eddington flux, we can assume the soft photon 6 field emitted intrinsically from the underlying disk as

U_{rad,intr} =

L_{Edd} 4πr^2c ≃ 3.7 × 10^{12} erg cm^{−3}M^{−1}_{BH,1}r^{−2}_1 . (12) As the soft photon field, we should also take into account the reprocessed radiation, U_{rad,re}, that originates from the backward Compton scattering in the corona,

U_{rad,re} = F_{cor,irr}/c, (13) where F_{c,irr} is the irradiation flux from the corona onto the underlying disk. Here the disk albedo is assumed to be unity. The soft photon field is reevaluated as U_{rad} = U_{rad,intr} +U_{rad,re}, which should have the Planck distribution. By solving Q^+ = Q^− at each radius, we can evaluate the radial distribution of coronal temperature. We should note that F_{c,irr} can be obtained only after solving the radiation transfer inside the corona by Monte Carlo simulations (see Sec.3.1) for a calculated temporal temperature distribution of the corona. Therefore, to obtain the coronal temperature distribution consistently, we should repeat performing Monte Carlo simulations and updating the coronal temperature until it converges.

Let us estimate the typical optical depth of the wind corona in our model. Here we adopt s = 0.15, which is implied by recent radiative hydrodynamic simulations of super-Eddington accretion flows Kitaki et al. (2018). The coronal density as a function of radius, black hole mass, and mass accretion rate can be then evaluated as

n_{cor}(r) ≃ 1.2 × 10^{17} cm^{−3}r^{−1.35}_1 M^{−1}_{BH,1}Ṁ^{0.85}_1 , (14) where Ṁ_1 = Ṁ_0/(10Ṁ_{Edd}), and Ṁ_{Edd} = L_{Edd}/ηc^2 is the Eddington accretion rate, where η = 0.1 is the radiation efficiency. The optical depth can be then described as

τ_{cor} ≃ 2.4r^{−0.35}_1 Ṁ^{0.85}_1 ( ℓ_{cor} r ) , (15)

which can be larger than unity when the mass accretion rate is well above the Eddington value. This is consistent with the observations of ULXs and other super-Eddington accreting black holes.

3 Results 3.1 Coronal Structure

In our model, soft thermal photons are emitted from an optically-thick disk, and some of them are Compton upscattered by hot electrons in the outflowing corona lying above the disk. As a result, the radiation spectrum emerged from such a system would have a hard component in addition to the thermal component originating from a disk.

We use Monte Carlo simulations to calculate the radiation spectrum expected from our model 7 of a wind-fed disk corona, based on the prescription presented in Pozdnyakov et al. (1977). As mentioned in the previous subsection, the coronal temperature distribution and radiation spectrum are obtained iteratively. First, we assume at each radius the seed photon field, U_{rad} as blackbody radiation whose energy density is given by Eq.(12). Second, we compute the coronal temperature and optical depth at that radius as described in the previous section. Third, we solve the radiation transfer in a corona by Monte Carlo simulations. Here we adopt the vertically one-zone approximation for the corona at each radius. Especially, we take into account the bulk motion of a corona, whose upward velocity is given by the escape velocity at that radius. Fourth, we obtain the downward flux from the corona (i.e., the irradiation flux onto the underlying disk, F_{cor,irr}), and evaluate the reprocessed photon field by Eq.(13). Fifth, we compare the reprocessed photon field, U_{rad,re}, and the photon field used in the simulations, U_{rad}. If the former is comparable to or larger than the latter, we should reevaluate the soft photon field as U_{rad} = U_{rad,intr} + U_{rad,re}, and go back to the second step to perform the Monte Carlo simulations with renewed coronal temperature. If the former is much smaller than the latter at each radius, we regard that the consistent solution is obtained, and compute the radiation luminosity by integrating the energy spectra of photons emerged from the upper boundary of coronae for all radii.

Fig. 1 depicts the temperature of the outflowing corona as a function of radius. We can see that the coronal temperatures is roughly several tens of keV, and we see a tendency that the higher the mass accretion rate is, the cooler becomes the coronal temperature. Note that the outflow (corona) solution exists only in the inner regions, and that the higher the accretion rate is, the larger becomes the cutoff radius.

We see several breaks in the slope of each curve (see the arrows with numbers attached to the curve of Ṁ = 10Ṁ_{Edd}). In the innermost region (i.e., inside the point (1) for Ṁ = 10Ṁ_{Edd}), the coronal scale height is determined by the diffusion length of a photon within the dynamical timescale, ℓ_{cor,lim} (see Eq. 9). At the break point (1), ℓ_{cor,lim} is equal to the loop length, ℓ_{loop} = 10r_S, and the coronal scale height is determined as ℓ_{cor} = ℓ_{loop} = 10r_S in the region between the points (1) and (2). The magnetic loop length is switched from 10r_S to r at the break point (2), and the coronal scale height is determined as ℓ_{cor} = ℓ_{loop} = r in the region between the points (2) and (3). Finally, the break point (3) corresponds to the radius where the radiation pressure is equal to the gas pressure: outside this point the radiation pressure would dominate over the gas pressure.

Fig. 2 depicts the scattering optical depth of the outflowing corona as a function of radius. In the innermost region, the coronal optical depth increases with radius as ∝ r^{1/2}. This dependence can be explained in the following way: in the innermost region, as shown above, the scale height of the outflowing corona is determined as ℓ_{cor,lim} in Eq. 9. Therefore, the optical depth is evaluated as n_{cor}σ_T ℓ_{cor,lim} ≈ c/v_{esc} ∝ r^{1/2}. Note that this value is independent of the mass accretion rate, which can 8

Fig. 1. Coronal temperatures as functions of radius for different accretion rates. The black hole mass is fixed as M_{BH} = 10M_⊙ . The breaks in the plot of Ṁ = 10Ṁ_{Edd} are indicated with arrows: the breaks (1), (2), and (3) correspond to the radii where the loop length ℓ_{loop} = 10r_S is equal to ℓ_{cor,lim}, where

the loop length ℓ_{loop} = 10r_S is equal to r (i.e., r = 10r_S), and where the gas pressure Ṁ Ω/(2πrα) is equal to the radiation pressure aT^4_{disk} in the disk, respectively.

also be seen in Fig. 1. The optical depth peaks at the point (2) where the loop length ℓ_{loop} is equal to ℓ_{cor,lim}. In the region between (1) and (2), except the case of Ṁ = 50Ṁ_{Edd}, τ_{cor} decreases with radius steeply, ∝ r^{s−3/2}, because the coronal scale height is evaluated as ℓ_{cor} = ℓ_{loop} = 10r_S in this region. In the outermost region, since ℓ_{cor} = r, τ_{cor} decreases with radius shallowly, ∝ r^{s−1/2}. When the mass accretion rate is large enough, ℓ_{cor,lim} is always smaller than the floor value of the scale height, 10r_S, the middle region disappears. In contrast with the case of sub-Eddinton accretion, where the coronal optical depth is around unity, the peak value of the optical depth of outflowing corona is larger than unity, 1 <∼ τ_{cor} <∼ 10.

Fig. 3 depicts the Compton y-parameter of the outflowing corona as a function of radius. We can see that in the inner region where the outflowing corona is sufficiently optically-thick, the y-parameter is the order of unity, which is similar to the case of sub-Eddington accretion flows.

We should note that the energy conservation is not violated in our model. Fig. 4 depicts the fraction of disk energy, 3GM_{BH}Ṁ/(8πr^3), which is dissipated in the corona via magnetic reconnection for various accretion rates, assuming η_B = 7.5 × 10^{−3}. We can see that the ratio never exceeds unity at any accretion rate and radius, which means that the energy conservation is not violated in the calculations. Note that this fraction should be around unity throughout the corona in the case of sub-Eddinton accretion (Haardt & Maraschi 1991; Liu et al. 2002b). 9

Fig. 2. Scattering optical depths of the corona as functions of radius for different accretion rates. The black hole mass is fixed as M_{BH} = 10M_⊙. The explanations of the breaks (1) and (2) in the plot of Ṁ = 10Ṁ_{Edd} are the same as those in Fig. 1.

Fig. 3. Compton-y parameters of the corona as functions of radius for different accretion rates. The black hole mass is fixed as M_{BH} = 10M_⊙ .

Fig. 4. The fraction of disk energy which is dissipated in the corona via magnetic reconnection as functions of radius for various accretion rates. All the ratios

do not exceed unity.

3.2 Radiation Spectra

Figure 5 depicts the results of the Monte Carlo simulations for the radiation spectra expected from our corona model for different mass accretion rates. First, we can see that each of the computed spectra consists of a soft thermal component whose peak frequency is ∼ 10^{17.4} Hz (∼ 1 keV), and a hard Comptonized component whose frequency ranges up to ∼ 10^{18.5−19.5} Hz (∼ 10 − 100 keV). We can also see that the peak energy and cutoff energy of the Comptonized component get lower with higher accretion rate. When the mass accretion rate is >∼ 5Ṁ_{Edd}, especially, the Comptonized component merges with the soft thermal component, and the spectrum has a broadened peak. Such a feature is consistent with what is seen in the so-called broadened disk state (Kaaret et al. 2017).

4 Discussion

4.1 Origin of an optically-thick corona

According to the spectral analyses for BH objects suspected to harbor supercritical accretion flows done in the past studies (Gladstone et al. 2009; Vierdayanti et al. 2010a; Shidatsu et al. 2017; Idogaki et al. 2018), their X-ray spectra can be fitted by a thermal component and a hard X-ray component that are supposed to come from an optically-thick accretion disk and a hot corona surrounding the disk, respectively. However, the corona assumed in these studies is cool (k_B T <∼ 10 keV) and optically thick (τ_e >∼ 3) compared to the corona assumed in fitting the spectra of BH objects with subcritical accretion flows. 11

Fig. 5. Radiation spectra from super-Eddington accretion flows with wind-fed coronae for different mass accretion rates. The parameters are (M_{BH},α,η_B ) =

(10M_⊙ , 0.1, 0.015)

Although the formation process of corona is still unclear even in the case with subcritical accretion flows, it is often considered that the corona is build up by the evaporation of the underlying disk due to the vertical heat conduction from a hot corona to a cool disk (Meyer & Meyer-Hofmeister 1994; Meyer et al. 2000; Różańska & Czerny 2000; Liu et al. 2002a; Liu et al. 2002b; Mayer & Pringle 2007). In the model proposed by Liu et al. 2002b, they discuss the structure of a corona that is heated by the reconnection of magnetic fields emerged from the underlying disk. By analogy with the solar corona (Yokoyama & Shibata 2001), they consider the chromospheric evaporation at the interface of a cool disk and a corona. When the conduction flux from a corona heats up some of the chromospheric plasma into the magnetic tube, the density of a corona is determined by the energy balance at the interface, described as the equation of

k_0T^{7/2}_c l ≈ γ γ − 1 nk_B T_c ( k_B T_c m_H )_{1/2} , (16)

where k_0 ≈ 10^{−6} erg cm^{−1} s^{−1} K^{−7/2}, γ = 5/3, and l is the length of the magnetic tube. Combining this equation with the energy balance in the corona (i.e., Q^+ in Eq.10 is equal to Q^− in Eq.11), one can derive the density and temperature of a corona as functions of radius, black hole mass, and mass accretion rate. Especially, the scattering optical depth of a corona derived in their model is limited below unity (see their Fig. 1) on the contrary to our outflowing corona model. This can be explained in the following way.

In the evaporation scenario, the plasma supply rate to the corona would be higher when the coronal temperature is higher. However, when the corona becomes too dense and too optically thick 12 with respect to electron scattering, due to the inverse Compton cooling, its temperature cannot be too high, which would regulate the evaporation rate at the interface between the corona and disk. In the outflowing corona model, by contrast, the coronal plasma is supplied from the disk wind, whose efficiency is mainly determined by the radiation pressure inside the disk and the effect of the thermal conduction is subdominant. Therefore, the scattering optical depth of the corona in our model is not limited to below unity as in the evaporation scenario.

Since the escape velocity in the innermost region is up to ∼ a few ten % of the speed of light, the outflowing corona there is also assumed to have relativistic speed. In such a case, the scattering optical depth of the outflowing corona τ_{cor} should be modified by a factor of γ(1 − β cos θ), where β = v_{esc}/c, γ = (1 − β^2)^{−1/2}, and θ is the angle between the velocity of the outflowing corona and the line of sight (Abramowicz et al. 1991). However, in the realistic case, the outflow is accelerated gradually and reaches the relativistic speed only when it goes up to reach the height, z ∼ r, which is on the order of the scale height of the corona. Therefore, the modification to the coronal optical depth would be rather subtle, and so our main conclusions would not be altered.

To fully check the energy balance one should evaluate the radiation flux and kinetic energy flux of the outflowing corona originating from the locally liberated energy in the underlying disk per unit surface area. However, since photons generated inside the accretion flow would be significantly trapped and advected inward in the case with super-Eddington accretion, it is not straightforward to check if the results are consistent energetically only from the distributions of radiation flux. In our calculations, moreover, the radiation flux from the underlying disk is dominated by reprocesses photons, whose energy originally comes from the magnetic energy dissipated to heat the corona. As for the outflow, the amount of ejected material is much smaller than that of accreted material because we assume Ṁ ∝ r^s where s = 0.15, which is inferred from the latest radiation hydrodynamical simulations(Kitaki et al. 2018). Therefore, the kinetic energy flux of the outflow is negligible compared to the energy liberated in the disk.

4.2 Radiation spectra

In each radiation spectrum shown in Figure 5, the hard component (i.e., Compton upscattered component) is less energetic than the thermal component. Such spectra are seen in some ULXs (e.g., NGC 5204 X-1, NGC 4559 X-1, NGC 5408 X-1 etc.; Gladstone et al. 2009). However, some ULXs (e.g., IC 342 X-1; Shidatsu et al. 2017) and other BHs (e.g., GRS 1915+105; Vierdayanti et al. 2010b) with supercritical accretion flows show radiation spectra that are dominated by a hard component, and such spectra cannot be reproduced in our model as it is, because the corona is not so hot in the inner region, 13 where most of seed photons are emerged from the disk. However, if we take into account the radial motion of the outflowing corona, we would have different results. Actually, the outflowing corona would suffer from the centrifugal force and be expected to move radially outward. In such a case, the whole corona would be more optically thick and as a result, the corona would be cooled down to lower temperature via efficient inverse Compton scattering.

Another effect that may produce a hard component in the spectrum is the formation of the funnel wall. The radiation-hydrodynamic simulations of supercritical accretion flows done in Kitaki et al. (2017) show that the collision between the inflowing material and the funnel wall (i.e., the lowdensity region near the polar axis) produces overheated regions whose temperature is up to ∼ 10^8 K in the vicinity of a black hole, and that significant amount of hard photons are produced there. This is beyond the scope of the simple analysis made in this paper.

5 Summary

We construct a simple model of an outflowing corona formed in a black hole accretion flow whose mass accretion rate is comparable to or above the Eddington value. In this model, the coronal plasma is fed by the radiation pressure-driven wind from an underlying disk, and heated by the reconnection of magnetic loops emerged from the disk. By solving the energy equation of this wind-fed corona taking into account the cooling due to the Compton scattering of soft photons emitted from a disk, we found that the coronal temperature is relatively low (k_B T_c ∼ 10 keV), and that the coronal optical depth is relatively large (τ_c >∼ 3) compared to the corona expected in subcritical accretion flows, which is independent of the black hole mass. The existence of such a cool and optically-thick corona has been inferred from the spectral fitting of GRS 1915+105, some ULXs, and some NLS1s. We calculate the radiation spectra emerged from this corona by Monte Carlo simulations, and show that the spectral features of these sources are qualitatively reproduced in our corona model. Since such an opticallythick corona is not likely to be formed in a subcritical accretion flow, where the coronal plasma is fed by the chromospheric evaporation driven by the heat conduction from a hot corona to a cool disk, because when the corona becomes dense and optically-thick, it would be efficiently cooled via inverse Compton scattering, which would suppress the chromospheric evaporation. Since the corona in our model is fed by the disk wind that is driven by the radiation pressure in the disk, it can avoid such a regulation process and can be sufficiently optically-thick. Our results support that the cool and optically-thick coronae whose existence is inferred from the X-ray spectra observed in some ULXs, microquasars, and NLS1 are the key signature of supercritical accretion flows.

We appreciate the anonymous referee for his/her helpful comments and suggestions. This 14 work is supported in part by JSPS KAKENHI Grant Number, 20K04026 (S. M.). N.K. is supported by the Hakubi project at Kyoto University.

References Abramowicz, M. A., Czerny, B., Lasota, J. P. & Szuszkiewicz, E. 1988, ApJ, 332, 646 Abramowicz, M. A., Novikov, I. D., & Paczynski, B. 1991, ApJ, 369, 175. doi:10.1086/169748 Bachetti, M., Harrison, F. A., Walton, D. J., et al. 2014, Nature, 514, 202. doi:10.1038/nature13791 Bisnovatyi-Kogan, G. S. & Blinnikov, S. I. 1976, Soviet Astronomy Letters, 2, 191 Bisnovatyi-Kogan, G. S. & Blinnikov, S. I. 1977, A&A, 59, 111 Carpano, S., Haberl, F., Maitra, C., et al. 2018, MNRAS, 476, L45. doi:10.1093/mnrasl/sly030 Chandra, A. D., Roy, J., Agrawal, P. C., et al. 2020, MNRAS, 495, 2664. doi:10.1093/mnras/staa1041 Colbert, E. J. M. & Mushotzky, R. F. 1999, ApJ, 519, 89 Collin, S. & Kawaguchi, T. 2004, A& A, 426, 797 Cropper, M., Soria, R., Mushotzky, R. F., Wu, K., Markwardt, C. B. & Pakull, M. 2004, MNRAS, 349, 39 Done, C., Wardziński, G. & Gierliński, M. 2004, MNRAS, 349, 393 Done, C., Gierlinski, M. & Kubota, A. 2007, A&ARv 15, 1 Ebisawa, K., Zycki, P., Kubota, A., Mizuno, T. & Watarai, K. 2003, ApJ, 597, 780 Eggum, G. E., Coroniti, F. V. & Katz, J. I. 1988, ApJ, 330, 142 Fürst, F., Walton, D. J., Harrison, F. A., et al. 2016, ApJL, 831, L14. doi:10.3847/2041-8205/831/2/L14 Gladstone, J., Roberts, T. P. & Done, C. 2009, MNRAS, 397, 1836 Greiner, J., Cuby, J. G. & McCaughrean, M. J. 2001, Nature, 414, 522 Haardt, F. & Maraschi, L. 1991, ApJ, 380, L51 Honma, F., Kato, S. & Matsumoto, R. 1991, PASJ, 43, 147 Idogaki, H. H., Ohmura, S., Takahashi, H., et al. 2018, arXiv e-prints, arXiv:1805.11314 Israel, G. L., Belfiore, A., Stella, L., et al. 2017, Science, 355, 817. doi:10.1126/science.aai8635 Israel, G. L., Papitto, A., Esposito, P., et al. 2017, MNRAS, 466, L48. doi:10.1093/mnrasl/slw218 Jin, C., Done, C., Ward, M., et al. 2017, MNRAS, 471, 706 Kaaret, P., Feng, H., & Roberts, T. P. 2017, ARA&A, 55, 303 Kato, S., Fukue, J. & Mineshige, S. 2008, Black-Hole Accretion Disks – Towards a New Paradigm (Kyoto:

Kyoto Univ. Press), Chap. 10 Kawanaka, N., Piran, T., & Krolik, J. H. 2013, ApJ, 766, 31 Kawashima, T., Ohsuga, K., Mineshige, S., Heizeller, D., Takabe, H. & Matsumoto, R. 2009, PASJ, 61, 769 Kawashima, T., Ohsuga, K., Mineshige, S., Yoshida, T., Heinzeller, D. & Matsumoto, R. 2012, ApJ, 752, 18 15

King, A. R., Davies, M. B., Ward, M. J., Fabbiano, G. & Elvis, M. 2001, ApJ, 552, L109 Kitaki, T., Mineshige, S., Ohsuga, K. & Kawashima, T. 2017, PASJ, 69, 92 Kitaki, T., Mineshige, S., Ohsuga, K., et al. 2018, PASJ, 70, 108 Liu, B. F., Mineshige, S., Meyer, F., et al. 2002a, ApJ, 575, 117 Liu, B. F., Mineshige, S. & Shibata, K. 2002b, ApJ, 572, L173 Liu, B. F., Mineshige, S. & Ohsuga, K. 2003, ApJ, 587, 571 Liu, J.-F., Bregman, J. N., Bai, Y., et al. 2013, Nature, 503, 500 Makishima, K. et al. 2000, ApJ, 535, 632 Mayer, M., & Pringle, J. E. 2007, MNRAS, 376, 435 Meyer, F., Liu, B. F., & Meyer-Hofmeister, E. 2000, A&A, 361, 175 Meyer, F. & Meyer-Hofmeister, E. 1994, A&A, 288, 175 Miller, J. M., Fabbiano, G., Miller, M. C. & Fabian, A. C. 2003, ApJ, 585, L37 Miller, J. M., Fabian, A. C. & Miller, M. C. 2004, ApJ, 614, L117 Mineshige, S., Kawaguchi, T., Takeuchi, M. & Hayashida, K. 2000, PASJ, 52, 499 Ohsuga, K., Mori, M., Nakamoto, T. & Mineshige, S. 2005, ApJ, 628, 368 Ohsuga, K. 2007, ApJ, 659, 205 Ohsuga, K., Mineshige, S., Mori, M. & Kato, Y. 2009, PASJ, 61, L7 Ohsuga, K. & Mineshige, S. 2011, ApJ, 736, 2 Okajima, T., Ebisawa, K. & Kawaguchi, T. 2006, ApJ, 652, L105 Okuda, T. 2002, PASJ, 54, 253 Okuda, T., Teresi, V., Toscano, E. & Molteni, D. 2005, MNRAS, 357, 295 Poutanen, J., Lipunova, G., Fabrika, S., Butkevich, A. G. & Abolmasov, P. 2007, MNRAS, 377, 1187 Pozdnyakov, L. A., Sobol, I. M., & Sunyaev, R. A. 1977, Soviet Astron., 21, 708 Rodríguez Castillo, G. A., Israel, G. L., Belfiore, A., et al. 2020, ApJ, 895, 60. doi:10.3847/1538-4357/ab8a44 Różańska, A., & Czerny, B. 2000, MNRAS, 316, 473 Rybicki, G. B. & Lightman, A. P. 1979, A Wiley-Interscience Publication, New York: Wiley, 1979 Sathyaprakash, R., Roberts, T. P., Walton, D. J., et al. 2019, MNRAS, 488, L35. doi:10.1093/mnrasl/slz086 Shakura, N. I. & Sunyaev, R. A. 1973, A&A, 24, 337 Shidatsu, M., Ueda, Y., & Fabrika, S. 2017, ApJ, 839, 46 Sunyaev, R. A. & Truemper, J., 1979, Nature, 279, 506 Sutton, A. D., Roberts, T. P., & Middleton, M. J. 2013, MNRAS, 435, 1758 Tsunoda, N., Kubota, A., Namiki, M., Sugiho, M., Kawabata, K. & Makishima, K. 2006, PASJ, 58, 1081 Vierdayanti, K., Done, C., Roberts, T. P. & Mineshige, S. 2010a, MNRAS, 403, 1206 Vierdayanti, K., Mineshige, S., Ebisawa, K. & Kawaguchi, T. 2006, PASJ, 58, 915 16

Vierdayanti, K., Mineshige, S. & Ueda, Y. 2010b, PASJ, 62, 239 Vierdayanti, K., Watarai, K. & Mineshige, S. 2008, PASJ, 60, 653 Watarai, K., Mizuno, T. & Mineshige, S. 2001, ApJ, 549, L77 Wilson-Hodge, C. A., Malacaria, C., Jenke, P. A., et al. 2018, ApJ, 863, 9. doi:10.3847/1538-4357/aace60 Yokoyama, T., & Shibata, K. 2001, ApJ, 549, 1160 Yoshida, T., Isobe, N., Mineshige, S., et al. 2013, PASJ, 65, 48