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ABSTRACT

The properties of uniformly rotating white dwarfs (RWDsganalyzed within the framework of general
relativity. Hartle’s formalism is applied to construct tinéernal and external solutions to the Einstein equations.
The WD matter is described by the relativistic Feynman-kijettis-Teller equation of state which generalizes
the Salpeter’s one by taking into account the finite size efribiclei, the Coulomb interactions as well as
electroweak equilibrium in a self-consistent relatiigtishion. The mash, radiusR, angular momenturd,
eccentricitye, and quadrupole momef of RWDs are calculated as a function of the central densitgnd
rotation angular velocitf2. We construct the region of stability of RWD$-M plane) taking into account
the mass-shedding limit, invergedecay instability, and the boundary established by theitgrpoints of
constant] sequences which separates stable from secularly unstatfigurations. We found the minimum
rotation periods- 0.3, 0.5, 0.7 and 22 seconds and maximum massed.500, 1474, 1467, 1202 M, for
4He, ?C, 10, and°®Fe WDs respectively. By using the turning-point method wenfbthat RWDs can indeed
be axisymmetrically unstable and we give the range of WD ipatars where it occurs. We also construct
constant rest-mass evolution tracks of RWDs at fixed chdroagraposition and show that, by loosing angular
momentum, sub-Chandrasekhar RWDs (mass smaller than maxstatic one) can experience both spin-up
and spin-down epochs depending on their initial mass aradiootperiod while, super-Chandrasekhar RWDs
(mass larger than maximum static one), only spin-up.

Subject headingddartle’s Formalism — Rotating White Dwarfs — Rotational tisility

1. INTRODUCTION thelChandrasekhar (1931) and Salpeter (1961) works in that

The relevance of rotation in enhancing the maximum sta- & full treatment of the Coulomb interaction is given through
the solution of a relativistic Thomas-Fermi model. This

ble mass of a white dwarf (WD) have been discussed forI q lculati f th d
many years both for uniform rotation (see é.g. James|1964;€ads 10 a more accurate calculation of the energy and pres-

Anand 1965 Roxburah & Durnev 1965 Monaahan 1966: sure of the Wigner-Seitz cells, hence a more accurate EOS.
Geroyannis & Hadjop5u|nn:s 19893 andffdrential rotation 't has been shown how the Salpeter EOS overestimates at

(see e.gl_Ostriker & Bodenheirer 1968; Ostriker & Tagsoul Nigh densities and underestimates at low densities the elec
1969; Tassoul & Ostriksr 1970; Durisén 1975). Newtonian fon pressure. The application of this new EOS to the struc-

gravity and post-Newtonian approximation have been mainly ture of non-rotating’He, '°C, '°0 and *°Fe was recently
used to compute the structure of the star, with the excep-done in (Rotondo etal. 2011a). The new mass-radius re-
tion of the work of Arutyunyan et. all (1971), where rotating lations generalize the works of Chandrasekhar (1931) and
white dwarfs (RWDs) were computed in full General Relativ- 'Hamada & Salpetert (1961); smaller maximum masses and a
ity (GR). From the microscopical point of view, the equation larger minimum radii are obtained. Both GR and invesse
of state (EOS) of cold WD matter has been assumed to pedecay can be relevant for the instability of non-rotating $vVD
either the one of a microscopically uniform degenerate-elec depending on the nuclear composition, as we can see from
tron fluid used by Chandrasekhar (1931) in his classic work, T1able[1, which summarizes some results_of Rotondolet al.
or assumed to have a polytropic form. 2011a).

However, as shown first by Salpeter (1961) in the Newto- . o = o
nian case and then by (Rotondo €t al. 201b,a) in General Rel- Composition P (9/0"‘30) Instability  Miay/Mo
ativity (GR), a detailed description of the EOS taking inte a e 156x 1010 GR 1.40906
count the &ects of the Coulomb interaction are essential for c 212x 10" GR 1.38603

the determination of the maximum stable mass of non-raatin 20 L94x 1%190 inversef-decay - 1.38024
WDs. Specific microphysics of the ion-electron system form- Fe 118x10° _ inversef-decay 1.10618

ing a Coulomb lattice, together with the detail computatibn TABLE 1

the Inve rs$-decays and the pycnonuclear reaCtlon rates’ play CRITICAL DENSITY AND MASS FOR THE GRAVITATIONAL COLLAPSE OF NON-ROTATING
a fundamental role. 4HE, 12C, 160 anp 36Fe WDs v GR oBtaINeD BY [RotoNno Ex ALl (2017),

A new EOS taking into account the finie size of the nu- 7o v BT O s o B0 ke oo™
cleus, the Coulomb interactions, and the electroweak equi- - P
librium in a self-consistent relativistic fashion has been CENFIRAL RELATIVISTIC FIFRCS.
cently obtained by Rotondo etlal. (2011b). This relatigisti
Feynman-Metropolis-Teller (RFMT) EOS generalizes both We here extend the previous results [of Rotondo et al.
(2011a) for uniformly RWDs at zero temperatures obeying
kuantay@icra.it,  jorge.rueda@icra.it,  fii@icra.it,  siut- the RFMT EOS. We use the Hartle’s approach (Hartle 1967)
sou@icranet.org to solve the Einstein equations accurately up to second orde
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approximation in the angular velocity of the star. We calcu- whereP,(cosd) is the Legendre polynomial of second order,

late the mas$M, equatorialReq and polarR, radii, angular & ande'® =[1-2M%=(r)/r]-%, andM’=0(r) are the metric

momentumJ, eccentricitye, and quadrupole momeR}, as functions and mass of the corresponding static (non-rajati

a function of the central densigy and rotation angular ve-  solution with the same central density as the rotating ohe. T

locity Q of the WD. We construct also RWD models for the angular velocity of local inertial frames(r), proportional to

Chandrasekhar and Salpeter EOS and compare and contra&l, as well as the functionlsy, h,, my, mp, ka, proportional

the diterences with the RFMT ones. to Q?, must be calculated from the Einstein equations (see
We analyze in detail the stability of RWDs both from the [Hartlel1967; Hartle & Thorne 1968, for details); their araly

microscopic and macroscopic point of view in Sek. 3. Be- expressions in the vacuum case can be found in Bpp. A.

sides the inversg-decay instability, we also study the lim- The parameterM, J andQ, are then obtained for a given

its to the matter density imposed by zero-temperature pyc-EOS from the matching procedure between the internal and

nonuclear fusion reactions using up-to-date theoretiead-m  external solutions at the surface of the rotating star. Obed t

els [Gasques etldl. 2005; Yakovlev etlal. 2006). The mass-mass is defined byl = M%#0 = M?=0 4+ §M, whereM’=C is

shedding limit as well as the secular axisymmetric instigbil  the mass of a static (non-rotating) WD with the same central

boundary are calculated. density asM’#?, andsM is the contribution to the mass due
The general structure and stability boundarieéé, 1°C, to rotation.

1°0 and*°Fe WDs are discussed in in SEE. 4. From the max- 3 | ;15 ON THE STABILITY OF ROTATING WHITE DWARFS

imally rotating models (mass-shedding sequence), we ¢alcu o

late in Sec[b the maximum mass of uniformly rotatfitg, 3.1. The mass-shedding limit

12C, 180 and®¢Fe WDs for the Chandrasekhar, Salpeter, and The velocity of particles on the equator of the star cannot

RFMT EOS, and compare the results with the existing val- exceed the Keplerian velocity of “free” particles, compliat

ues in the literature. We calculate the minimum(maximum) the same location. In this limit, particles on the star'sace

rotation period(frequency) of a RWD for the above nuclear keep bound to the star only due to a balance between grav-

compositions, taking into account both invesedecay and ity and centrifugal forces. The evolution of a star rotatatg

pycnonuclear restrictions to the density; see Bec. 6. this Keplerian rate is accompanied by loss of mass, becom-
We discuss in SeE] 7 the axisymmetric instabilities found in ing thus unstable (see elg. Stergioulas 2003, for detalls).

this work. A comparison of Newtonian and general relativis- procedure to obtain the maximum possible angular velocity

tic WDs presented in Apjp.]JC show that this is indeed a gen-of the star before reaching this limit was developed e.g. by

eral relativistic éfect. Furthermore, we estimate in Apg. D the |[Friedman et &l.[(1986). However, in practice, it is less com-

accuracy of the “slow” rotation approximation (power-seri  plicated to compute the mass-shedding (or Keplerian) amgul

solutions up to orde®?) for the determination of the maxi-  velocity of a rotating stai2*°, by calculating the orbital an-

mally rotating sequence of WDs. In this line, we calculate th - gular velocity of a test particle in the external field of thars

rotation to gravitational energy ratio and the deviatiomsrf and corotating with it at its equatorial radiuss Req.

spherical symmetry. For the Hartle-Thorne external solution, the Keplerian an-
In addition, we construct in Selcl 8 constant rest-mass evo-gular velocity can be written as (see €.g. Torok ét'al. (2008)

lution tracks of RWDs at fixed chemical composition and [Bini et all (2011) and App._Al2, for details)

show that RWDs may experience both spin-up and spin-down

epochs while loosing angular momentum, depending on their . .

inri)tial mass and rota%ion %eriod. P ? 1 - jF1(Req) + [*F2(Req) + qF3(Re“>] ’
Finally, in Sec[P we outline some astrophysical implica-

M
G—
%
. - S : i 2)
ﬁ:ggz Ior:‘ tShee resu'lts presented in this work, which we summa wherej = cJ/(GM?) andq = c*Q/(G?M?) are the dimen-

sionless angular momentum and quadrupole moment, and the
functionsF;(r) are defined in Apd_Al2. Thus, the numerical
. . _ _ value onﬁO can be computed by gradually increasing the

Hartle (1967) described for the first time the structure of yajye of the angular velocity of the st&, until it reaches the
rotating objects approximately up to second order terms in, 5| ,eQJ*0 expressed by Eq(2)

H H H [PT] ” h “K ",

the angular velocity of the sta2, within GR. In this “slow It is important to analyze the issue of the accuracy of the
rotation approximation, the solution of the Einstein equa- g6\ rotation approximations, e.g. accurate up to second or
tions in the exterior vacuum can be written in analytic ctbse §er in the rotation expansion parameter, for the descrififo

EOJ%LE;%E‘;SHZ%OJ?L&a;Wa : ?QS;IZLEI?A”;‘?%H%?QSW rr:1aximall%/ rotat(ijng s;\ars aS WDs a?d ne]y'g]on st(’;\rs I(N§S): V\/le
iru _ ) : ave performed in a scrutiny of the actual physica
metric is constructed by solving numerically a system of-ord requegt made by the SIEV rotation reéime. Based onethiys anal-
narquffereqtlal e?uatlokr:s for the perturbation functions (see yis e have checked that the accuracy of the slow rotation
Hartle! 196t Hartle & Thorne 19‘38&22): details). . approximation increases with the density of the WD, and that
The spacetime geometry up to order, with an appropriate  the mass-shedding (Keplerian) sequence of RWDs can be ac-

choice of coordinates is, in geometrical units= G = 1, curately described by th@? approximation within an error
described by (Hartle 1957) smaller than the one found for rapidly rotating NS%%.

J#0 _
Q=

2. SPACETIME GEOMETRY AND HARTLE’'S FORMALISM

dg= {ev(”[l + 2ho(r) + 2hy(r)Pa(cosd)] — w?r? sir? 9} de? 3.2. The turning-point criterion and secular axisymmetric

instabilit
My(r) + Ma(1)P2(cosf) |, » e _
= M=0(r) r In a sequence of increasing central density the mass of
non-rotating star is limited by the first maximum of thé
— 12[1 + 2ko(r)P2(cosb)] (d6? + sir? 6dp?) , (1)  pccurve, i.e. the turning-point given by the maximum mass,

+ 2wr?sir odtdg — e'® [1+ 2
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dM/dp. = 0, marks the secular instability point and it coin- Decay & (MeV)  fpy (gem?)
cides also with the dynamical instability point if the petta- ‘He—"H+n—4n 20506  139x 100
tion obeys the same EOS as of the equilibrium configuration C—”B-'Be 13370  P7x 10!

160 16N —16C 10.419  194x 10

see e.g. Shapiro & Teukolsky 1983, for details). The situa-
( 9 B Y ) 56Fe —56Mn —36Cr 3.695 118x 10°

tions is, however, much more complicated in the case of+otat
ing stars; the determination of axisymmetric dynamicaldns
bility points implies to find the perturbed solutions withrae
frequency mOdeS’ that IS’ perturbed Conflguratlons WhO'Se en VALUES OF THE THRESHOLD ENERGIES 6'5 HAVE BEEN TAKEN FROM TABLE 1 OF
ergy (mass) is the same as the unperturbed (equilibrium) one [Aupr er aLl (2003);se aLso (WapsTrA & B os[1977 I SIAPIRO & T EUKOLSKY
at second order. However, Friedman etlal. (1988) formulated [1983). Tue corresPoNDING cRITICAL DENSITY p/ém ARE FOR THE RFMT EOS
based on the works of Sorkih (1981, 1982), a turning-point (see[Roronpo et ALl [2011)
method to locate the points where secular instability gets i

for uniformly rotating relativistic stars: along a sequeraf

rotating stars with fixed angular momentum and increasing  In our WD model, we assume a unique nuclear composition
central density, the onset of secular axisymmetric inBtabi  (Z, A) throughout the star. We have just seen that invgrse

TABLE 2
ONSET FOR THE INVERSE 3-DECAY OF *HE, 12C, 160 aAnD 5®FE. THE EXPERIMENTAL

is given by decay imposes a limit to the density of the WD over which the
oM(pc,J)\ 0 3 current nuclear composition changes fran4) to (Z — 1, A).
dpe ), - (3) There is an additional limit to the nuclear composition of a

] . . . ] WD. Nuclear reactions proceed with the overcoming of the
Thus, configurations on the right-side of the maximum Coulomb barrier by the nuclei in the lattice. In the present
mass of aJ-constant sequence are secularly unstable. Af-case of zero temperatur&s= 0, the Coulomb barrier can be

ter the secular instability sets in, the configuration eeslv  overcome because the zero-point energy of the nuclei (gee e.
quasi-stationarily until it reaches a point of dynamical in [Shapiro & Teukolsky 1983)

stability where gravitational collapse should take plasee(
Stergioulas 2003, and references therein). The seculi@-ins Ane272p
bility boundary thus separates stable from unstable stars. Ep = hwp, ©p = \|"p2mz 4)
is worth stressing here that the turning-point of a consfant u

sequence is a flicient but not a necessary condition for sec-
ular instability and therefore it establishes an absolpjgen
bound for the mass (at constaht We construct the boundary
given by the turning-points of constant angular momentum
sequences as given by EQl (3). The question whether dynam
ically unstable RWDs can exist or not on the left-side of the
turning-point boundary remains an interesting problem and 94
deserves further attention in view of the very recent result
obtained by Takami et al. (2011) for some models of rapidly
rotating NSs.

wheree is the fundamental charge aii, = 1.6605x 10-2
g is the atomic mass unit.

Based on the pycnonuclear rates computed by Zeldovich
(1958) and Cameroh (1959), Salpeter (1961) estimatedrthat i
a time of 01 Myr, *H is converted intdHe atp ~ 5 x 10*
cnt3, “He into 12C atp ~ 8 x 108 g cn3, and*?C into
Mg atp ~ 6 x 10° g cnT3. The threshold density for the
pycnonuclear fusion dO occurs, for the same reaction time
0.1 Myr, atp ~ 3x 10* g cnT3, and for 10 Gyr at 10! g
cm3. These densities are much higher that the corresponding
3.3. Inverses-decay instability density for inversg-decay of'®0, p ~ 1.9x 10'°g cn72 (see
Table2). The same argument applies to heavier compositions
e.g. %®Fe; so pycnonuclear reactions are not important for
heavier thart’C in WDs.

It is important to analyze the case‘tie WDs in detail. At
densitieppyc ~ 8x 10° g cnr® a*He WD should have a mass
M ~ 1.35M,, (see e.g. Fig. 3 in Rotondo et al. 2011a). How-
ever, the mass dHe WDs is constrained to lower values from
fore the initial Aucleus Undergoes two sticcessive decays, i their previous thermonuclear evolution: a cold star withsma

: ' > 0.5M, have already burned an appreciable part of its He-
(ZA) = (Z=-1A) — (Z-2A) (see e.g. Salpeter (1961); |ym content at earlier stages. Thus, WD\bf> 0.5M,, with
Shapiro & Teukolsky((1983)). Some of the possible decay 4pje cores are very unlikely (see Hamada & Salpeter1961, for
channels in WDs with the corresponding known experimental details). It should be stressed tHate WDs withM < 0.5M,,
threshold energieé are listed in Tablgl2. The electrons in have central densitigs~ 10° g cn 3 (Rotondo et g, 2011a)
the WD may eventually reach the threshold energy to triggerand at such densities pycnonuclear reaction times are longe
a given decay at some critical dens@@it. Since the electrons  than 10 Gyr, hence unimportant. However, we construct in
are responsible for the internal pressure of the WD, configu-this work “He RWDs configurations all the way up to their
rations withp > ¢£. become unstable due to the softening inverses-decay limiting density for the sake of completeness,
of the EOS as a result of the electron capture process (se&€eping in mind that the theoreticéie WDs configurations
Harrison et al.[(1958); Salpeter (1961) for details). Inl&&h \llavrlwt)t]sil\élalzsgé?yrﬁ could actually not be present in any astro-
c_orrespo_ndlngly to each thresho.ld eneegythe critical den- From the above discussion we conclude that pycnonuclear
sity o, given by the RFMT EOS is shown; see Rotondo ét al. reactions can be relevant only f#C WDs. It is important
(20118) for details. to stress here that the reason for which the pycnonuclear re-

action time 75/, determines the lifetime of #C WD is that

reaction times" < 10 Gyr are achieved at densitiesl 0°

It is known that a WD might become unstable against the
inverses-decay proces<(A) — (Z — 1, A) through the cap-
ture of energetic electrons. In order to trigger such a pece
the electron Fermi energy (with the rest-mass subtradi@d o
must be larger than the masdtdience between the initial
(Z,A) and final £ — 1, A) nucleus. We denote this thresh-

old energy asg. Usually it is satisﬁe(igl < e‘g and there-

3.4. Pycnonuclear fusion reactions
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Fi. 1.— Pycnonuclear reaction times at zero temperature € @ision

as a function of the density.

(2; cnt3, lower than the inversg decay threshold density of
“Mg, **Mg—?*Na—?*Ne, p ~ 3.2 x 10° g cn? (see e.g.
Salpeter 1961; Shapiro & Teukolsky 1983). Thus, the pyc-
nonucleaf?C+*2C fusion produces unstatiéMg that almost
instantaneously decay owing to electron captures, andeso th
WD becomes unstable as we discussed in Subséc. 3.1.

10C 101

However, the pycnonuclear reaction rates are not known

with precision due to theoretical and experimental unaerta

ties. [Hamada & Salpeter (1961) had already pointed out in

their work that the above pycnonuclear density threshalels a
reliable only within a factor 3 or 4. The uncertainties are re
lated to the precise knowledge of the Coulomb tunneling in

the high density low temperature regime relevant to astro-
physical systems, e.g. WDs and NSs, as well as with the

precise structure of the lattice; impurities, crystal imipe-
tions, as well as the inhomogeneities of the local electisn d
tribution and finite temperaturefects, also fiect the reac-
tion rates. The energies for which the so-called astroghysi

S-factors are known from experiments are larger with respect

Boshkayev et al.

4. If three times larger, the above valuggf. for 75;¢ = 0.1

Myr becomesppyc ~ 4.8 x 10%° g cn3, larger than the in-
verses-decay threshold densipf ~ 3.97x 101° g cnt3 (see

Table[2). As we will see in Se€] 7, the turning-point con-
struction leads to an axisymmetric instability boundarthie

density range@57=° = 2.12x 100 < p < pS gen?ina

specific range of angular velocities. This range of dersite
particularly close to the above values®f,c which suggests
a possible competition betweenfdrent instabilities at high

densities.
4. WD STRUCTURE AND STABILITY BOUNDARIES

The structure of uniformly RWDs have been stud-
ied by several authors (see e.g. James 11964; Anand
1965; [Roxburgh & Durney | 1966; | Monaghan  1966;
Geroyannis & Hadjopoulos 1989). The issue of the sta-
bility of both uniformly and diferentially rotating WDs has
been studied as well (see €.g. Ostriker & Bodenheimer 1968;
Ostriker & Tassoul 1969; Tassoul & Ostriker 1970; Durisen
1975). All the above computations were carried out within
Newtonian gravity or at the post-Newtonian approximation.
The EOS of cold WD matter has been assumed to be either
the one of a microscopically uniform degenerate electron
fluid, which we refer hereafter as Chandrasekhar EOS
(Chandrasekhar 1931), or assuming a polytropic EOS. How-
ever, microscopic screening caused by Coulomb interastion
as well as the process of inverg8adecay of the composing
nuclei cannot be properly studied within such EOS (see
Rotondo et al. 2011b,a, for details).

The role of general relativistic fiects, shown in
Rotondo et al.[(2011a), has been neglected in all the above
precedent literature. The only exception to this rule istap
our knowledge, the work of Arutyunyan etlal. (1971), who
investigated uniformly RWDs for the Chandrasekhar EOS
within GR. They use af2? approximation following a method
developed by Sedrakyan & Chubaryan (1968), independently
of the work of Hartl=|(19€7). A detailed comparison of our re-

to the energies found in WD and NS crusts, and therefore theg s with the ones of Arutyunyan et]al. (1971) can be found

value of theS-factors have to be obtained theoretically from
the extrapolation of experimental values using approgniat

clear models, which at the same time are poorly constrainedyp,

A detailed comparison between théfdrent theoretical meth-

ods and approximations used for the computation of the pyc-
nonuclear reaction rates can be found.in (Gasqueslet al; 200521

Yakovlev et all 2006).

The S-factors have been computed iin (Gasquesiet al. 2005

Yakovlev et all 2006) using up-to-date nuclear models. Fol-

in App.[Q.

In Figs.[2EB we show the mass-central density relation and
e mass-radius relation of general relativistic rotatthg
and'®0 WDs. We explicitly show the boundaries of mass-
hedding, secular axisymmetric instability, invefsdecay,

nd pycnonculear reactions.

. Turning now to the rotation properties, in Fig. 4 we show
the J-M plane especially focusing on RWDs with masses

larger than the maximum non-rotating mass, hereafter Super

lowing these works, we have computed the pycnonuclear '®-Chandrasekhar WDs (SCWDs). It becomes clear from this

action times for GC fusion as a function of the density as
given by Eq.[(BB)z;<, which we show in Fidl11; we refer to
App.[B for details.

We obtain that forr§;& = 10 Gyr, ppye ~ 9.26x 10° g
cm3 while, for 757 = 0.1 Myr, ppye ~ 1.59x 10% g cnr3,

to be compared with the valye~ 6 x 10° g cnT2 estimated

diagram that SCWDs can be stable only by virtue of their non-
zero angular momentum: the lower-half of the stability lirie
Fig.[4, fromJ = 0 atM/M2Z% all the way up to the value of
JatM2z0 ~ 1.06MJZ% determines the critical(minimum) an-
gular momentum under which a SCWDs becomes unstable.

The upper half of the stability line determines, instea@, th

by [Salpeter[(1961). In order to compare the threshold den-maximum angular momentum that SCWDs can have.

sities for inversgd-decay and pycnonuclear fusion rates, we
shall indicate in our mass-density and mass-radius relgitio
the above two density values corresponding to these two life
times. It is important to stress that the computation of the p
cnonuclear reactions rates is subjected to theoreticaband
perimental uncertainties (see Gasques et al.|2005, foigjeta

5. THE MAXIMUM MASS

The maximum masses of rotating WDs belongs to the Kep-
lerian sequence (see Fig$[2—4) and it can be expressed as

M3Z8 = kM2 ©

max:

For instance, Hamada & Salpéter (1961) stated that these pywhereM; =0 is the maximum stable mass of non-rotating WDs

cnonuclear critical densities are reliable within a facaor

andk is a numerical factor that depends on the chemical com-
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Fic. 2.— Mass in solar masses versus the central density2®@r(left panel) and fo®0 (right panel) WDs. The solid curve corresponds to the méss o
non-rotating WDs, the Keplerian sequence is the red thickeld curve, the blue thick dotted-dashed curve is the ieyeisstability boundary, and the green
thick solid curve is the axisymmetric instability boundafye orange and purple dashed boundaries correspond tgaherpiclear densities for reaction times
Tpyc = 10 Gyr and 0.1 Myr, respectively. All rotating stable WDs ar¢he shaded region.
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Fic. 3.— Mass in solar masses versus the equatorial radiusts el km for 12C (left panel) and fot%0 (right panel) WDs. The left and right panels show
the configurations for the same range of central densitiéiseoforresponding panels of Fig. 2.

Composition  pyaz0 k MIa/Mo Ry, 20 Prmin Romin  REMn  (T/|W[)Pmin  Pmin  jPmin  gPimin
“He 5.46¢10° 1.0646 1.40906 1163 0.284 564 736 0.0163 0.642 1.004 526
12¢ 6.95¢10° 1.0632 1.38603 1051 0.501 817 1071 0.0181 0.647 1.287 1330
160 7.6810° 1.0626 1.38024 1076 0.687 1005 1323 0.0194 0.651 1.489 2263
56Fe 1.1&10° 1.0864 1.10618 2181 2.195 2000 2686 0.0278 0.667 2.879 23702
TABLE 3

PROPERTIES OF UNIFORMLY ROTATING GENERAL RELATIVISTIC 4HE, 12C, 160 AND 56FE WDs: pMJ;zo IS THE CENTRAL DENSITY IN G CM73 CORRESPONDING TO THE ROTATING
max

MAXIMUM MASS M#a?(; K 1S THE DIMENSIONLESS FACTOR USED TO EXPRESS THE ROTATING MAXIMUM MASS Mr#a(i AS A FUNCTION OF THE NON-ROTATING MAXIMUM MASS Mrﬂ;& OF
WDs, IN SOLAR MASSES, OBTAINED IN[RoToNDO ET ALl (20114), As DEFINED IN EqQ. {5); THE CORRESPONDING MINIMUM RADIUS IS RM 3=0, IN KM; Ppjin IS THE MINIMUM
max
ROTATION PERIOD IN SECONDS. WE RECALL THAT THE CONFIGURATION WITH Ppin 1S OBTAINED FOR A WD ROTATING AT THE MASS-SHEDDING LIMIT AND WITH CENTRAL DENSITY
Prmi Prni
EQUAL TO THE CRITICAL DENSITY FOR INVERSE 3-DECAY (SEE TABLE[2|AND THE RIGHT PANEL OF FiG. [H) THE POLAR Rp"““ AND EQUATORIAL Rech RADII OF THE CONFIGURATION

WITH Ppin ARE ALSO GIVEN IN KM. THE QUANTITY (T/ |W|)Pmin IS THE RATIO BETWEEN THE KINETIC AND BINDING ENERGIES, THE PARAMETER €"Min IS THE ECCENTRICITY OF THE
STAR, ROTATING AT Ppjn. FINALLY, j™Min AND qpmi" ARE THE DIMENSIONLESS ANGULAR MOMENTUM AND QUADRUPOLE MOMENT OF WDS, RESPECTIVELY.

position, see Tablg 3 for details. Ftie, 1°C, 160, and®®Fe corresponds to a critical maximum density over which the
RWDs, we foundVi20 ~ 1.500, 1474, 1467, 1202 Mo, re- WD is unstable against gravitational collapse.
spectively. The angular momentund along the mass-shedding se-
In Table[4 we compare the properties of the configura- quence is not constant and thus the turning-point critef@n
tion with maximum mass usingfiiérent EOS, namely Chan- does not apply to this sequence. Therefore the configuration
drasekhap = 2 (Boshkayev et. al, 2011, see e.qg.), Salpeter, of maximum rotating mas§](5) does not separate stable from
and RFMT EOS. A comparison with classical results obtained secular axisymmetrically unstable WDs. We have also veri-
with different treatments and EOS can be found in Agp. C. fied that none of the RWDs belonging to the mass-shedding
It is worth mentioning that the maximum mass of RWDs sequence is a turning-point of sonde=constant sequence,
is not associated with a critical maximum density for gravit and therefore they are indeed secularly stable. We therefor
tional collapse. This is in contrast with the non-rotatirge extend the Keplerian sequence all the way up to the critical
where the configuration of maximum mass (turning-point)
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4 | 4
3 —— Keplerian sequen:e? \\\\\\ | A S
----- Inverse B—decay instability T~ S~
Secular instability S~ . T~o
. —— Static configuration S . —— Keplerian sequence N
J 2 Pycnonuclear, lifetime 10!° years V] J 2r .- Inverse B—decay instability \\ ]
---- Pycnonuclear, lifetime 10° years ____;¢’ — Static configuration -’
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1 “—:-:::_—:_'_::-—_': """""""" 1 [T
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J=0 J=0
M/ Mmax M / M, max

Fic. 4.— Dimensionless angular momentijre cJ/(GM?) versus the mass of rotatifgC (left panel) and®0 (right panel) WDs, normalized to the maximum
non-rotating mass. All rotating stable WDs are in the shadgibn.

Nuclear Composition EOS J (g/em®) R?,"’J‘E& (km) Rg”cﬁ’%"x (km) MIZQM, PMi (sec)
u=2 Chandrasekhar .07 x 101 1198.91 1583.47 1.5159 0.884
Salpeter 107 x 1010 1193.08 1575.94 1.4996 0.883

‘He RFMT 546x 10° 1458.58 1932.59 1.5001 1.199
Salpeter 108x 1010 1183.99 1564.16 1.4833 0.878

12¢ RFMT 695x 10° 1349.15 1785.98 1.4736 1.074
Salpeter 109x 1010 1178.88 1556.68 1.4773 0.875

160 RFMT 7.68x 10° 1308.09 1730.65 1.4667 1.027
Salpeter n4x10° 2002.43 2693.17 1.2050 2.202

56Fe RFMT 118x 10° 2000.11 2686.06 1.2017 2.195

TABLE 4
4. 12- 16 56 M M M9
THE MAXIMUM ROTATING MASS OF GENERAL RELATIVISTIC UNIFORMLY ROTATING “HE, +“C, *°O anD *°Fg WDs FoR DIFFERENT E0S. P30, Rp ™, Reg™, AND PY¥max ARE
max

CENTRAL DENSITY, POLAR AND EQUATORIAL RADII, AND ROTATION PERIOD OF THE CONFIGURATION WITH THE MAXIMUM MASS, Mr‘#a())(

density for invers@ decaypﬁrit, see Tabl€]2 and Fig] 2. lished by inversgg-decay: the average density obtained for
the Roxburgh'’s critical configuration is 1.47 x 10'° g/cm?,
6. THE MINIMUM ROTATION PERIOD assuming the maximum masst&M, obtained in the same

The minimum rotation perio®@mi, of WDs is obtained for work.(see.TablELf in App.IC). A configurati_on with this mean
a configuration rotating at Keplerian angular velocity, ke t ~ density will certainly _haveza centrlagl density Iarg(()ar thaa th
critical inverseg-decay density; i.e. is the configuration ly- inverses-decay density of’C and'°0, 397 x 10'° g/em®
ing at the crossing point between the mass-shedding and inand 194 x 10'° g/cn?®, respectively (see Tablé 2). The rota-
verseB-decay boundaries, see Fig$. 2 and 4. fde, 1°C, tion period of the WD at the point of dynamical instability of
160, and®Fe RWDs we found the minimum rotation periods Roxburgh must be certainly shorter than the minimum values
~ 0.28, 050, 069 and 219 seconds, respectively (see TdBle 3 Presented here. o . .
for details). In Tabl€}4 we compare the properties of the con- . The above comparison is in line with the fact that we did not
figuration with minimum rotation period usingfiérent EOS,  find any turning-point that cross the mass-shedding seguenc
namely Chandrasekhar= 2, Salpeter, and RFMT EOS. (see Figs[1243). Presumably, ignoring the limits imposed

In the case of?C WDs, the minimum period .60 sec- by mverseﬁ_—decay and pycr)onuclear reactions, the bound-
onds have to be compared with the value obtained assum&'y determined by the turning-points could cross at some

ing as critical density the threshold for pycnonuclear reac higher density the Keplerian sequence. Such a configuration
tions. Assuming lifetimesC:C = 10 Gyr and 0.1 Myr, cor- should have a central density very similar to the one found by

) " Pye Roxburgh & Durney((1966).

responding to CI’I'[ICE:)| densguqspyc ~ 926x 10° g ent® In the work of Arutyunyan et. all (1971) the problem of the
andppyc ~ 1.59x 10'% g cnm®, we obtain minimum periods  minimum rotation period of a WD was not considered. How-
Ph = 0.95 and 0.75 seconds, respectively. ~ ever, they showed their results for a range of central dessit

It'is interesting to compare and contrast some classicalcovering the range of interest of our analysis. Thus, we have
results with the ones presented in this work. Using post- interpolated their numerical values of the rotation periéd
Newtonian approximation, Roxburgh & Durney (1966) ana- WDs in the Keplerian sequence and calculated the precise val
lyzed the problem of dynamical stability of maximally rotat  yes at the inversg-decay threshold fatHe, 12C, and®O that
ing RWDs, i.e. WDs rotating at the mass-shedding limit. The haye, = 2 and therefore in principle comparable to the Chan-
result was a minimum polar radius of 363 km, assuming the grasekhar EOS results with the same mean molecular weight.
Chandrasekhar EOS wifh = 2. The Roxburgh critical ra- — \we thus obtained minimum periods 0.31, 055, Q77 sec-
dius is rather small with respect to our minimum polar radii, onds, in agreement with our results (see Table 5).
see Tablel3. It is clear that such a small radius would lead to |t js important to stress that, although it is possible to eom
a configuration with the central density over the limit estab
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Nuclear composition EoS (L, (gem®) RO™" (km)  RERN (km) MO /Mo Pryin (s€C)

Prin

u=2 Chandra B7x 107 562.79 734.54 1.4963 0.281
Salpeter 137x 101 560.41 731.51 1.4803 0.281

‘He RFMT  139x 104 563.71 735.55 1.4623 0.285
Salpeter  B8x 10 815.98 1070.87 1.4775 0.498

12¢ RFMT  397x 101 816.55 1071.10 1.4618 0.501
Salpeter 89x 10"  1005.62 1324.43 1.4761 0.686

160 RFMT  194x10°  1005.03 1323.04 1.4630 0.687
Salpeter 14x 10° 2002.43 2693.17 1.2050 2.202

56Fe RFMT  118x 10° 2000.11 2686.06 1.2018 2.195

BLES

TA
THE MINIMUM ROTATION PERIOD OF GENERAL RELATIVISTIC ROTATING *HE, 12C, 160 anp 56Fe WDs. pﬁ

P
it IS THE CRITICAL DENSITY FOR INVERSE 3 DECAY. Mgi?n, Rpm'”, AND

P
Remm ARE THE MASS, POLAR, AND EQUATORIAL RADII CORRESPONDING TO THE CONFIGURATION WITH MINIMUM ROTATION PERIOD, Pmin.

pare the results using the Chandrasekhar EOS 2 with for the determination of this minimum angular momentum
the ones obtained for the RFMT EOS, both qualitative and of SCWDs (see green boundary in Fig. 4). It is interesting
quantitative diferences exist between the two treatments. In to note in this respect that from our results it turns out that
the former a universal mass-density and mass-radiusaglati SCWDs withlight chemical compositionsuch as*He and

is obtained assuming = 2 while, in reality, the configura-  2C, are unstable againakisymmetricinverses-decay and
tions of equilibrium depend on the specific valuesZond mass-shedding instabilities. On the opposite, in SCWDB wit
A in non-trivial way. For instance’He, *°C, and'®0 have  heavier chemical compositioysuch as®0 and®®Fe, the sec-

1 = 2 but the configurations of equilibrium are ratheffei- ular axisymmetric instability does not take place; see [Big.
ent. This fact was emphasizedlby Hamada & Salpeter (1961)The existence of the new boundary due to secular axisymmet-
in the Newtonian case and further in GR by Rotondo et al. ric instability is a critical issue for the evolution of SCVED
(20114), for non-rotating configurations. In Hig. 5 we pregse since their lifetime might be reduced depending on thekr ini
a comparison of the mass-density and mass-radius for the unitial mass and angular momentum.

versal Chandrasekhar= 2 and the RFMT EOS for specific From the quantitative point of view, we have found that ax-
nuclear compositions. isymmetric instability sets in fof’C SCWDs in the range of
masseM 20 < M < 1.397M,, for some specific range of ro-

7. OCCURRENCE OF SECULAR AXISYMMETRIC INSTABILITY tation periods: 1.24 seconds. We can express the minimum

Regarding the stability of rotatng WDs, rotation periodthata SCWD with a malskwithin the above

Ostriker & Bodenheimer (1968); Ostriker & Tassoul (1969); Mass range can have through the fitting formula

Durisen (1975) showed that uniformly rotating Newtonian M — MI=0\ 067

polytropes and WDs described by the uniform degenerate Payi = 0.062( max) seconds 6)
electron fluid EOS are axisymmetrically stable at any rotati Mg

rate. In clear contrast with these results, we have showa her 10 ) L
that uniformly RWDs can be indeed be secularly axisymmet- Where My, is the maximum mass of general relativistic
ric unstable as can be seen from FIg$12—4 (green boundary)ion-rotating>’C WDs, M-0 ~ 1.386M,, (see Tablé1l and
We have constructed in App.] C Newtonian RWDs for the [Rotondo et al.[(2011a)). Thus, E@] (6) describes the ratatio
Chandrasekhar EOS and compare thedénces with the  periods of the configurations along the green-dotted bound-
general relativistic counterpart. Apart from the quantiea ary in Figs[2[8, anfdl4. Correspondingly, the central dgnsit
differences for the determination of the mass at high densi-along this instability boundary varies from the criticahdéy
ties, it can be seen from Fifl 7 (left panel) the absence ofof static2C WDS,pg_’i‘t]:O = 2.12x 10" g cn3 (see Tabl€ll),
turning-points in the Newtonian mass-density relationisTh i - itvC _ 0 3
can be understood from the fact that the maximum stableuIO fo the inversg@-decay densﬁy,aﬁ 397> 10 g em

mass of non-rotating WDs is, in the Newtonian case, reacheo(see. TqblElZ).

formally at infinite cgentral density. We should then expect _It IS important _to note thaf[ at th_e_ 'OX"JE[) edge_of the den-
that turning-points will appear only from a post-Newtonian Sity range for axisymmetric instabilityy ™, the timescale
approximation, where the critical mass is shifted to finked ~ of C+C pycnonuclear reactions arfg's ~ 339 yr (see Fid.11).
sities (see e.g. Roxburgh & Durney 1966, for the calculation It becomes then of interest to compare this timescale wéh th
of dynamical instability for post-Newtonian RWDs obeying corresponding one of the secular axisymmetric instathity
the Chandrasekhar EQS). sets in at the same density.

In this respect the Fidl] 4 is of particular astrophysical rel ~ The growing time of the secular instability is given by the
evance. Configurations lying in the filled region are sta- dissipation time that can be driven either by gravitatiaaal
ble against mass-shedding, invefsdecay and secular ax- diation or viscosity (Chandraseknar 1970). However, grav-
isymmetric instabilities. RWDs with masses smaller tham th itational radiation reaction is expected to drive secufar i
maximum non-rotating mass (Sub-Chandrasekhar WDSs), i.e stabilities for systems with rotational to gravitationakegy
MI*0 < MZ=0' can have angular momenta ranging from a ratio T/|W| ~ 0.14, the bifurcation point between McClau-
maximum at the mass-shedding limit all the way down to the rin spheroids and Jacobi ellipsoids (see Chandrasekh&r, 197
non-rotating limitJ = 0. SCWDs, however, are stabilized for details). Therefore, we expect gravitational radiatio
due to rotation and therefore there exist a minimum angularto become important only for flerentially rotating WDs,
momentum,Jmin > 0, to guarantee their stability. We have which can attain more mass and more angular momentum
shown above that secular axisymmetric instability is retev ~ (Ostriker & Bodenheimér 1968). In the present case of gen-
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Fie. 5.— Mass versus central density (left panel) and mass seguatorial radius (right panel) for general relativisi®s using the Chandrasekhar and the

RFMT EOS.

eral relativistic uniformly RWDs, only the viscosity timese

the pycnonuclear critical densities are subjected to ttaxal

7y is relevant. A rotating star that becomes secularly unstabl and experimental uncertainties, which could in princigiits

first evolve with a characteristic timg and eventually reach
a point of dynamical instability, thus collapsing withiniaé
Tayn & Qi ~ YR¥/GM < 1's, whereR is the radius of the
star (see e.@. Stergioulas 2003).

The viscosity timescale can be estimated,as R%o/n (see
e.g..Lindblom 1987), wherg andn are the density and vis-

cosity of the star. The viscosity of a WD assuming degenerate

relativistic electrons is given by (Durisen 1973)
Hr(Z
Nfid = 4.74% 10‘2£p5/3

{ (ﬁ)mﬂ]l, "

whereHr(2) is a slowly varying dimensionless contstant that
depends on the atomic numk&and the Coulomb to thermal
energy ratio

2 1/3
= €2% (4r_p , (8)
ksT \ 3 2ZMu

wherekg is the Boltzmann constant amdl ~ 2Z has been
used.

The expression {7) is valid for values bfsmaller than
the critical value for crystallizatiod'cy. The critical I'ery

them to higher values. For instance, a possible shift of the
density for pycnonuclear instability with timescalégs ~ 1

Myr to higher valuep§,& > pS2=°, would suggest an inter-

esting competition between secular and pycnonuclear-insta
TP : C,J=0

bility in the density rangg ;™ < p < pg.

8. SPIN-UP AND SPIN-DOWN EVOLUTION

It is known that at constant rest-malsk, entropyS and
chemical compositiong, A), the spin evolution of a RWD is
given by (see Shapiro & Teukolsky 1990, for details)

. E[0Q
055,
N Mo,S,.Z,A

Q
whereQ = dQ/dt andE = dE/dt, with E the energy of the
star.

Thus, if a RWD is loosing energy by some mechanism dur-
ing its evolution, that i€ < 0, the change of the angular
velocity Q in time depends on the sign 6€/9J; RWDs that
evolve along a track witAQ2/dJ > 0, will spin-down < 0)
and the ones following tracks withQ2/0J < 0 will spin-up

(10)

is not well constrained but its value should be of the order (Q > 0).

of I'y ~ 100 (see e.d. Durisen 1973; Shapiro & Teukalsky

1983). The critical valu&, defines a crystallization tem-

In Fig.[8 we show, in the left panel, ti® =constant and
J =constant sequences in the mass-central density diagram

peratureT ¢, under which the system behaves as a solid. Forand, in the right panel, contours of constant rest-massen th

Tery ~ 100, we haveTg, ~ 8 x 107[p/(10*g cnt3)]¥3 K,
for Z = 6. Whenl" approacheE,y the viscosity can increase
drastically to values close to (van Horn 1969; Durisen 1973)

2/3

z
Hery = 4.0x 10°2 (7) 0%/8 exp[01( - Tery)]

(9)

For instance, we find that at densitjgs’ =" and assuming

a central temperatufe = 0.5T¢y with Tery = 18 K, the vis-
cous timescale is in the range %0ry < 1000 Myr, where the
upper limit is obtained using Ed.1(7) and the lower limit with

Q — Jplane.

The sign ofdQ/dJ can be analyzed from the left panel
plot of Fig.[8 by joining two consecutivd = constant se-
quences with an horizontal line and taking into accountdhat
decreases from left to right and from up to down. The angu-
lar velocity Q, instead, decreases from right to left and from
up to down for SCWDs and, for sub-Chandrasekhar WDs,
from left to right and from up to down. We note that, in the
SCWDs regiom) = constant sequences satisf@2/dp; < 0
while, in the sub-Chandrasekhar region, béglydp. < 0 and
0Q/dp: > 0 appear (see minima). SCWDs can only either

Eqg. (9). These timescales are longer than the pycnonucleagpin-up by angular momentum loss or spin-down by gaining

reaction timescale§; = 339 yr at the same density. So, if
the pycnonuclear reaction rates are accurate, it wouldyimpl
that pycnonuclear reactions are more important to regtrect
stability of RWDs with respect to the secular instabilityout

angular momentum. In the latter case, the RWD becomes de-
compressed with time increasing its radius and moment of
inertia, and then SCWDs following this evolution track will

end at the mass-shedding limit (see [Elg. 6). Some evolution-

ever, we have to keep in mind that, as discussed in[Sec. 3.4ary tracks of sub-Chandrasekhar WDs and SCWDs are shown
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Fic. 6.— Left panel: mass versus the central density*f@ RWDs. The solid black curves correspondlteconstant sequences, where the static dased
the thickest one. The color thin-dashed curves correspore=constant sequences. The Keplerian sequence is the redddstied curve, the blue thick
dotted-dashed curve is the inveggelecay instability boundary, and the green thick dottedeus the axisymmetric secular instability boundary. Riganel:
contours of constant rest-mass in fle- J plane; RWDs that evolve along a track wiik2/dJ > 0 spin-down by loosing angular momentum while, the ones
with 6Q/8J < 0, spin-up.

in the right panel of Fid.16. It is appropriate to recall hdratt  a possible mechanism to explain the delayed time distohuti
Shapiro & Teukolsky (1990) showed that spin-up behavior by of type la supernovae (SNe) (see llkov & Soker 2012, for de-
angular momentum loss occurs for rapidly rotating Newto- tails): a type la SN explosion is delayed for a time typical of
nian polytropes if the polytropic index is very closerte- 3, the spin-down time scalgs due to magnetic braking, provid-
namely for an adiabatic indelik ~ 4/3. It was shown ex- ing the result of the merging process of a WD binary system is
plicitly by Geroyannis & Papasotiriou (2000) that these-con a magnetic SCWD rather than a sub-Chandrasekhar one. The
ditions are achieved only by Super-Chandrasekhar polggop characteristic timescatg; of SCWD has been estimated to be

Besides the confirmation of the above known result for 10° < g < 10 yr for magnetic fields comprised in the range
SCWDs in the general relativistic case, we report here the10° < B < 10° G. A constant moment of inertia 10*° g cn?
presence of miniméQ/dp. = 0 for some sub-Chandrasekhar and a fixed critical(maximum) rotation angular velocity
masses (see e.g. the evolution track of the RWD wWith=

1.38M;, in the right panel of Fid.16) which raises the possibil- -0 GMI=0
ity that sub-Chandrasekhar WDs can experience, by angular Qcrit ~ 0.7~ =07 = (11)
momentum loss, not only the intuitively spin-down evoluatio M3=0
but also spin-up epochs. have been adopted (llkov & Soker 2012).
9. ASTROPHYSICAL IMPLICATIONS It is important to recall here that, as discussed in Skc. 8,
It is appropriate to analyze the astrophysical conseqeence SCWDs spin-up by angular momentum loss, and therefore
of the general relativistic RWDs presented in this work. the reference to a “spin-down” time scale for them is just his
Most of the observed magnetic WDs are massive; for in- torical. SCWDs then evolve toward the mass-shedding limit,
stance REJ 0317-853 witM ~ 1.35M, andB ~ (1.7- which determines in this case the critical angular velofaty
6.6) x 10® G (see e.gl Barstow etldl. 1995; Kiilebietal. rotational instability.
2010b); PG 1658441 withM ~ 1.31M, andB ~ 2.3 x If we expres€2*? in terms ofQ}}=° (see App[AR), taking

10° G (see e.gl Liebertetlal. 1983; Schmidt etlal. 1992); into account the values gf andq from the numerical inte-
and PG 1034234 with the highest magnetic field 10° gration, we find for RWDs that the Keplerian angular velocity
G (see e.g._Schmidt etlal. 1986; Kilebi etlal. 2009). How- can be written as
ever, they are generally found to be slow rotators (see e.g. Q0 =00, (12)
Wickramasinghe & Ferraiio 2000). It is worth mentioning
that it has been recently shown lby Garcia-Berro et al. (012 where the cofficiento varies in the interval [0.78,0.75] in the
that such a magnetic WDs can be indeed the result of therange of central densities [1a.0*] g cm3. It is important
merger of double degenerate binaries; the misalignment ofto mention that the above range®thold approximately the
the final magnetic dipole moment of the newly born RWD same independently on the chemical composition of the WD.
with the rotation axis of the star depends on thigedence of ~ However, the actual numerical value of the critical angular
the masses of the WD components of the binary. velocity, QJK#’, is different for diferent compositions owing
The precise computation of the evolution of the rotation pe- to the dependence oZ,(A) of mass-radius relation of non-
riod have to account for the actual value at each time of therotating WDs.
moment of inertia and the equatorial and polar radii of the Furthermore, as we have shown, the evolution track fol-
WD. Whether magnetic and gravitational radiation braking lowed by a SCWD depends strongly on the initial conditions
can explain or not the current relatively long rotation peri of mass and angular momentum as well as on chemical com-
ods of some observed magnetic WDs is an important issueposition, and evolution of the moment of inertia (see Eig. 6
that deserves the appropriate attention and will be adeldess and Sed.B for details). It is clear that the assumption ofifixe
elsewhere. moment of inertid ~ 10%* g cn?, leads to a spin-down time
Magnetic braking of SCWDs has been recently invoked as scale depending only on the magnetic field strength. A de-
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tailed computation will lead to a strong dependence on theand 0.95 seconds, obtained assuming as critical density the

mass of the SCWD; resulting in a two-parameter family of threshold for pycnonuclear reactions for lifeti
delayed timesg(M, B). Detailed calculations of the lifetime

mgge = 0.1
e .
Myr and 10 Gyr, respectively. For the same chemical compo-

of SCWDs braking-down due to magnetic dipole radiation are sitions, the maximum masses ard.500, 1474, 1467, 1202

then needed to shed light on this important matter. Thezaleti

Mo (see Tablél). These results and additional properties of

work along these lines is currently in progress and the tesul RWDs can be found in Tablé 3.

will be presented in a forthcoming publication.

We have presented a new instability boundary of general

Massive fast rotating and highly magnetized WDs have relativistic SCWDs, over which they become axisymmetri-
been proposed as an alternative scenario of Soft Gamma Ragally unstable. We have expressed the range of masses and
Repeaters (SGRs) and Anomalous X-ray Pulsars (AXPs); se&otation periods where this occurs through a fitting formula
Malheiro et al. (2012) for details. Within such scenaricge th given by Eq.[[6). A comparison with Newtonian RWDs in
range of minimum rotation periods of massive WDs found in App.[Q show to the conclusion that this new boundary of in-
this work, 03 < Pyin < 2.2 seconds, depending on the nu- stability for uniformly rotating WDs is a general relatitits

clear composition (see Talilé 5), implies the rotationdikta

effect.

ity of SGRs and AXPs, which possess observed rotation peri- We showed that, by loosing angular momentum, sub-
ods 25 P < 12 seconds. The relatively long minimum period Chandrasekhar RWDs can experience both spin-up and spin-
of 5Fe RWDs~ 2.2 seconds, implies that RWDs describing down epochs while, SCWDs, can only spin-up. These results
SGRs and AXPs have to be composed of nuclear composi-are particularly important for the evolution of WDs whose

tions lighter thart®Fe, e.g°C or 0.

10. CONCLUDING REMARKS

masses approach, either from above or from below, the maxi-
mum non-rotating mass. The knowledge of the actual values
of the mass, radii, and moment of inertia of massive RWDs

We have calculated the properties of uniformly RWDs are relevant for the computation of delay collapse timehen t
within the framework of GR using the Hartle formalism and models of type la SN explosions. A careful analysis of all the
our new EOS for cold WD matter based on the relativistic Possible instability boundaries as the one presented faee h

Feynman-Metropolis-Teller treatment (Rotondo et al. 2))11

to be taken into account during the evolution of the WD at

which generalizes previous approaches including the EOS ofPre-SN stages. - ]
Salpeter((1961). A detailed comparison with RWDs described We have indicated specific astrophysical systems where the
by the Chandrasekhar and the Salpeter EOS has been pefesults of this work are relevant; for instance the longtrota

formed.

periods of observed massive magnetic WDs; the delayed col-

We constructed the region of stability of RWDs taking into lapse of SCWDs as progenitors of type la SNe; and the alter-
account the mass_shedding |imit, secular axisymmetrtajns native scenario for SGRs and AXPs based on massive RWDs.

bility, inverseB-decay, and pycnonuclear reaction lifetimes.

We would like to thank the anonymous referees for the

The latter have been computed using the updated theoreticamany comments and suggestions that improved the presen-
models of Gasques etlal. (2005); Yakovlev etlal. (2006). We tation of our results. J.A.R. is grateful to Enrique Garcia

found that the minimum rotation periods féile, 1°C, 10,

and®®Fe RWDs are~ 0.3, 0.5, 0.7 and 22 seconds, respec-

tively (see Tabl€]5). Fof?’C WDs, the minimum period.B
seconds needs to be compared with the val?ﬁq’{ = 0.75

Berro and Noam Soker for helpful discussions and remarks
on the properties of magnetic WDs resulting from WD merg-
ers and on the relevance of this work for the delayed collapse
of Super-Chandrasekhar WDs.
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APPENDIX

THE HARTLE-THORNE SOLUTION AND EQUATORIAL CIRCULAR ORBITS
The Hartle-Thorne vacuum solution

The HT metric given by Eq[{1) can be written in an analyticseld-form in the exterior vacuum case in terms of the total
massM, angular momenturd, and quadrupole momef of the rotating star. The angular velocity of local inerframesw(r),
proportional to, and the function$y, hy, my, My, ko, proportional toQ?, are derived from the Einstein equations (see Hartle
1967 Hartle & Thorne 1968, for details). Thus, the metria ba then written as

ds = (1— ZTM) 1 + 2k, P>(cost) + 2(1 = Z—M) 5(2 cog o - 1)} de® + ? sir? 6dtdg
-1 -1
(1— @) [1 z(kl - 6—32) P,(cosd) — (1— @) ‘r] ] dr? — r2[1 — 2k, P,(cosh)](d6? + sir? 6dp?)
(A1)
where
J? 5Q- JZ/M 2 5Q-J3/M 2M\Y2
o= s (1 1) 5 S 1) ke kl*r*zw(l‘T) %(-1)-
and ,
3 1 3 1 38-5
Qi = (¢ - | Fin X2 - 222 g - e - S 2 E - 25, #2)

are the associated Legendre functions of the second kitlal xwé r/M — 1, andP,(cosé) = (1/2)(3 cod6 — 1) is the Legendre
polynomial. The constantel, J andQ the total mass, angular momentum and mass quadrupole mofrtiet rotating object,
respectively. This form of the metric corrects some midprirf the original paper by Hartle & Thorne (1968) (see alsgik. al.
(2004) and Bini et. all (2009)). The precise nhumerical valoEM, J andQ are calcualted from the matching procedure of the
exterior and interior metrics at the surface of the star.

The total mass of a rotating configuration is definedvas= M’*? = MJ=0 + §M, whereM’=0 is the mass of non-rotating
configuration an@M is the change in mass of the rotating from the non-rotatingigaration with the same central density. It
should be stressed that in the terms involvid@ndQ the total mas#1 can be substituted byl'= sincesM is already a second
order term in the angular velocity.

Angular velocity of equatorial circular orbits

The four-velocityu of a test particle on a circular orbit in equatorial plane mfsgmmetric stationary spacetime can be
parametrized by the constant angular velog€itwith respect to an observer at infinity

u= F[ﬁt + Qa¢], (A3)

whereT is a normalization factor which assures thiéiti, = 1. From normalization and geodesics conditions we obtan th
following expressions fof andQ = u?/ut

T'=2(gu + 220 + Q°se) % Guur + 200 + Q°Gyys = 0, (Ad)
hence, the solution of[(A4), is given by

—Ogr = V(Gtor)® - gtt,rgrbrb,r, (A5)

Q v
r) = =
iOI’b( ) ut Door
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where ¢/-) stands for co-rotatirigounter-rotating orbits)® andut are the angular and time components of the four-velocity,
and a colon stands for partial derivative with respect todt@esponding coordinate. In our case one needs to cormidier

co-rotating orbits (omitting the plus sign {2, orb(r) = Qor(r)) to determine the mass shedding (Keplerian) angular itgloa
the surface of the WD. For the Hartle-Thorne external sotukq. [Al) we have

Qro(r) = @3 [1- JFa() + %Fa(r) + aFa()] (A6)

wherej = J/M? andqg = Q/M? are the dimensionless angular momentum and quadrupole nipme

F (M )3/2 F 48M7 — 80MOr + 4AM°3r2 — 18M4r3 + 40M3r4 + 10M2r5 + 15Mr® — 157 LF
1= 5 2= s

T 16M2r4(r — 2M)
o 6M* — 8M3r — 2M?r2 — 3Mr3 + 3r* 15(@2 - 2M?3) a T
3 16M2r(r — 2M)/5 32M3 r—2m’
The mass shedding limiting angular velocity of a rotatiray $ the Keplerian angular velocity evaluated at the equate
Reg), i.€.

F, F=

Qi](;to = Qorb(r = Rea) (A7)

In the static case i.e. whegn= 0 henceg = 0 andéM = 0 we have the well-known Schwarzschild solution and thetakbi
angular velocity for a test particle2-2 on the surfacer(= R) of the WD is given by

MJ=0

Q0 = (A8)
K Ri,AJ:O
Weak field limit

Let us estimate the values pandq recovering physical units withandG. The dimensionless angular momentum is

cJ ¢ aMR?Q _ (%)(GM)l’

“GMZ TG M2 c J\eR

i (A9)
where we have used the fact thht 1Q, with | = «MR?, ande ~ 0.1 from our numerical integrations. For massive and fast
rotating WDs we have((R)/c ~ 1072 and GM)/(c’R) ~ 1073, s0j ~ 1.

The dimensionless quadrupole momeiig

' Q  CBMR (GM)‘2
"@mi & we PR/
where we have expressed the mass quadrupole manienterms of mass and radius of the WQ,= SMR?, whereg ~ 1072,
so we havey ~ 10,
The large values of andg might arise some suspicion on the produéts, j°F» andqFs as real correction factors in EG._(AG).
It is easy to check this in the weak field limit/r < 1, where the functionB; can be expanded as a power-series

(A10)

(7 RO o e ST SR o
AT 0 T2\ 28 \'r r e 3Ty alr 28\ r r
so evaluating at = R
QR\ (GM\Y? a (QR\(GM)?
o )G -5 T
Jla(c)czR A Z(C)CZR (ALD)

so we finally havgF, ~ 10792, j°F, ~ 107°, andgFs ~ 1072, We can therefore see that the products are indeed comsctio
factors and, in addition, thatfect due to the quadrupolar deformation is larger than thadrdragging fect.

PYCNONUCLEAR FUSION REACTION RATES

The theoretical framework for the determination of the pymuinclear reaction rates was developed by Salpeter & van Horn
(1969). The number of reactions per unit volume per unit tiaue be written as

5 1 o 1
_ =4 6,7/4 31 _
Roye = Z*ApS(E)3.90x 106174 exp(-2.638/ V) cm3s7?, A= SZpdTE ( T3574% 107 g crrr3) , (B1)

whereS are astrophysical factors in units of Mev barns (1 bdi@r2* cn) that have to be evaluated at the enegygiven by

Eq. (2).
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Fic. 7.— Left panel: Mass versus central density of Newtoniash@eneral relativistic WDs for the Chandrasekhar EOS with2. Both the non-rotating case
and the Keplerian sequence are shown. We have stopped tsigydgrst for sake of comparison, at the critical densitytfee onset of inversg-decay of*He

p = 1.39x 10! g cmi 3. Right panel: Mass versus central density relation for gamelativistic WDs for the Chandrasekhar EOS witk: 2 for the static and
the Keplerian sequence in this work and the orle of Arutyuretaal. (1971).

TreatmenEOS M0/ Mo, References
NewtoniariChandrasekhau = 2 1.474 Anand (1965)
NewtoniariPolytropen = 3 1.487 Roxburgh (1965)
Post-NewtoniafChandrasekhau = 2 1.482 Roxburgh & Durney (1966)
GR/Chandrasekhai = 2 1.478 Arutyunyan et. al. (1971)
TABLE 6

M AXIMUM ROTATING MASS OF WDs IN LITERATURE.

For theS-factors we adopt the resultsof Gasques et al. (2005) eakmliwith the NL2 nuclear model parameterization. For
center of mass energi€s> 19.8 MeV, theS-factors can be fitted by

3E°.308

_ 6
S(E) = 5.15x 10°° exp| ~0.428F - 1= gy

MeV barn, (B2)
which is appropriate for the ranges of the zero-point emsrgt high densities. For instané&C nuclei atp = 10'° g cnt2 have

a zero-point oscillation enerdy, ~ 34 keV.
All the nuclei ¢, A) at a given density will fuse in a timerpyc given by

oo™
YT Roye  AMyRpyc’
whereny = p/(AM,) is the ion-density._Gasgues et al. (2005) estimated tleaStfactors [B2) are uncertain within a factor

~ 3.5; it is clear from the above equation that for a given lifetim,c such uncertainties reflect also in the determination of the
density threshold.

(B3)

COMPARISON WITH THE NEWTONIAN TREATMENT AND OTHER WORKS

We have constructed solutions of the Newtonian equilibreooations for RWDs accurate up to ordef, following the
procedure of Hartle (1967). In Figl 7 (left panel) we comphese Newtonian configurations with general relativisi¢Bs for
the Chandrasekhar EOS with= 2. We can see clearly theftirences between the two mass-density relations towarddhe h
density region, as expected. A most remarkabffedgnce is the existence of axisymmetric instability boupdtathe general
relativistic case, absent in its Newtonian counterpart.

Up to our knowledge, the only previous work on RWDs within GRhe one of Arutyunyan et. lal. (1971). A method to com-
pute RWDs configurations accurate up to second orderivas developed by two of the authors (see Sedrakyan & Chubarya
1968, for details), independently of the work|of Harile (ZR6 In (Arutyunyan et. al. 1971), RWDs were computed for the
Chandrasekhar EOS with= 2.

In Fig.[4 (right panel) we show the mass-central densityti@ieobtained with their method with the ones constructetthis
work for the same EOS. We note here that the results #ieréeint even at the level of static configurations, and sineertbthods
are based on construction of rotating configurations froeds&atic ones, thosefthrences extrapolate to the corresponding
rotating objects. This fact is to be added to the possiblétiadd! difference arising from the filerent way of approaching the
orderQ? in the approximation scheme. Thefdrences between the two equilibrium configurations areeetid

Turning now to the problem of the maximum mass of a RWD, in @&blve present the previous results obtained in Newtonian,
Post-Newtonian approach and GR by several authors. Dapgidi their method, approach, treatment, theory and nuaieric
code the authors showedi@irent results. These maximum mass of RWDs are to be compétethe ones found in this work
and presented in Tallé 4 for the Chandrasekhar?, Salpeter, and RFMT EOS.



14 Boshkayev et al.

ACCURACY OF THE HARTLE'S APPROACH

In his classic work, Hartle (1967) described the slow rotatiegime by requesting that fractional changes in pressuergy
density, and gravitational field due to the rotation of ttae are all much smaller with respect to a non-rotating st#r thie same
central density. From a dimensional analysis, such a dondinplies

2 E)Z GMJ=0
Q <<(R @R (D1)

whereM’=0 is the mass of the unperturbed configuration Bits radius. The expression on the right is the only multigtiice
combination ofM, R, G, andc, and in the Newtonian limit coincides with the critical Kegkhn angular velocitﬁ&:0 given by

Eq. (A8). For unperturbed configurations witB ¥1)/(c’R) < 1, the condition[[DI1) implie©2R/c < 1. Namely, every particle
must move at non-relativistic velocities if the perturbatito the original geometry have to be small in terms of pesgsn
Eq. (D) can be also written as

Q< ), (D2)

which is the reason why it is often believed that the slowtioteapproximation is not suitable for the description afrstrotating
at their mass-shedding value.

Let us discuss this point more carefully. It is clear thatrtbguest that the contribution of rotation to pressure, gndensity,
and gravitational field to be small can be summarized in dsiexpression, Eq_(D1), since all of them are quantitagigalen by
the ratio between the rotational and the gravitationalgnef the star. The rotational energylis~ MR?Q? and the gravitational
energy isW| ~ GM?/R = (GM/c?R)Mc?, hence the conditioi/|W| < 1 leads to Eq[{D1) of{D2). Now we will discuss the
above condition for realistic values of the rotational amavgational energy of a rotating star, abandoning the ragsion of
either fiducial or order of magnitude calculations. We shelot that the actual limiting angular velocity on the rigtand-side
of the condition[(D2) has to be higher than the Keplerianealu

We can write the gravitational binding energy of the stafgs= yGM?/R and the rotational kinetic energy @is= (1/2)1Q? =
(1/2)eMR?Q?, where the constantsanda are structure constants that depends on the density anslipeegistribution inside
the star. According to the slow rotation approximatiop\W| < 1, namely

T oMRQ?2 [(a\(GM\! , (a\( Q Y
wi =S~ (5) (%) =5 )ag) =2 >

which can be rewritten in analogous form to Eq] D2 as

Q< w/2793 0 (D4)

Now we check that the ratio of the structural constants igelathan unity. Let us first consider the simplest example of a

constant density sphere. In this case: 2/5 andy = 3/5, s0+/2y/a ~ 1.73, and the condition (D4) i® < 1.73Q)7°. If we
consider now a more realistic density profile, for instarecpplytrope of indexh = 3, we have (see e.g. Shapiro & Teukolsky
1983)

3 GM? 3GM? 1, 12
55n R 2 R 2% 733
where(r?) = 0.1130F2. Therefore we have in this cage= 3/2 ande = 0.075, and so Eq[{D4) becom@s« 6.320;7°. This

is not surprising sinc&/|W| — 0.025 whenQ — Q0.

The above analysis has been done assummg sphencal syynridéten deviations from the spherical shape are taken into
account, the ratid /|W| turn to be even smaller than the previous estimates baseghanisal polytropes. Since the equatorial
radius satisfieRReq > R, at mass-shedding we will ha¥e < QJKZO. In fact, in the Roche model the mass-shedding angular

velocity isQ)*° = (2/3)%2077° ~ 0.5440)70, corresponding to a rotational to gravitational energipraf|W| ~ 0.0074 (see e.g.
Shapiro & Teukolskv 1983).

In our RWDs we have obtained that the mass-shedding angeltzgity sat|sf|e§2J*tO ~ 0. 75&2J 0 at any density; see Eq.{12).
Accordingly to this, we show in the left panel of FIg. 8 theimat /|W| for RWDS as a functlon of the central density for the
Keplerian sequence. For an increasing central demgiwy| decreases. On the right panel we have plotted the eccéntrigsus
the central density. For increasing central density themiricity decreases, so RWDs become less oblate at highseitids.

Now we turn to evaluate more specifically the deviations ftbmspherical symmetry. The expansion of the radial coatdin
of a rotating configuration(R, ) in powers of the angular velocity is written as (Hartle 1p67

r = R+ £(R 6) + O(Q%), (D6)

where¢ is the diference in the radial coordinate between a point located at the polar angytan the surface of constant density
p(R) in the rotating configuration, and the point located at thme polar angle on the same constant density surface in the
non-rotating configuration. In the slow rotation regimes fractional displacement of the surfaces of constant tedsie to

the rotation have to be small, namefR, 0)/R <« 1, wheref(R, 0) = &(R) + £&(R)P2(cosd) and&(R) andé&,(R) are function

of R proportional taQ?. On the right panel of Fig.]9 the fiierence in the radial coordinate over static radius verseiséintral
density is shown. Here we see the same tendency as in the fceeaxcentricity, that theseftirences are decreasing with

W] = |\/|<r2>Q2 (D5)
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Fic. 8.— Left panel: rotational to gravitational energy ratiersus the central density for maximally rotating RWDs, ai@ted with the Chandrasekhar EOS
1 = 2. Right panel: the eccentricity versus the central derfsitthe same sequence of RWDs.
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Fic. 9.— Left panel: the rotation parameter normalized to theedpof light versus the central density. Right panel: tifgedince in the radial coordinate
over the static radius versus the central density. The salide corresponds to theffiirence between equatori@l £ 7/2) and static radii and the dashed curve
corresponds to the flierence between pola# € 0) and static radii.

an increasing central density. On the left panel the ratgtimrametefQR/c versus the central density is shown. Here, with an
increasing central density the rotation parameter ineeabhus, for higher densities the system becomes lesepbhaaller in
size with a larger rotation parameter i.e. higher anguléyoity.

In order to estimate the accuracy of the slow rotation appration for RWDs, based on the above results, it is useful to
compare all the above numbers with the known results for N®s.instance, we notice that in N&3R/c ~ 1071, £(R, 0)/R ~
102 andé(R, 7/2)/R~ 107! (see e.d. Berti et. l. 2004), to be compared with the cooredipg values of RWDs shown in F[g. 9,
QR/c < 1072, £(R,0)/R ~ 1072 and&(R, 7/2)/R ~ 10°*. Weber & Glendennind (1992) calculate the accuracy of theléls
second order approximation and found that the mass of mélyinotiating NSs is accurate within an errgr4%;|Benhar et al.
(2005) found that the inclusion of third order expansiwhimproved the mass-shedding limit numerical values in lbas 1%
for NSs obeying dferent EOS. On the other-hand, it is known that the ratiV| in the case of NSs is as large-a9.1 in the
Keplerian sequence (see e.g. Tables 1-5 of Berti & Ster@s{#004)). Since RWDs have/|W| andQR/c smaller than NSs,
andsR/R = £/R at least of the same order (see left panel of Hig. 8), we expatthe description of the strucure of RWDs up to
the mass-shedding limit within the Hartle’s approach toehaivieast the same accuracy as in the case of NSs.



