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ABSTRACT

Stationary solutions of spherically symmetric accretioagesses have been subjected to a
time-dependent radial perturbation, whose equation dedwnonlinearity to any arbitrary or-
der. Regardless of the order of nonlinearity, the equatfdheperturbation bears a form that
is remarkably similar to the metric equation of an analogemuatic black hole. Casting the
perturbation as a standing wave and maintaining nonlityeariit up to the second order,
bring out the time-dependence of the perturbation in thenfof a Liénard system. A dy-
namical systems analysis of this Liénard system reveadsldls point in real time, with the
implication that instabilities will develop in the accragi system when the perturbation is ex-
tended into the nonlinear regime. The instability of ilisabsonic states may also adversely
affect the temporal evolution of the flow towards a final arabk transonic state.

Key words: accretion, accretion discs — black hole physics — hydroayes— instabilities —
methods:analytical

1 INTRODUCTION

In the context of astrophysical fluid flows, the classical eloaf spherically symmetric accretion, proposed by Bon®52) sixty year
ago, is in essence a mathematical problem of conservatidecampressible hydrodynamics. This model has acquired ttitessof a
paradigm in studies on accretion, and apart from the fadtitha amenable to exact mathematical analyses in many cttsespheri-
cally symmetric model faithfully captures much of the plegsof many astrophysical flows. So, nothwithstanding itsaagpt simplic-
ity, the spherically symmetric flow has been a subject of enduinterest to the researcher in astrophysical fluid dyinapwith mul-
tiple physical and mathematical variations on the origitedme |(Parker 1958; Salpeter 1964; Parker 1966; Axford & iHanl 1967;
Holzer & Axford|1970] Balazs 1972; Michel 1972; Mészar@®@¥5%;| Blumenthal & Mathews 1976; Mészaros & Silk 1977; Bewgn 1978;
Cowie et all 1978; Stellingwerf & Buff 1978; Garlick 1979; Kcay! 1979| Brinkmann 1930; Moncrief 1980; Petterson gt 8801 Vitello
1984;| Bonazzola et al. 1987, 1992; Theuns & David 1992; Kant® Murzinal 1994| Ruffert 1994; Markovic 1995; Tsuribe et H995;
Titarchuk et all 1996; Zampieri etlal. 1996; Titarchuk e1&@97;| Kovalenko & Eremin 1998; Das 1999; Malec 1999; Torasial. 19909;
Das 2000; Das & Sarkar 2001; Ray & Bhattacharjee 2002; Fop2002| Ray 2003; Babichev et al. 2004; Das 2004; Ray & Bblattdere
2005;| Gaite 2006; Mandal etlal. 2007; Roy 2007; Roy & Ray 2D0¥skar et al. 2007; _Silich et al. 2008; Mach & Malec 2008;|R6L2
Park & Ricotti2011; Wong et al. 2011).

Accretion processes involve the flow dynamics of astrom@fshnatter under the external gravitational influence of stnoghysical
object, like an ordinary star or a white dwarf or a neutrom sta black holel(Frank et al. 2002). Accretion flows are digty different from
the self-gravity driven collapse of a fluid system, such aaEhe accreting astrophysical matter could be the itetkas matter, as modelled
by its spherically symmetric infall onto an isolated acorgbr stellar matter, as seen in a binary system, where da¢ deformation of a
star causes matter to flow out of it into the potential well ebanpact companion (Frank etlal. 2002). In all of these cdlBesnathematical
description of the fluid system involves a momentum balamgeaton (with gravity as an external force), the continiétyuation and a
polytropic equation of state (Frank eilal. 2002).

Fluid flows, conservative or dissipative, fall under the g class of nonlinear dynamics. Set in full detail, theditan for mo-
mentum conservation in a fluid is a balance of dynamic effewslinear effects and the effects of the pressure inhéneatcontinuum
system|(Landau & Lifshitz 1987). Prior to Bondi (1952), sostadies of astrophysical flows had considered only the pragrbetween
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dynamics and nonlinearity, neglecting the effects of pressvith the argument that any heat generated would be eatl@tvay rapidly, so
that the temperature of the infalling gas (and related tihé,pressure as well) would remain negligibly low. The otisdreme of ignoring
dynamics and introducing pressure was taken up by Bondg(] #b5what became a stationary mathematical problem. Neality, however,
was an abiding presence in either case.

While solving the stationary, spherically symmetric, coagsible fluid flow was not difficult mathematically, inteeging the behaviour
of the solutions from a physical perspective was. From teéhpka of mathematical solutions in the stationary probkiaones of physical
relevance, in view of modelling astrophysical inflows, wiglentified to be locally subsonic very far away from the atméVithin the class
of inflows obeying this outer boundary condition, there isrdimitude of globally subsonic solutions, along which adlelement may reach
the accretor with a low subsonic velocity. However, for taeng outer boundary condition, a single critical solutiands out in a class by
itself, capable of allowing matter to reach the accretohwihigh supersonic velocity, and crossing the sonic horiong the way. This is
the unique transonic solution — the classical Bondi (19%2)etion solution.

The exact fashion in which accreting matter reaches theawds related to the inner boundary condition of the infloatylem. In the
case of the accretor being a black hole, the infall processt reitransonic_(Novikov & Thorfe 1873; Shapiro & Teukolsi®83). This is
because a black hole has an event horizon instead of a physitace, and thus precludes all possibility of a pressuileltup at small radii,
that could otherwise have dominated over the free-fall @ close to the accretor. The situation, however, issoatlearly understood if
the accretor has a hard surface like a neutron star or a whief d=or such an accretor, itis supposed that the accuetufaaitter would build
up pressure near the surface and cause the supersonic flesstmbked down to subsonic levels, although for a neutrarirstaarticular,
all accreted matter is expected to be efficiently “vacuunamdel” away, making it easier for the flow to remain supers{ipétterson et al.
1980). Evidently then, questions of setting the inner bampdondition and determining an inflow trajectory in redatto it, are not trivial
ones to confront. Nevertheless, working with the statipmapblem itself| Bondil(1952) had the insight that the trms solution would
be the one selected by a fluid element to reach the accretardndistant outer boundary. The governing principles bethirgichoice were
connected to the maximisation of the mass accretion rateth@nminimisation of the total energy configuration of thevfi@ondi|1952;
Garlick!1979), although a definitive conclusion regardimg tealisability of the transonic solution was left by Bo(t®52) to its stability.

The problem with the transonic solution in the stationagine is that its realisability is notoriously vulnerableeeen an infinites-
imal deviation from the precisely needed boundary conditmgenerate the solution (Ray & Bhattacharjee 2002). Tiiculty may be
overcome by looking at the possibility of a temporal evantf the accreting system towards the transonic state (RBladtachariee
2002;| Roy & Ray 2007). However, the nonlinear equations goag the temporal evolution of the flow do not lend themsglte ready
mathematical analyses. Indeed, in the matter of incorppaydtoth the dynamic and the pressure effects in the equgattbe mathematical
problem was very aptly described by Bondi (1952) as “insalpler’. So in the absence of any analytical formulation of dggamics of
the flow solutions, much of all time-dependent studies iresighlly symmetric accretion is perturbative in chargdbased on linear stabil-
ity analysis |(Stellingwerf & Buff 1978; Garlick 1979; Petsen et al. 1980; Ruffert 1994; Kovalenko & Eremin 1998; kxxn|2002] Ray
2003; Gaite 2006; Roy & R&y 2007), although in this respemtiesnon-perturbative studies have also been reported (Ratyagtacharjee
2002;| Roy & Ray 2007). The range of the perturbative studee®is numerical and analytical methods, using both radidlreon-radial
perturbations, leading to varied conclusions about thetiehr of the perturbations in the spatial and temporal dosaa’he commonly
accepted view to have emerged from all the linear stabitiglgses is that perturbations on the flow do not produce aegtimode with an
amplitude that gets amplified in time (Gaite 2006), and thatgerturbative method does not indicate the primacy of antqolar class of
solutions|(Garlick 1979). This is as far as one could saykimgrin the linear regime. However, the general experiess®eiated with any
nonlinear system (and accreting systems are very muchream)iis that the understanding gained through linearigeditions can scarcely
be imposed on circumstances dominated by nonlinearityvidrk presented in this paper makes an attempt to bridge &pis g

In this work, a time-dependent, radial perturbation schenpmemented originally by Petterson et al. (1980) has belapted and all
orders of nonlinearity have been retained in the resultmgagion of perturbation. A most striking feature of the d@raof the perturbation
is that even on accommodating nonlinearity in full ordecdhforms to the structure of the metric equation of a scatéd fin Lorentzian
geometry. This fluid analogue (an “acoustic black hole™)uting many features of a general relativistic black hisle,matter of continuing
interest in fluid mechanics from diverse points of view (Moef:1980; Visser 1998; Schitzhold & Uniuh 2002; Barcdlale2005] Volovik
2005; Singha et al. 2005; Ray & Bhattachatiee 2007a.b; Row§ 007 | Naskar et al. 2007; Das et al. 2007; Mach & Malec2008)

The equation of the perturbation is then applied to studystaeility of globally subsonic stationary solutions. Relyjag the non-
perturbative evolution of the accreting system, it is felesto suggest that the initial condition of the evolutioraiglobally subsonic state,
with gravity subsequently driving the system to a transatate, sweeping through an infinitude of intermediate suibsstates. So, to
ensure an unhindered temporal convergence to a stablemiarnigjectory, the stability of the subsonic states igesal. To investigate this
aspect at a relatively simple level, all orders of nonliitgdreyond the second order have been truncated in the equattihe perturbation.
Following this, the spatial dependence of the perturbalias been integrated out with the help of well-defined boundanditions on
globally subsonic flows (Petterson et al. 1980). After thidy the time-dependent part of the perturbation is exéécind, very intriguingly,
it acquires the mathematical appearance of a Liénardray$¢rogatz 1994; Jordan & Smith 1999). Application of thencoon analytical
tools of dynamical systems to study the equilibrium featwtthis Liénard system, shows the existence of a saddte jporeal time, with
the implication that the stationary background solutioiiislve unstable, if the perturbation is extended into thelimear regime.

So to summarise the import of this work, conservative moomanibalance and continuity conditions, as appropriate faatosary
spherically symmetric flow, have been subjected to timeeddpnt radial perturbations. On including nonlinearity,isstability is seen
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Implications of nonlinearity for spherically symmetric accretion 3

to develop in this otherwise simple hydrodynamic systene &htire mathematical treatment so described, and alltésddant physical
conclusions, have been presented in what follows.

2 THE MATHEMATICAL CONDITIONS OF SPHERICALLY SYMMETRIC ACCRETION

The mathematical problem that was set up_by Bohdi (1952) élined that is how taken up as a starting model in accrettated
texts (Chakrabartii 1990, 1996; Frank etlal. 2002), involves coupled fields, the local flow velocity, and the local density,, of the
compressible accreting fluid. These two coupled fields averged by the continuity equation,

op 1 0
ot r2or
and the inviscid Euler equation,

%—O—U%—O—%%—f—k@'(ﬂ:o, @)
tailored as they are, according to the requirements of g@ielymmetry. In the latter equation, the local pressixas expressed in terms of
p, by invoking a general polytropic prescriptioR,= kp”, in which-~y, the polytropic exponent, varies over the range (limitedsoyhermal
and adiabatic conditions), < v < cp/cv, with cp andey being the two coefficients of specific heat capacity of a gdmf@rasekhar
1939). The polytropic prescription is of a much more genscape than the simple conserved adiabatic case, and id swgtefor the study
of open systems like astrophysical flows. Now, making useotti B andp, it is also expedient to scale the flow velocity,in terms of a
natural hydrodynamic scale of speeg, which is the local speed of sound. This speed can be notetdfe= OP/dp = vkp? ™!,

The flow is driven by the gravity of a central accretor, whoseeptial is®(r). In equation[(R) the driving force arising due to this
potential is implied by its spatial derivative (represehby the prime). In the case of stellar accretion, the flow igedr by the Newtonian
potential,®(r) = —GM /r. On the other hand, quite often in studies of accretion ontorarotating black hole, it becomes convenient
to dispense with the rigour of general relativity, and iastenake use of a pseudo-Newtonian potential that mimicsehergl relativistic
effects of Schwarzschild space-time geometry in a Newtooianstruct of space and time_(Paczyhski & Wiita 1980; No&akagoner
1991;| Artemova et al. 1996; Das & Sarkar 2001). The choice paricular form of the pseudo-Newtonian potential, howedees not
affect overmuch the general arguments regarding the gyadsilthe flow.

With the functions,P and ®(r), specified, equation§l(1) arld (2) can give a complete deimeripf the hydrodynamic flow in terms
of the two fields,(r, t) and p(r,t). From these dynamic variables, the steady solutions of ¢heedre obtained by making explicit time-
dependence disappear, be./0t = 9p/Jt = 0. The resulting differential equations, involving full $jzd derivatives only, can then be easily
integrated to get the stationary global solutions of the {Bandil1952] Frank et &l. 2002). A remarkable feature ofétstationary solutions
is that they remain invariant under the transformation— —uv, i.e. the mathematical problem of inflows & 0) and outflows ¢ > 0) is
identical in the steady stale (Choudhuri 1999). This irarazé has some adverse implications for critical flows inetaam processes. Critical
solutions pass through saddle points in the stationarygbaidrait of the flowl(Ray & Bhattachar|ee 2002; Roy & Ray 20®Ut generating
a stationary solution through a saddle point will be implolssby any physical means, because it calls for an infiniteigian in the required
outer boundary condition (Ray & Bhattacharjee 2002). Ninadess, criticality is not a matter of doubt in accretionqasses (Bondi 1952;
Garlickl1979; Shapiro & Teukolsky 1983). The key to resodvihis paradox lies in considering explicit time-dependeindhe flow, because
of which, as one may note from equatioh$ (1) ddd (2), the iamae under the transformation,— —wv, breaks down. Obviously then, a
choice of inflows(v < 0) or outflows(v > 0) has to be made at the very beginning#(at 0, as it were), and solutions generated thereafter
will be free of all the difficulties associated with the prese of a saddle point in the stationary flow.

On imposing various boundary conditions on the stationarggral solutions, multiple classes of flow result (Fran&ls2002). Of
these, the one that attracts attention in accretion staliegs the boundary conditions,— 0 asr — oo (the outer boundary condition)
andv > ¢ for small values of-. It is quite obvious that this solution is transonic in natuvith its bulk flow velocity overcoming the local
speed of sound at a particular point in spa¢e the critical radius of the flow (Chakrabarti 1990; FrankleP@02;| Ray & Bhattacharjee
2002). For a flow driven simply by the Newtonian potentiagrthis only one such critical radius. With the choice of a geeNewtonian
potential, multiple values af. could result, but practically speaking there would be omig physically relevant critical point, through which
an integral solution could pass and attain the transonie §tdandal et al. 2007).

It was argued by Bond| (1952) that among all the feasibldastaty solutions by which a fluid element may reach the aocrefter
having started under highly subsonic conditions on vergddength scales, the actual trajectory chosen will be tleetbat is transonic in
nature — the Bondil (1952) solution. This line of thinking waessed on the criteria that with no restrictive inner boupdamdition, the
accretion rate will be as high as possible and the correspgraahergy configuration of the flow shall be the lowest onerli@a1979). The
transonic solution conforms to these requirements, takit@consideration only the stationary conditions. Under approximation of a
“pressureless” motion of a fluid in a gravitational field (SH91), qualified support for transonicity also came latenfra non-perturbative
dynamic perspective (Ray & Bhattacharjee 2002; Roy & Rayi2080 definitive conclusion about transonicity, howevem ©e drawn on
the basis of a perturbative linear stability analysis (8k1979).

Now, so far as generating the transonic flow is concernedhaheperturbative dynamic evolution of globalr, t) and p(r, t) profiles
is very crucial indeed. Certainly, all the feasible stagigninflow solutions obey the outer boundary conditions tratarge spatial scales,

(pvr2) =0, (1)
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v(r) — 0 andp(r) — ps, Wherep is the constant “ambient” value of the density field very famg from the accretor (Frank etlal.
2002). It is the way in which the two fields evolve close to therator that determines if the transonic state would beeaekii or not. The
dynamic process should be envisaged mathematically ashonkich both the velocity and density fields(r, ¢) and p(r, t), are uniform
initially for all values ofr, in the absence of any driving force. Then with the introthrcbf a gravitational field (made effective at= 0),
the hydrodynamic fieldsy and p, start evolving in time. If the temporal growth ofoutpaces the temporal growth pf(to which ¢ is
connected) at small values ofthen the final stationary infall process will be transo@therwise, the final stationary infall process will be
globally subsonic, withv(r) — 0 asr — 0 (Petterson et al. 1980).

The non-perturbative evolution of the velocity and den§iids in spherically symmetric accretion, however, regsiiworking with a
coupled set of nonlinear partial differential equatiorssimaplied by equation§{1) andl(2). And where nonlinear égnatare involved, one
has to tread with caution, especially since no analyticaitem of the dynamic problem exists in the case of sphdsicaimmetric accretion.

3 NONLINEARITY IN THE PERTURBATIVE ANALYSIS

Equations[{ll) and{2) are easy to integrate in their statjolimits, and the resulting velocity and density fields, ided from these two
equations, have only spatial profilas,= vo(r) andp = po(r). A standard practice in perturbative analysis (Pettersalh 4980) is to
apply small time-dependent, radial perturbations on tagostary profilesyo () andpo(r), and then linearise the perturbed quantities. This,
however, does not offer much insight into the time-depehégolutionary aspects of the hydrodynamic flow. So the negickl step is
to incorporate nonlinearity in the perturbative methodthAfhe inclusion of nonlinearity in progressively higheders, the perturbative
analysis incrementally approaches the actual time-degrerel/olution of the global solutions, after it has startéthwa given stationary
profile att = 0 (to make physical sense, this initial profile has to be vergimsubsonic at all spatial points).

The prescription for the perturbationd$r, t) = vo(r) +v'(r, ) andp(r, t) = po(r) + p’(r, t), in which the primed quantities indicate
a perturbation about a stationary background. It is now searg to define a new variablg(r, t) = pvr?, following a similar mathematical
procedure employed by Petterson etial. (1980) and Theunsv&i§4992). This variable emerges as a constant of the mdtan the
stationary limit of equatior{1). This constarfg, can be identified with the matter flow rate, within a geoncedrfactor (Frank et al. 2002),
and in terms oy, andpo, it is given asfy, = povor2. On applying the perturbation scheme foandp, the perturbation irf, without losing
anything of nonlinearity, is derived as

! / ! / /

F_pr, v, prv 3)

fo po  wo  povo

The foregoing relation connects the perturbed quantitiesy’ and f, to one another. To get a relation between gsiland f/, one has to
go back to equatioi{1), and apply the perturbation schenit ©his will result in

apr _ _lafl
ot~ r2or’ 4)
To obtain a similar relationship solely betwe&nand f’, one needs to combine the conditions given in equatldnsn@)4), to get

o' v (of of’

W*}(aﬁ“ar)' ®)

In equations[(B),[{4) and(5), all orders of nonlinearity éndneen maintained. Adhering to the same principle, applyiegperturbation
scheme in equatiofl(2) and taking its second-order pairtia derivative will yield

% 9 [ o 2o

8t2+5<vat+?at>_0‘ ©
In deriving this expression, all the terms involved in thatisnary flow have vanished due to taking a partial time @itre. This is slightly
different from the practice of extracting the stationarytjgd equation[(2) and making it disappear by setting its ®aa zero. Now making
use of equation§14)Y](5) and the second partial time dérévaf equation[(b), a fully nonlinear equation of the pebttion is obtained from
equation[(B), in a symmetric form going as

O (w0 (1w O (0 O ([, 0f _
8t<h 8t>+8t<h 8r>+8r<h 8t>+8r<h ar)_o’ ™
in which,
2

httzg, htr:h'rt:fu_7 hrT:E’UQ—Cg. 8

7 7 7 ) ®)
Going by the symmetry of equatiofl (7), it can be recast in apamhform as
O (R ouf') =0, )

with the Greek indices running frofto 1, under the equivalence th@istands fort and1 stands for-. Equation[(®), or equivalently, equa-
tion (@), is a nonlinear equation containing arbitrary esdef nonlinearity in the perturbative expansion. All of thenlinearity is carried in
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Implications of nonlinearity for spherically symmetric accretion 5

the metric element$,**”, involving the exact field variables, c¢s and f, as opposed to containing only their stationary backgraxmohter-
parts (Visser 1998; Schitzhold & Uniuh 2002). This is gairtg the realm of nonlinearity, because@andcs depend ory, while f is related

to f’. If one were to have worked with a linearised equation otignt»** could be read simply from the symmetric matrix (Roy & Ray
2007),

L, U 1 v
h“—“( ) (10)

B % Vo Vo — Cso
in which cso () is the stationary value of the local speed of sound. Now, iehtzian geometry the d’Alembertian for a scalar field invear
space is expressed in terms of the meyig,, as

Ap 0 (V=99""0v¢) , (11)

1
Vg
with g"* being the inverse of the matrix implied Iy, (Visser 1998; Barceld et al. 2005). Comparing equatibhaifé [11) with each other,
one could look for an equivalence betweet! and./—g g*. What can easily be appreciated from this comparison isiination[(B) gives
an expression fof’ that is of the type given by equatidn{11). In the linear ortiez metrical part of equatiohl(9), as equation (10) shows it
may then be extracted, and its inverse will incorporate t®n of the sonic horizon of an acoustic black hole, whgr= ¢Z,. This point of
view has features that are similar to the metric of a wave timuabtained by setting the velocity of an irrotationakistid and barotropic
fluid flow as the gradient of a scalar potential, and then byoisig a perturbation on this scalar potential (Visser 188cel6 et al. 2005).
In contrast to this approach of exploiting the conservatiature of the flow to craft a scalar potential, the derivatbequation[() makes
use of the continuity condition. The latter method is moreusi because the continuity condition is based on matteserwation, which is
a firmer conservation principle than that of energy congemwaon which the conventional scalar-potential apprdadbunded.

Either way, all of this indicates that the physics of supeisacoustic flows closely corresponds to many featuresamfiddhole physics.
Allinfalling matter crosses the event horizon of a blackehmlaximally, i.e. at the greatest possible speed. By andl@game thing may be
said of matter crossing the sonic horizon in spherically syatmic inflows. Indeed, a long-standing conjecture abobespally symmetric
accretion on to a point sink is that the transonic soluti@sses the sonic horizon at the greatest possiblelrate (385di Garlick 1979).
That this fact can be appreciated for the accretion problenugh a perturbative result is remarkable, because ctomahwisdom would
have it that perturbative techniques are inadequate hendi¢&1979).

However, all of this is valid only as far as the linear ordgrijoes. When nonlinearity is to be accounted for, then idstéaquation[{10),
it will be equations[(B) which will define the elements’”, depending on the order of nonlinearity that one wishesttirréin principle one
could go up to any arbitrary order). The first serious consage of including nonlinearity is to lose the argument irofavof the transonic
condition (an inflow solution crossing the sonic horizorgchuse the description af*, as stated in equatiof_{110), will not suffice any
longer. This view is in perfect conformity with a numericaldy conducted by Mach & Malzc (2008) for the case of sphlyisgmmetric
accretion, in which it was shown that if the perturbationsexte become strong then the analogy between the “sonicdrdrand the event
horizon of a black hole would not hold. Nevertheless, a mestarkable fact has emerged in consequence of includingneamity in the
perturbative analysis. It is that regardless of the orderamflinearity that one may desire to go up to, the symmetrimfof the Lorentzian
metric equation will remain unchanged, as shown very gidayl equation[(P). For the laboratory fluid problem of the fadic jump, a
similar type of symmetry was shown to exist, going up to tteosed order of nonlinearity (Ray & Bhattacharjee 2007b).

4 STANDING WAVES ON STEADY GLOBAL INFLOWS

All physically relevant inflow solutions obey the outer bdany conditionu(r) — 0 asr — oo. In addition, if the solution is globally
subsonic, then the inner boundary condition{s) — 0 asr — 0. From the point of view of a gravity-driven evolution of arflow
solution to a transonic state, the subsonic flows have gngatritance, because the initial state of an evolution, akasehe intermediate
states in the march towards transonicity, should readilijibe subsonic. So the stability of globally subsonic ohs must have a significant
bearing on how a transonic solution will develop eventudthposing an Eulerian perturbation on subsonic inflowsy gtability was studied
by|Petterson et al. (1980), and the amplitude of the pertiorbén this case was seen to maintain a constant profile ia.timthat respect
one may say that the solutions do not exhibit any obviousibikity. However, it is never prudent to extend this argutrten far, especially
when one considers nonlinearity in the perturbative effess it rightly ought to be done in a fluid flow problem.

Now equation[{]7) gives a nonlinear equation of the pertishaaccommodating nonlinearity up to any desired ordeis €guation can
be applied to study the stability of stationary subsonic $imva nonlinear regime. Following the mathematical procedd Petterson et al.
(1980), the perturbation is designed to behave like a stgndiave about a globally subsonic stationary solution, ofageyhe boundary
condition that the spatial part of the perturbation vargshietwo radial points in the spherical geometry — one at atglistance from the
accretor (the outer boundary), and the other very close(tbdtinner boundary).

The mathematical treatment involving nonlinearity is todoafined to the second order only (the lowest order of noatfitg. Even
simplified so, the entire procedure will still carry much lnétcomplications associated with a honlinear problem. €ktiction of not going
beyond the second order of nonlinearity implies th4t in equations[{8) will contain primed quantities in their fipower only. Taken
together with equatiori {7), this will preserve all terms @vhare nonlinear in the second order. So, carrying out thessaecy expansion of
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6  Sen and Ray

v=1wv9+v,p=po+p andf = fo+ f’ in equations[{B) up to the first order only, and defining a nevokmetric elements;*” = foh*,
one obtains

A (¢ 0uf') =0, (12)

in which . andv are to be read just as in equati@h (9). In the preceding esioresthe elementg/”, carry all the three perturbed quantities,
p', v and f’. The next process to perform is to substitute hatlandv’ in terms of f/, since equatior (12) is ovef’ only. To make this
substitution possible, first one has to make use of equdBpto(represent’ in terms ofp’ and f’ in all ¢**. While doing so, the product
term of " andv’ in equation[(B) is to be ignored, because including it wikeaequation[(112) to the third order of nonlinearity. Omtdas
been eliminated in this manner, one has to wsitan terms off’. This can be done by invoking equati@h (4), with the reaspttiat if o’ and

f' are both separable functions of space and time, with thepiamigbeing oscillatory (all of which are standard matheoaprescriptions
in perturbative analysis), then

p_' =o(r) f—, (13)

with o being a function of- only (which lends a crucial advantage in simplifying mucthtta# calculations to follow). The exact functional
form of o(r) will be determined by the way the spatial partfdfis set up. It was shown by Petterson etlal. (1980) #tfa) would indeed be
a real function, going as(r) = wo (vo £ ¢cs0) ™', when the spatial part of was cast as a power series in the WKB approximation. In any
case, it stands to reason that when hdtandv’ are real fluctuationsy should likewise be real.

Following all of these algebraic details, the elemegt¥, in equation[(IR), can finally be expressed entirely in teomg as

i = (1re ) g = (1 L) = (14 D) (0 - ) e L 14)

in all of which, € has been introduced as a nonlinear “switch” parameter tp keek of all the nonlinear terms. When= 0, only linearity
remains. In fact, in this limit one converges to the familiaear result implied by equatiofi (ILO). In the opposite exte, where = 1,

in addition to the linear effects, the lowest order of noedirity (the second order) becomes activated in equdfidn b2 the linearised
stationary conditions of a “sonic horizon” get disturbe@ doithe nonlinea¢-dependent terms. This very feature has been tested nuaiheric
bylMach & Malect (2008). EquationE_({L4) also contain the fex;tg*”, all of which are to be read as

2
(=0, " =¢"=1-20, fs":z—o[3+(v—2>%§]- (15)

Taking equationd(12) (14) arld {15) together, a nonlingaaton of the perturbation is obtained, completed up tstwnd order, without
the loss of any relevant term.

To render equatiod (12), along with agit* and£*, into a workable form, it will first have to be written explilgi, and then divided
throughout byvy. While doing so, the symmetry afforded §§ = ¢ is also to be exploited. The desirable form of the equatiothef
perturbation should be such that its leading term would becarsd-order partial time derivative @f, with unity as its coefficient. To arrive
at this form, an intermediate step will involve a division byt e£“(f’/ fo), which, binomially, is the equivalent of a multiplicatiory b
1 — e£"(f'/ fo), with a truncation applied thereafter. This is dictated ly simple principle that to keep only the second-order neali
terms, it will suffice to retain just those terms which catiin its first power. The result of this entire exercise is

>’ of 0 2 of of e, Of? vo O™ Of”
o2 +2a_< 8t) T %or {UO(UO ) 3 ]+f0{£ (at) +8r (5 Y )_7 or ot

L9 (e s0f? tt of 'f o o 2 Of ] _
+ 2vg Or <€ T ) T 2 f Yt ) T vy Or v (vo _CSO) or =0, (16)
in which, if one were to set = 0, then what would remain would be the linear solution disedsis detail byl Petterson etlal. (1980)
and Theuns & Dav|d (1992). To progress further, a solutiofi’ ¢f, t), separable in space and time, is to be applied. This will treaform,

f'(r,t) = R(r)¢(t). Using this separable solution in equatibnl(16), then mplyftig the resulting expression throughout R, and then
performing some algebraic simplifications by partial imggns, will finally lead to

2

b + ok o o L[ - 20 4] - (-2 (4F )}

r'tﬁ dRS
3 dr

d

tt 2
- RS (R

" h

2 2 oy AR d tt 52 rr 3 dR d tt V0 , 2 dR® d w-Ug dR® _
+¢{vo(vo @) S ey e (98) - L e g ) U]+ & (B Y s an

in which the overdots indicate full derivatives in time. @uévidently, equatio (17) is a second-order nonlinedewiftial equation in both

[¢ gttUORS + ¢¢ |: (grtU2R3) é-
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Implications of nonlinearity for spherically symmetric accretion 7

space and time. The way forward now is to integrate all spdépendence out of equatidn {17), and then study the nanliieatures of
the time-dependent part. The integration over the spasidlwill necessitate invoking two boundary conditions, @& small value of
(close to the accretor), and the other wher— oo (very far from the accretor). At both of these boundary pmitihe perturbation will
have a vanishing amplitude in time. It was reasoned by Reftezt al. (1980) that globally subsonic inflow solutionsepffonditions for
the fulfilment of the two required boundary conditions, aimdwstaneously maintain a continuity of the background sotuin the interim
region. The boundary conditions will ensure that all therface” terms of the integrals in equatidn(17) will vanishh{eh explains the
tedious mathematical exercise to extract several sucliatselrterms). So after carrying out the required integrata equation[(17), over
the entire region trapped between the two specified bourglaall that will remain is the purely time-dependent paatjihg the form,

b+ (Ap+B3) d+Co+eDy” =0, (18)

in which the constants4, B, C andD are to be read as

1 2 N [ [eevddR® L, d 2
A= 7 (/voR dr) /{f 3 dr 13 Rdr (voR)”| dr,

1 -t .
B=— ( / voR? dr) / R dr,

fo

-1 2
dR

C = — (/ UORQ d?”) /7_}0 (Ug — Cgo) <E) d?”,

1 -t dR d dR\?
vt (furta) [ [ (o8 - i) S gt (%) i (1)

respectively. The form in which equatidn {18) has been abtd is that of a general Lieénard system (Strogatzl 199dado Smith 1999).
All the terms of equatior{ (18), which carry the parametehave arisen in consequence of nonlinearity. When onecset$), one readily
regains the linear results presented by Petterson et &0)1Blowever, to go beyond linearity, and to appreciate the of nonlinearity in
the perturbation, one now has to understand the Liénatdrsythat equatiori (18) has brought forth.

dr, (29)

5 EQUILIBRIUM IN THE LIENARD SYSTEM
The mathematical form of a Liénard system is like a dampedimear oscillator equation, going as (Strogatz 1994; do& Smith 1999)
¢+ M, 9) +V'(9) =0, (20)

in which, # is a nonlinear damping coefficient (the retention of the peter, ¢, alongside?{, attests to the nonlinearity), and is the
“potential” of the system (with the prime on it indicating derivative with respect tg). In the present study,

H(p, $) = Ad + Bo, (1)
and

2 3
V() = c% + GD% 22)

with the constant coefficientsl, B, C andD having to be read from equatiofis[19).

To investigate the properties of the equilibrium pointsitiisg from equation[{20), it will be necessary to decomptbse second-order
differential equation into a coupled first-order dynamisgtem. To that end, on introducing a new variaigleequation[(2D) can be recast
as (Jordan & Smith 1999)

p=1
Y= —e(Ap + By)p — (Cop+ eDg”) . (23)

Equilibrium conditions are established with= ¢ = 0. For the dynamical system implied by equatidng (23), thisimimediately lead to
two equilibrium points on the—y) phase plane. Labelling the equilibrium points witksuperscript, one can easily see tfit, v*) = (0, 0)
in one case, whereas in the other c48g&, ¢*) = (—C/(eD), 0). In effect, both the equilibrium points lie on the ling = 0, and correspond
to the turning points o¥(¢). Higher orders of nonlinearity will simply have the effe¢twoliferating equilibrium points on the line; = 0.
For the present case of second-order nonlinearity, oneeoéduilibrium points is located at the origin of the« phase plane, while the
location of the other will depend both on the sign and the ritade ofC/D.

Having identified the position of the two equilibriums painthe next task would be to understand their stability. Tasdpboth
equilibrium points are to be subjected to small perturletidollowing which a linear stability analysis will have b carried out. The
perturbation scheme on bothands is ¢ = ¢* + §¢ andyy = * + d1. Applying this scheme on equatidn {23), and then lineagigini¢
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8  Sen and Ray

andd, will lead to the coupled linear dynamical system,

d

En (0¢) = ¢

d 1" * * *

qz (0%) = =V(¢7)00 — eH(¢™, ¥7) 09, (24)

in which V" (¢*) = C + 2eD¢*. Using solutions of the typé¢ ~ exp(wt) anddy) ~ exp(wt), in equations[(24), the eigenvalues of the
Jacobian matrix of the dynamical system follow as
we—elp e g, (25)
2 4
with H = H(¢*, ™) having to be evaluated at the equilibrium points.

Once the eigenvalues have been determined, it is now a sitagheto classify the stability of an equilibrium point by pog its
coordinates in equatiof (R5). The equilibrium point at thgin has the coordinate$), 0). Using these coordinates in equatibnl(25), the two
roots of the eigenvalues are obtained.as- +iv/C. If C > 0, then the eigenvalues will be purely imaginary quantitasj consequently,
the equilibrium point at the origin of theé—y) plane will be a centre-type point (Jordan & Smith 1999). Andeed, when the stationary
spherically symmetric inflow solution, about which the pébtation is constrained to behave like a standing wavepisajly subsonic, then
C > 0, because in this situation? < 2, (Petterson et al. 1980). Therefore, the centre-type dmjith point at the origin of the phase
plane indicates that the standing wave will be purely astaitly in time, with no change in its amplitude. This very dason was drawn
by|Petterson et all. (1980) in their linearised analysis efdtanding wave, and it could be arrived at equally corrdmtlgettinge = 0 (the
linear condition) in equatiod_(25).

The centre-type point at the origin of the phase plane hairowd the results known already. It is the second equilibrpoint that
offers some novelties. This equilibrium point is entirely autcome of taking nonlinearity to its lowest order (theaet order) in the
standing wave. The coordinates of this equilibrium poirthie phase plane afe-C/(¢D), 0), and using these coordinates in equation (25),
the eigenvalues become specified as

AC AC\®
wfﬁi (ﬁ) +C. (26)
Noting as before, that > 0, and that4, C andD are all real quantities, the inescapable conclusion isttiea¢igenvalues,, are real quan-
tities, with opposite signs. In other words, the secondléxitim point is a saddle point (Jordan & Smith 1999), andwghdts implications
may be far-reaching when it comes to generating the traosmhition.

To understand this, the first thing to note is that if the maglg of the temporal part of the perturbation exceeds ainectdical
value, i.e. if|¢| > |C/D|, then the perturbation will undergo a divergence in oneiffibdes. In other words, the stationary subsonic global
background solution will become unstable under the inflaesfcthe perturbation. This is how it must happen in the vigionf a saddle
point, and higher orders of nonlinearity (starting with thigd order) will not smother this effect (Strogatz 1994rdm & Smith 1999). The
best that one may hope for is that the instability may grovnettill it reaches a saturation level imposed by a higheeoaf nonlinearity,

a feature that has a precedence in the laboratory fluid probfehe hydraulic jump.(Volovik 2006; Ray & Bhattacharjee0Z0).

While all of this gives the perturbative perspective, thelications of the saddle point for the non-perturbativeletionary dynamics
are also noteworthy. Itis evident that there can be no tr@oswlution without gravity driving the infall process. 8om a dynamic point of
view, gravity starts the evolution towards the transonitesfrom an initial (and arguably nearly uniform) subsonates far away from the
critical conditions for transonicity. If, however, the sumic states are to encounter a saddle point in the realdymamics, then that should
hold adverse implications for reaching a stable and statiotransonic end, which is the Bohdi (1952) solution.

To ponder on a final point regarding the Liénard system, utidearised conditions, the perturbation on globally sutis flows
maintains a constant amplitude. Viewed in the phase purthés feature translates into closed phase trajector@msa a centre-type point.
Now, from dynamical systems theory, centre-type pointskamvn to be “borderline” cases (Strogatz 1994; Jordan & BA®99). In such
situations, the linearised treatment will show apparesthble behaviour but an instability may emerge immediatelyaccounting for
nonlinearity (Strogatz 1994; Jordan & Smith 1999). Thiskiaatly what has happened in the perturbative study cartetere.

6 CONCLUDING REMARKS

Going by the form of the Liénard system derived in this watrks easy to see that the number of equilibrium points wifdeled on the order
of nonlinearity that one may wish to retain in the equatiotthef perturbation. In practice, however, the analyticdt tescomes formidable
with the inclusion of every higher order of nonlinearity.i@gup to the second order, an instability in real time appeadeniable, but then
one must realise that this conclusion has been made regadtiarely inviscid and conservative flow. Now, actual fluidvichave viscosity
as another important physical factor to influence their dyioa. In fact, fluid flows are usually affected both by nondiriy and viscosity,
occasionally as competing effects, and apropos of thistpiiis to be noted that for a linearised perturbation in sjuadly symmetric
inflows, viscosity helps in decaying the amplitude of thendtag waves on globally subsonic solutiohs (Ray 2003). ®driktability that

(© 0000 RAS, MNRAS)00, 000—000



Implications of nonlinearity for spherically symmetric accretion 9

has been seen to arise because of nonlinearity could vehbeeffset by accounting for viscosity in the flow. This is riotsay though

that viscosity will always act as a saviour to preserve itghbecause in one of the proposed models of axisymmetigcedion, viscosity

has been known to destabilise the flow (Bhattacharjee & Ray 2Bhattacharjee et al. 2009). The contrasting role ofogig goes much
beyond questions of stability. Looking at the respectivengetries in spherically symmetric flows and axisymmetrievfipone notices that
while viscosity tends to inhibit the infall process in therfeer (Ray 2003), it aids infall in the latter (Shakura & Sueya973| Pringle 1981;
Frank et al| 2002). Apart from viscous dissipation, the ifitglof accretion processes can, moreover, be affectedalojative processes,
turbulencel(Mészaros 1975; Mészaros & Silk 1977; Raylaacharjee 2005) and magnetohydrodynamics (Balbus &é¥ai®98).

As a matter of regular practice, stability of fluids is alsedséd by constraining a perturbation to behave like a ttangplvave (Petterson et al.
1980; Cross 1986; Ray & Bhattacharjee 2007b). At times, ogewnters the surprising situation of a fluid flow being stabider one type
of perturbation, but unstable under the effect of anotheo$€& Hohenbelrg 1993; Ray & Bhattacharjee 2007b). With ineatity lending
an additional aspect, these effects merit a close exammatifuture studies.
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