arXiv:2102.05458v1 [astro-ph.HE] 10 Feb 2021

Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 000, ??–?? (2012) Printed 12 February 2021 (MN L^ATEX style file v2.2)

Radiative Shocks around Super-Eddington Accreting Black Holes

Toru Okuda^{1 ⋆}, Chandra B. Singh^2

1 Hakodate Campus, Hokkaido University of Education, Hachiman-Cho 1-2, Hakodate 040-8567, Japan 2 South-Western Institute for Astronomy Research, Yunnan University, University Town, Chenggong, Kunming 650500, People’s Republic of China

Accepted

ABSTRACT We examine radiative standing shocks in advective accretion flows around stellarmass black holes by 2D radiation hydrodynamic simulations, focusing on the super- Eddington accreting flow. Under a set of input flow parameters responsible for the standing shock, the shock location on the equator decreases toward the event horizon with an increasing accretion rate. The optically thin and hot gas in the narrow funnel region along the rotational axis changes gradually into a dense and optically thick state with the increasingly dense gas transported from the base of the radiative shock near the equator. As a result, the luminosity becomes as high as ∼ 10^{40} erg s^{−1}, and the radiation shows a strongly anisotropic distribution around the rotational axis and then very low edge-on luminosity as ∼ 10^{36} erg s^{−1}. The mass outflow rate from the outer boundary is high as ∼ 10^{−5} and 10^{−4}M_⊙ yr^{−1} but most of the outflow is originated through the radial outer boundary and may be observed over a wide wind region. The models show approximately black body spectra with a temperature of 5 × 10^6 – 3 × 10^7 K at the vertical outer boundary surface. The radiative shock models with the super-Eddington luminosities show a possible model for the superaccretor SS 433 and Ultraluminous X-ray sources with stellar-mass black holes.

Key words: accretion, accretion discs – black hole physics – radiation mechanism: thermal – shock waves.

1 INTRODUCTION

Advective accretion flow around a black hole is likely to have two saddle-type sonic points. After the accretion flow with the appropriate injection parameters passes through the outer sonic points, the supersonic flow can be virtually stopped by the centrifugal force, forming a standing shock close to the black hole and again falling into the black hole supersonically. Apart from general researches on the shock wave, the study of the standing shock in the accretion disc flow under an astrophysical context was pioneered by Fukue (1987). He examined the transonic disc accretion onto a black hole with a fully relativistic treatment, assuming constant disc height and found multiple critical points as well as a transition through standing shock. Chakrabarti (1989) considered the hydrostatic equilibrium in the vertical direction and presented analytically the transonic solutions which include the standing shock in the rotating adiabatic flow under the pseudo-Newtonian

⋆ E-mail:bbnbh669@ybb.ne.jp potential of the black hole. Further studies of the standing shocks in the low angular momentum flows have been developed for parameter space research of the specific internal energy E and the specific angular momentum λ responsible for the standing shock (Chakrabarti & Molteni 1993; Chakrabarti & Das 2004; Mondal & Chakrabarti 2006), for 2D numerical simulations of the shocks by smoothed particle hydrodynamics (SPH) or Eulerian 2D hydrodynamics (Molteni, Lanzafame & Chakrabarti 1994; Molteni, Sponholz & Chakrabarti 1996; Molteni, Ryu & Chkrabarti 1996; Lanzafame, Molteni & Chakrabarti 1998; Giri et al. 2010), for astrophysical applications such as hard Xray emission from the post-shock region, mass outflow rate and quasi-periodic oscillations (QPOs) phenomena (Chakrabarti 1999; Chakrabarti, Acharyya & Molteni 2004; Singh & Chakrabarti 2011; Okuda & Das 2015) and for effects of cooling, viscosity, and magnetic field on the standing shock (Chakrabarti & Manickam 2000; Kumar & Chattopadhyay 2013; Sarkar & Das 2016; Aktar, Das & Nandi 2015; Okuda et al 2019).

© 2012 RAS

2 T. Okuda, C. B. Singh

However, there are only several 1D theoretical (Fukue 2019a,b,c,d) and 2D numerical studies (Okuda et al 2004; Okuda, Teresi & Molteni 2007) of radiative standing shock, where the radiation influences on the shock structure of the pre-shock and the post-shock regions.

In this paper, we examine further radiative shocks in the accretion flow by 2D radiation hydrodynamic simulations, especially focusing on the super-Eddington accreting flow, compare the results with theoretical structure of the radiative shock by Zel’dovich & Raizer (1996) and Fukue (2019c), and discuss the characteristic features of the radiative shock models in relevance to Ultraluminous X-ray sources (ULXs). In the next section, we present the model equations of our simulation setup, then numerical schemes, initial and boundary conditions are mentioned in section 3. In section 4, the results along with astrophysical significance are discussed then we summarize and discuss in the final section.

2 MODEL EQUATIONS

We examine these shock problems in two-dimensional inviscid flow. A set of relevant equations of six partial differential equations of density, momentum, and thermal and radiation energy are solved. These equations include the heating and cooling of gas and radiation transport (Kley 1989). Using cylindrical coordinate (r, z, ϕ), the basic equations are written in the following conservation form: ∂ρ ∂t + ∇ · (ρv) = 0, (1)

∂(ρv) ∂t + ∇ · (ρvv) = ρ [ v_ϕ^2 r − GM∗ ( √ r^2 + z^2 − rg)^2 r √ r^2 + z^2 ]

− ∂p ∂r + fr , (2) ∂(ρw) ∂t +∇·(ρwv) = − ρGM∗ ( √ r^2 + z^2 − rg)^2 z √ r^2 + z^2 − ∂p ∂z +fz , (3) ∂(ρrv_ϕ) ∂t + ∇ · (ρrv_ϕv) = 0, (4) ∂ρϵ ∂t + ∇ · (ρϵv) = −p∇v − Λ, (5) ∂E0 ∂t + ∇ · F0 + ∇ · (vE0 + v · P0) = Λ − ρ

(κ + σ) c v · F0, (6)

where ρ is the mass density, v = (v, w, v_ϕ) is the three fluid velocity components, G is the gravitational constant, M∗ is the black hole mass, p is the gas pressure, ϵ is the specific internal energy, E0 is the radiation energy density per unit volume, P0 is the radiative stress tensor and c is the speed of light. Here, subscript “0” denotes the value in the comoving frame (Kato, Fukue & Mineshige 1998) and a pseudo- Newtonian potential (Paczyńsky & Wiita 1980) is adopted, where rg is the Schwarzschild radius, given by 2GM∗/c^2. The force density, fR = (fr, fz ), exerted by the radiation field is given by fR = ρ

(κ + σ) c F0, (7)

where κ and σ denote the absorption and scattering coefficient and F0 is the radiative flux in the comoving frame.

The quantity Λ denotes the cooling and heating rates of the gas, Λ = ρcκ(S∗ − E0), (8) where S∗ is the source function. For this source function, we assume local thermal equilibrium, S∗ = aT^4, where T is the gas temperature and a is the radiation constant. For the equation of state, the gas pressure is given by the ideal gas law, p = RGρT /μ, where μ is the mean molecular weight and RG is the gas constant. To close the system of equations, we use the flux-limited diffusion approximation (Levermore & Pomraning 1981) for the radiative flux:

F0 = − λ_f c ρ(κ + σ) ∇E0. (9) and

P0 = E0 · T_{Edd}, (10)

where λ_f and T_{Edd} are the flux-limiter and the Eddington Tensor, respectively, for which we use the approximate formulas given in Kley (1989).

3 NUMERICAL METHODS

3.1 Model parameters and numerical scheme

For the central black hole, we assume a Schwarzschild black hole with mass M∗ = 10M⊙ . First, we set model parameters of a specific internal energy E and a specific angular momentum λ which are responsible for the standing shock. Then, given an outer radial boundary Rout and an input accretion rate Ṁinput, we obtain flow variables of the density ρout, the radial velocity vout and the sound velocity aout at the outer radial boundary from 1.5D transonic solutions (Chakrabarti 1989), under the vertical hydrostatic equilibrium assumption of the flow. For the given sound velocity aout, the gas temperature Tout is obtained from a^2_{out} = γRGTout/μ and γaT^4_{out}/3ρout for gas-pressure dominant and radiationpressure dominant cases, respectively, where γ is the specific heat ratio. Accordingly, if the input gas is gas-pressure dominant, the temperature Tout is determined independent of input density ρout. On the other hand, if the radiation pressure is dominant, the input gas temperature Tout and the radiation energy density (E0)out(= aT^4_{out}) increases with increasing input density, assuming the local thermal equilibrium at the outer boundary. In 1.5D transonic equations, we have the specific energy E , that is, Bernoulli constant, given by

E = v^2_{out} 2 + a^2_{out} γ − 1 + λ^2 2r^2_{out} − 1 2(rout − 1)

, (11)

Radiative Shocks around Super-Eddington Accreting Black Holes 3

where hereafter the velocities vout and aout, r and λ are given by units of c, rg and rgc, respectively. The specific heat ratio γ of 1.6 is taken throughout this paper.

We examine the standing shock in the flow with a fixed set of E and λ. As is mentioned above, when the gas pressure is dominant, Tout is specified by the fixed E and λ, but when the radiation-pressure is dominant, we need to specify furthermore the input density ρout to get the outer boundary temperature Tout. In the flux-limited diffusion approximation, the radiative flux F0 is given by the flux limiter λ_f , the flux limiter λ_f depends on E0, ρ and κ, and achieves an extreme limit of 1/3 if the local density is sufficiently large, that is, the gas is fully optically thick. Then, the fluxlimited diffusion approximation becomes the Eddington diffusion approximation. Thus the input density ρout is a parameter that evaluates the degree of optical thickness of the flow.

We take the outer boundary Rout = 100. Referring to the hydrodynamical results in our previous paper (Okuda et al 2019), we adopt λ= 1.5, vout= -0.072241 and aout= 0.037566 at the outer radial boundary. Then, giving the input density ρout, we get other variables at the radial outer boundary. We examine six models of adiabatic case with ρout = 2 (AD), optically thin case with ρout =2 (Thin1) and four optically thick cases with ρout = 20, 200, 2×10^3 and 2×10^4 (Thick2, Thick3, Thick4, and Thick5), respectively. Hereafter the density is shown in unit of ρ0 = 10^{−8} g cm^{−3}. In model Thin1, the input gas is given to be optically thin but in models Thick2 to Thick5 the input accreting gas is optically thick. We should notice that model Thin1 has the same parameters as the adiabatic case AD but in the latter case, the radiation transport is not treated. The flow parameters and other input variables at the outer radial boundary are listed in Table 1, where E= 2.328 ×10^{−5} and λ= 1.5 are used.

Here we introduce the Eddington critical accretion rate Ṁ_E(= L_E/c^2 ), where L_E is the Eddington luminosity given by,

LE = 4πGM∗c κe , (12)

where κe is the electron scattering opacity. LE and ṀE are 1.5 ×10^{39} erg s^{−1} and 1.7×10^{18} , respectively, for the stellarmass black hole with M∗ = 10M⊙.

3.2 Initial conditions

The 1.5D transonic solutions of the accretion flow give the initial conditions, that is, density ρ(r), radial velocity v(r), sound speed a(r), Mach number Ma(r), temperature T (r) and disc thickness h(r) within z ⩽ h(r) at a given radius r. In the region of z ⩾ h(r), the variables are set appropriately.

3.3 Boundary Conditions

The outer radial boundary at r = Rout is divided into two parts. One is the disc outer boundary through which matter is entering from the outer flow. At the disc boundary ( 0 ⩽ z ⩽ hout at r =Rout), we impose continuous inflow of matter with constant variables given by the 1.5D solutions, where hout is the disc height at the outer radial boundary. The

Figure 1. Time variations of luminosity L (erg s^{−1}) for modeld AD (solid line) and Thin1 (dotted line).

other is the outer boundary region above the disc. Here we impose free-floating conditions and allow for the outflow of matter, whereas any inflow is prohibited. At the vertical outer boundary z = Zout (=100), we also impose the free floating conditions. On the rotating axis, all variables are set to be symmetric relative to the axis. The inner boundary at r = Rin (=2) is treated as the absorbing boundary since it is below the last stable circular orbital radius 3rg.

4 NUMERICAL RESULTS

The set of partial differential equations (1)-(6) is numerically solved by a finite-difference method under adequate initial and boundary conditions. The numerical schemes used are the same as those described previously (Okuda, Fujita & Sakashita 1997). The methods are based on an explicit-implicit finite difference scheme that is superior in numerical stability. The mesh points Nr and Nz in radial and vertical directions are taken to be 410 and 210, respectively, in all simulations.

4.1 Luminosity and shock location

The luminosity in model AD is given by, assuming that the gas is completely optically thin

L = ∫ ΛdV, (13)

where only bremsstrahlung emission is considered under one temperature model and L is integrated over all computational zones. On the other hand, the luminosity in models Thin1 to Thick5 is given by

L = ∫ F0dS, (14)

where dS is the area element of the computational domain and the integral is taken over the surface area of the computational domain except for the region of the input accreting

4 T. Okuda, C. B. Singh

Table 1. Flow arameters of the radial velocity v_{out}, the sound velocity a_{out}, the input density ρ_{out}, the temperature T_{out}, the radiation energy density (E_0)_{out}, the input accretion rate Ṁ_{input} at the outer radial boundary R_{out}= 100, where E= 2.328×10^{−5} and λ= 1.5 are used and ρ_0 is 10^{−8} g cm^{−3}.

. .

model v_{out} a_{out} ρ_{out} T_{out} (E_0)_{out} Ṁ_{input} (c) (c) (ρ_0 ) (K) (ρ_0c^2) (Ṁ_E)

AD -7.224E-2 3.757E-2 2 4.767E9 — 12 Thin1 ” ” 2 4.767E9 5.173E-5 12 Thick2 ” ” 20 2.816E6 5.292E-2 120 Thick3 ” ” 200 5.007E6 5.292E-1 1.2E3 Thick4 ” ” 2E3 8.905E6 5.292 1.2E4 Thick5 ” ” 2E4 1.583E7 5.292E1 1.2E5

Table 2. The shock location R_s on the equator, the total luminosity L, the luminosity L_f from the funnel region, the luminosity L_{rout} from the radial outer boundary, the total mass outflow rate Ṁ_{out}, the mass inflow rate Ṁ_{edge} at the inner edge of the flow, and the mass outflow rate Ṁ_{rout} through the outer radial boundary obtained in the simulations.

model R_s L L_f /L L_{rout}/L Ṁ_{out} Ṁ_{edge} Ṁ_{rout}/Ṁ_{out} (r_g ) (L_E) – – (Ṁ_{input}) (Ṁ_{input}) –

AD 50 0.02 – – 0.25 0.7 0.98 Thin1 50 0.02 0.2 8E-3 0.21 0.8 0.97 Thick2 15 0.76 0.1 8E-4 0.04 0.9 0.95 Thick3 12 4.1 0.2 9E-4 0.02 ∼ 1 0.97 Thick4 9 8.1 0.79 7E-5 0.04 ∼ 1 0.77 Thick5 8 18.3 0.82 7E-5 0.04 ∼ 1 0.80

gas. The mass outflow rate Ṁout is defined by the total rate of outflow through the outer boundaries (z = Zout) in the z-direction and (r = Rout) in the r-direction.

Ṁ_{out} =4π

∫_{Rout} 0 ρ(r, Zout)w(r, Zout)rdr + 4π

∫_{Zout}

hout R^2_{out}ρ(Rout, z)v(Rout, z)dz. (15)

The simulations are done until steady-state flow is obtained. Table 2 shows the shock location Rs on the equator, the total luminosity L, the funnel luminosity L_f from the funnel region, the edge-on luminosity Lrout through the radial outer boundary, the total mass flow rate Ṁout from the outer boundaries, the mass inflow rate Ṁ_{edge} at the inner edge of the flow and the mass outflow rate Ṁrout through the radial outer boundary.

Fig. 1 shows the luminosity curves for models AD and Thin1. The luminosity curve in the optically thin model Thin1 agrees well with that in the adiabatic model, where the final luminosity L ∼ 3×10^{37} erg s^{−1}. This result confirms that the flux-limited diffusion approximation used here has a good accuracy even in optically thin gas. Fig. 2 (a) shows profiles of the temperature T and the Mach number on the equator in model Thin1, which are almost same as those in model AD. The shock front is found as a sharp discontinuity at r ∼ 50. Fig. 2 (b) shows 2D contours of temperature in model Thin1, where the shock front is shown as a thick solid line elongated upward (Rs ∼ 50). Contours of the fluxlimitter λ_f in the model denote that the gas near the equator becomes optically thick as λ_f ∼ 0.3 in the post-shock region but is moderately optically thin as λ_f ∼ 0.2 in the upstream and fully optically thin in the funnel region.

On the other hand, in the radiation-pressure dominant models, the increasing input densities ρout enhance the optical thickness of the gas. The shock locations in models Thick2 to Thick5 decrease as Rs ∼ 15 to 8, respectively. The increasing density ρout leads to higher input temperature Tout, higher temperatures in the accreting flow, and stronger radiation pressure forces, because Pout ∝ T^4_{out} ∝ ρoutaout^2, where P is the total pressure. Therefore, to establish the pressure balance at the shock front, the shock in model with the higher input density must move down to inner location with a stronger gravitational force.

4.2 Overall flow and shock structure

Fig. 3(a) shows the temperature T and the Mach number on the equator of the steady flow in model Thick3. In this model, the gas is optically thick throughout the flow except for the funnel region. The luminosities in models Thick2 – Thick5 are chaotically variable with small amplitudes of a few factor and the chaotic variation of the luminosity is attributed to the Kelvin-Helmholtz instability which occurs along the centrifugal barrier surface. The averaged luminosities are as high as 1.1 × 10^{39} – 2.7 ×10^{40} erg s^{−1}. Such powerful radiation will influence the pre-shock and post-shock structures. As far as 1D profiles of Fig. 3(a) are concerned, the shock front seems to be discontinuous similarly to the adiabatic model AD, and the large effects of the radiation

Radiative Shocks around Super-Eddington Accreting Black Holes 5

(a) Profiles of temperature T (K) and Mach number on the equator of the steady flow in model Thin.

(b) 2D contours of temperature in model Thin1, where the shock front is shown as the thick solid line elongated upward (R_s ∼ 50).

Figure 2.

on the shock structure seem not to be found there. However, Fig. 3(b) shows an oblique shock wave with a finite thickness which is elongated upward from r ∼ 10 on the equator. The shock has a finite thickness of a few rg (several mesh points). Fig. 4 shows 2D contours of the density (a) and the temperature (b) in model Thick5. The overall flow consists of two regions; (1) the funnel region with an opening angle of ∼ 15^∘ between the rotational axis and the centrifugal barrier and (2) the gas accreting region between the centrifugal barrier and the equatorial plane. The centrifugal barrier is roughly defined by a balance between the centrifugal force and the gravitational force. The accreting region is separated into further two regions by the oblique shock wave. The finite shock thickness is due to the radiative effect. The figure shows the turbulent phenomana along the centrifugal barrier and the turbulent gas becomes optically thick in the funnel region with increasing input density. The turbulent motion is originated in the Kelvin-Helmholtz instability which can occur when there exists a velocity shear

(a) Profiles of temperature T (K) and Mach number of the gas on the equator in model Thick3.

(b) 2D contours of temperature in model Thick3, where the shock front is shown as the thick solid line elongated upward (R_s ∼ 10).

Figure 3.

in a single continuous fluid or if there is a velocity difference across the interface between two fluids (Okuda & Das 2015). We confirm here the upward moving gas and the downward accreting gas across the centrifugal barrier above z ⩾ 10 in the funnel region. In these models with high mass accretion rates and luminosities, the accretion disc is optically and geometrically thick and it may be unfavourable for us to name the flow as “accretion disc” because h/r ⩾ 1 in the inner region of the flow, if we define the disc height to be a height at which the density drops to one-tenth of the central density on the equatorial plane.

Fig. 5 shows the temperature T , the density ρ, and the Mach number on the equatorial plane in model Thick5, where a spike-like feature of the temperature across the shock front is found, differently from the discontinuous front in the optically thin models AD and Thin1. Under consideration of the radiation heat conduction and the supercritical shock wave, Zel’dovich & Raizer (1996) estimates the optical thickness Δτs of the shock region as,

6 T. Okuda, C. B. Singh

(a) 2D contours of density (g cm^{−3}) in model Thick5. The turbulent motion appears in the funnel region along the centrifugal barrier surface and the accreting region is separated into two region by the oblique shock front elongated upward at r ∼ 8

(b) Same as Fig 4(a) but for temperature in model Thick5.

Figure 4.

Δτs = 4 3 √ 3 [( T− Tc )_3 − 1 ] , (16)

where T− and Tc are the temperature before the shock discontinuity and the critical temperature in the supercritical shock, respectively. From definition of Tc and numerical value T− in the simulations, we estimate T−/Tc ∼ 2.5 and then Δτs ∼ 10. The shock thickness ΔRs is given by ΔRs = lr Δτs, where lr = 1/κρ is the phton mean free path and we use the Kramers opacity for κ. Then we have ΔRs ∼ 7 × 10^6 cm ∼ a few rg . The shock thickness agrees well with ∼ a few rg obtained in the simulations of models Thick 3 to 5. In model Thick5, the gas is fully optically thick and radiationpressure dominant in the pre-shock and post-shock regions. But, in the peak temperature region behind the shock front, the gas is moderately optically thick and the ratio of gas pressure to total pressure is ∼ 0.1.

Figure 5. Profiles of temperature T (K) (solid line), density ρ (g cm^{−3}) (doted line) and Mach number (dashed line) on the equatorial plane in model Thick5.

Figure 6. Comparison of total pressure and density in the precursor regions by simulations (solid lines) and analytical results (dashed lines), respectively, where the shock front location R_s=8 and the upstream point in the calculation is taken as r = 78 (see Fig. 5).

Fukue (2019c) examined non-relativistic radiative shocks in the disc accretion and solved analytically the structure of the radiative precursor region for both the gas and radiation-pressure dominated cases. Since our model Thin1 with gas-pressure dominant and optically thin matter shows almost the same result as the adiabatic case, the radiative effects on the shock are negligible. We compare the analytical structure of the precursor region in the pressure dominant flow with the results by the simulations for model Thick5. The structure equation for the radiative precursor in the radiation-pressure dominated case is given as (Fukue 2019c), 1 τ1β1 P̃^2 Σ̃3 dP̃ dx = 1 2 γ α1 M^2_1 ( 1 Σ̃2 − 1) + 4(

P̃^2 Σ̃2 − 1), (17)

© 2012 RAS, MNRAS 000, ??–??

Radiative Shocks around Super-Eddington Accreting Black Holes 7

where

Σ̃ =

P̃^2 + (^γ_{α1} )M_1^2

1 + (^γ_{α1} )M1^2

. (18)

Here τ1, β1, α1 and M1 are the parameters determined at the upstream region far from the shock, P̃ and Σ̃ are the total pressure and the surface density normalized in their values at the upstream region. With τ1 = 4.3 × 10^{−3} , β1 = 8.6 × 10^{−2} , α1 = 2 × 10^2 , M1 = 2.77, and other variables at the upstream region in model Thick5, we get the analytical solutions of P̃ , ρ̃, Σ̃, etc., solving the equation (17) by Runge- Kutta method. Fig. 6 shows the solutions of P̃ and ρ̃ in the precursor region of model Thick5 (solid lines) and the analytical solutions (dashed lines), respectively, where shock front location Rs = 8 and the upstream point in the calculation is taken as r = 78. The analytical density is higher more than two orders of magnitude than the density in the simulation only near the shock front and that the pressure is underestimated compared with that in the simulations. Since P ∝ E0 ∝ T^4 in the optically thick and radiation-pressure dominant region, the simulation shows considerable heat up of the upstream region. The theoretical solutions are based on the assumption of the vertically hydrostatic equilibrium which requires the geometrically thin disc as h/r ≪ 1. However, when the mass accretion is sufficiently large and the luminosity exceeds the Eddington luminosity, the accretion disc becomes geometrically thick. Our simulations in models Thick4 and 5 show h/r ≈ 1 in the inner region of the flow. Then, the geometrically thick and hot disc leads to a lower density. However, there is no big difference between the theoretical and the simulations results for the present model. This may be due to the small Mach number ∼ 2 used here.

4.3 Astrophysical relevance

In models Thick4 and 5, the mass outflow rates are a few percent of the input accretion rate but the absolute rates are as high as ∼ 10^{−5} – 10^{−4} M⊙ yr^{−1}. About 80 percent of the mass outflow is lost from the outer radial boundary and the mass outflow rate from the funnel region is small as one thousandth of the total outflow rate but the absolute flow rate is rather high as ∼ 10^{−6} M⊙ yr^{−1} compared with usual mass loss rate of normal stars. The high mass outflow rate may be observed over the wide wind region because the outflow from the radial outer boundary will develop as the wind. Besides, the radial velocities on the vertical outer boundary within the funnel region are small as ∼ 0.08 maximumly, which is smaller than the escape velocity ∼ 0.1, and somewhere negative because of the turbulent motion. Then, the high velocity jets are not found here.

As is found in Table 2, the luminosity L_f through the funnel region covers ∼ 80 percent of the total luminosity of 1.2 – 2.7 ×10^{40} erg s^{−1} in models Thick4 and 5. While the luminosity Lr_{out} from the outer radial boundary is very small as ∼ 10^{−4} of the total luminosity. This means that the face-on luminosity is very high as ∼ 10^{40} erg s^{−1} but the edge-on luminosity is small as ∼ 10^{36} erg s^{−1}. Fig. 7 shows the luminosity distribution ΔL(r) per area over 10 rg on the vertical outer boundary surface in models Thin1, Thick4, and Thick5. It shows a strongly anisotropic distribu-

Figure 7. Radial distribution ΔL(r) (erg s^{−1}) of luminosity per area over 10r_g on the vertical outer boundary surface in models Thin1 (a), Thick4 (b) and Thick5 (c). Most of the radiation in models Thick4 and 5 is emitted from the optically thick funnel region within r ⩽ 35 but optically thin model Thin1 never show strongly anisotropic distribution of the radiation.

tion of radiation around the rotational axis in models Thick 4 and 5 but not in optically thin model Thin1. Why the luminosity from the funnel region is so high ? In the usual funnel region under the accretion disc flow, gas is very rarefied, optically thin and hot. Actually, in models AD, Thin1, and Thick2, the gas in the funnel region is optically thin and hot but partly optically thick in model Thick3. On the other hand, in models Thick4 and 5, the input densities are much higher. The Kelvin-Helmholtz instability occurring along the centrifugal barrier transports upward turbulent outflow gas from the base of the inner accretion disc. As a result, the gas in the upper-funnel region becomes dense and optically thick with the increasing input density. The existence of the radiative shock promotes such a process in the inner region because the shock is formed near to the event horizon. Thus, the optically thick and hot gas in the funnel region contributes largely to the total luminosity with an increasing mass accretion rate. The optically thick portion in the funnel region widens with the increasing input density and the ratio L_f /L of the funnel luminosity to the total luminosity in Table 2 shows such result.

The very high luminosity from the narrow funnel region, the low edge-on luminosity, and the high mass outflow rate from the wind region are characteristic features of the optically thick models considered here. In these models, the gas is fully optically thick in the accretion flow and optically thick even in the funnel region except just near the rotational axis. For simplicity, assuming that the optically thick gas on the vertical outer boundary emits as a black body but only optically thin funnel region radiates the free-free emission, we get a rough spectrum Lν given by

Lν = ∫ πBν (T )dS + ∫ ϵ_ff (ν)dV erg s^{−1} HZ^{−1}, (19)

where Bν (T ) is the Planck function, ϵ_ff is the monochromatic free-free emission rate, and the area and volume integrals are done over the optically thick surface on the vertical outer boundary and the funnel region, respectively. Fig. 8 shows the spectra Lν for models Thick4 and 5. The black body spectra with a single temperature of T = 5 × 10^6 (dotted line) and 10^7 (dashed line) K in model Thick4 and T = 10^7 (dotted line) and 3 × 10^7 (dashed line) in model Thick5 are also shown, respectively. The spectra in models

8 T. Okuda, C. B. Singh

(a) Spectra L_ν erg s^{−1} Hz^{−1} for model Thick4 (solid line), where dotted and dashed lines denote black body radiations with a single temperature of T = 5 × 10^6 and 10^7 K, respectively.

(b) Same as Fig. 8(a) but in model Thick5 (solid line) and black body radiation with a single temperature of T = 5 × 10^6 (dotted line) and 3 × 10^7 K (dashed line). The freefree emission component from the funnel region is almost negligible here

Figure 8.

Thick4 and 5 behave approximately as the black body radiation with a single temperature of T = 5 × 10^6 – 3 × 10^7 K.

5 SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

We studied radiative shocks in low angular momentum flow around super-Eddington accreting black holes. Adopting a typical set of flow parameters of the specific angular momentum λ, the radial velocity vout, the sound velocity aout, and the density ρout responsible for the standing shock, we obtained the results which are summarized below.

(1) In the optically thick and radiation-pressure dominant models, the flows with input accretion rate of 1.2 × 10^2 to 1.2 × 10^5 Eddington critical accretion rates result in ∼ 1 – 18 LE (10^{39} – 3 × 10^{40} erg s^{−1}) and the luminosities tend to be saturated towards ∼ 3 × 10^{40} erg s^{−1} with increasing accretion rates. The shock locations Rs on the equator decrease as ∼15 to 8 with the increasing accretion rate, compared with the large Rs ∼ 50 in the adiabatic model with the same parameters. This is because the increasing mass accretion rate leads to higher temperatures and stronger radiation pressure forces in the accreting gas and that, to establish the pressure balance at the shock front, the shock with the higher accretion rate must move down to the inward location with stronger gravitational force.

(2) The shock wave is formed obliquely from the equator, and the oblique shock has a finite thickness of the shock front due to the radiative effect. The finite shock thickness ΔRs of a few rg corresponds well to theoretical value by Zel’dovich and Raizer (1966). The shock structure in the precursor region agrees with the theoretical one by Fukue (2019c), except just near the shock front

(3) In optically thick models Thick4 and 5, the mass outflow rates are high as ∼ 10^{−5} and 10^{−4} M⊙ yr^{−1} and are mostly originated in the wide wind region. Most of the radiation ∼ 10^{40} erg s^{−1} is emitted from the narrow funnel region along the rotational axis, that is, the radiation shows a strongly anisotropic distribution around the rotational axis. This is because the gas in the funnel region becomes optically thick and hot with increasing input accretion rate and emit radiation like the black body with temperatures of 5 × 10^6 – 3 × 10^7 K. While the edge-on luminosity is far small as ∼ 10^{36} erg s^{−1}.

The present optically thick and radiation-pressure dominant shock models show some of the characteristic features of Ultraluminous X-ray sources (ULXs). ULXs are X-ray sources with X-ray luminosity above the Eddington limit for stellar-mass or below the Eddington limit for intermediate-mass black holes but not supermassive black holes (Swartz et al. 2004; Walton et al. 2011; Atapin 2018), although the recent discovery of coherent pulsations in ULXs support neutron stars as host (Bachetti et al. 2014). A super-Eddington accretion model onto a stellar-mass black hole whose luminosity far exceeds the Eddington luminosity was proposed by Shakura & Sunyaev (1973). The key features of the super-Eddington accretion are strong optically thick wind and collimated radiation.

Such super-Eddington models were well reproduced by 2D radiation hydrodynamic and 2D radiation magnetohydrodynamic simulations, which take account of viscous and magnetic dissipation, respectively (Ohsuga et al. 2005; Ohsuga & Mineshige 2011). They found that the matter can fall onto the black hole with an accretion rate beyond the Eddington limit and the apparent luminosity can exceed the Eddington luminosity because of the photon trapping within the disc. As a result, the supercritical accretion flows show mildly anisotropic and collimated emission and a strong outflow from the disc due to radiation pressure force. The basic difference between their and our work is that we consider the inviscid, low angular momentum flow while they focus on the viscous, high angular momentum flow.

The superaccretor SS 433 belongs to a typical class of ULXs. The apparent X-ray luminosity is about ∼ 10^{36} erg s^{−1} but the intrinsic luminosity is considered to be probably ⩾ 10^{39} erg s^{−1} because we observe the source edge-on (Fabrika 2004, Fabrika, Vinokurov and Atapin 2018). In our models Thick4 and 5, the luminosities are very high as ∼ 10^{40} erg s^{−1} and the radiation shows a strongly anisotropic distribution around the rotational axis. In addition, the edge-on luminosity through the outer radial boundary is very low as

Radiative Shocks around Super-Eddington Accreting Black Holes 9

∼ 10^{36} erg s^{−1}. The large mass outflow rates Ṁout ∼ 10^{−5} – 10^{−4}M⊙ yr^{−1} are originated in the wide wind region. However, the relativistically high velocity jets along the rotational axis are not found in the funnel region, as is detected in SS 433. This may be due to that the outer boundary used here is small as Rout = 100 and the outflow gas in the funnel region is not still sufficiently accelerated by powerful radiation pressure force. In SS 433 which consists of a close binary system, the mass transfer rate from the second companion and the wind mass outflow rate from the primary are observationally estimated to be ∼ 10^{−4} – 10^{−3}M⊙ yr^{−1} and ∼ 10^{−5} – 10^{−4}M⊙ yr^{−1}, respectively (Fabrika 2004). Their values agree well to the input mass accretion rates and the mass outflow rates in models Thick4 and 5. In the close binary system with high luminosity, it is conceivable that the companion transports not only high mass outflow but also high angular momentum to the primary through critical Roche lobe, differently from small angular momentum by stellar wind in detached binary system. Then, one may wonder if the inviscid flow used in this paper is valid under such close binary system with the super- Eddington luminosity or not. This is justified as the viscous flow can achieve specific angular momentum of Keplerian value at the outer boundary while behaving as a sub-Keplerian, low angular momentum flow with shock in the inner region (Kumar & Chattopadhyay 2013). Actually they find the global accretion solution that the viscous Keplerian flow with the viscosity parameter α (⩽ 0.15) at the outer boundary beyond distance of 5×10^3 rg connects to the low angular momentum sub-Keplerian flow below the inner region of a few hundreds rg.

Finally, the radiative shock models give a concrete shape to the superaccretor SS 433 and show a possible model for ULXs. Further studies of the radiative shock model with the super-Eddington luminosity should be developed to apply to ULXs with stellar-mass black holes.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

CBS is supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China under grant no. 12073021.

DATA AVAILABILITY

The data underlying this article will be shared on reasonable request to the corresponding author.

REFERENCES

Aktar R., Das S., Nandi A., 2015, MNRAS, 453, 3414 Atapin K., 2018, Accretion Processes in Cosmic Sources-II. 3 - 8 September 2018, Saint Petersburg, Russion Federation, 38A Bachetti M., Harrison F. A., Walton D. J., Grefenstette B. W., Chakrabarty D. et al., 2014, Nature, 514, 202 Chakrabarti S. K., 1989, ApJ, 347, 365 Chakrabarti S. K., 1996, ApJ, 464, 664 Chakrabarti S. K., 1999, A & A, 351, 185 Chakrabarti S. K., Acharyya K., Molteni D., 2004, A & A, 421, 1

Chakrabarti S. K., Das S., 2004, MNRAS, 349, 649 Chakrabarti S. K., Manickam S., G., 2000, ApJL, 531, L41 Chakrabarti S. K., Molteni D., 1993, ApJ, 417, 671 Fabrika S., 2004, Astrophys. Space Phys. Rev., vol.12, 1 Fabrika S., Vinokurov A., Atapin K., The Fourteen Marcel Grossman Meeting On Recent Developments in Theoretical and Experimental General Relativity, Astrophysics, and Relativistic Field Theories, held 12-18 July 2015 in Rome, Italy., Edited by Massimo Bianchi, Robert T Jansen and Remo Ruffini, World Scientiffic Publishing Co., 2018, pp 1023-1027 Fukue J., 1987,, PASJ, 39, 309 Fukue J., 2019a, MNRAS, 483, 2538 Fukue J., 2019b, MNRAS, 483, 3839 Fukue J., 2019c, PASJ, 71, 38 Fukue J., 2019d, PASJ, 71, 99 Giri K., Chakrabarti S. K., Samanta M., Ryu D., 2010, MNRAS, 403, 516 Kato S., Fukue J., Mineshige S., 1998, Black-Hole Accretion Disks (Kyoto: Kyoto University Press) Kley W., 1989, A & A., 208, 98 Kumar R., Chattopadhyay I., 2013, MNRAS 430, 386 Lanzafame G., Molteni D., Chakrabarti S. K., 1998, MN- RAS., 299, 799 Levermore C. D., Pomraning G. C., 1981, ApJ., 248, 321 Molteni D., Lanzafame G., Chakrabarti S. K., 1994, ApJ., 425, 161 Molteni D., Sponholz H., Chakrabarti S. K., 1996, ApJ., 457, 805 Molteni D., Ryu D., Chakrabarti S. K., 1996, ApJ., 470, 460 Mondal S., Chakrabarti S., 2006, MNRAS, 371, 1418 Ohsuga K., Mineshige S., 2011., ApJ., 736, 2 Ohsuga K., Mori M., Nakamoto T., Mineshige S., 2005., 628, 368 Okuda T., Das S., 2015, MNRAS, 453, 147 Okuda T., Fujita M., Sakashita S., 1997, PASJ, 49, 679 Okuda T., Singh C. B., Das S., Aktar R., Nandi A., de Gouveia Dal Pino E., M., 2019, PASJ, 71, 49 Okuda T., Teresi V., Molteni D., 2007, MNRAS, 377,1431 Okuda T., Teresi V., Toscano E., Molteni D., 2004, PASJ, 56, 547 Paczyńsky B., Wiita, P. J., 1980, A&A, 88, 23 Sarkar B., Das S., 2016, MNRAS, 461, 190 Shakura N. I., Sunyaev R. A., 1973, A&A, 24, 337 Singh C. B., Chakrabarti S., K., 2011, MNRAS, 410, 2414 Swartz D. A., Ghosh K. K., Tennant A. F., Wu K., 2004, ApJS., 154, 519 Walton D., J., Roberts T., Mateos S., Heard V., 2011, MN- RAS., 416, 1844 Zel’dovich Y. B., & Raizer Y. P., 1966, Physics of Shock Waves and High-Temperature Hydrodynamic Phenomena, Vol.2 (New York: Academic Press)