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ABSTRACT
We investigate the axially symmetric accretion of low angular momentum hydrodynamic matter onto a rotating black hole. The
gravitational field under consideration is assumed to be described by a pseudo-Newtonian Kerr potential. The accreting matter
consists of different species defined by a relativistic equation of state with a variable adiabatic index.We construct and solve
the hydrodynamical conservation equations governing such a flow, and find out the corresponding stationary integral solutions.
We find that depending on the values of initial boundary conditions, accretion flow may exhibit multi-transonic behaviour, and
a standing shock may form. We investigate, in minute detail, how the spin angular momentum of the black hole, as well as the
composition of the accreting matter influence the dynamics of accretion flow and the astrophysics of shock formation in the
aforementioned accreting black hole systems.
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1 INTRODUCTION

Accretion is a process by which an astrophysical object accumulates
matter from its surroundings, due to its strong gravitational potential
energy. This process is one of the most important mechanisms which
could explain various high-energy astrophysical phenomena of com-
pact objects observed in the Universe. The extreme emissions from
gamma-ray bursts (GRB), X-ray binaries (XRB), Active-Galactic
Nuclei (AGN) etc. could be explained using this phenomenon. Grav-
itational energy extracted from the in-falling matter powers the afore-
mentioned objects (Frank et al. 2002). In the last five decades, various
models of accretion disks have been proposed, which could explain
various aspects of the accretion flow. The basic framework for any
disk model, involves, solving hydrodynamical (in the presence of
magnetic field magneto-hydrodynamical) equations for the accreting
matter, in the background of black hole (BH) spacetime. However,
solving these equations is not trivial and hence from time to time,
accretion models were progressively developed to explain the present
state-of-the-art observations.

One of the first accretion models was given by Bondi (1952) who
computed the solutions for spherical accretion onto a compact star.
This model provided one of the cornerstones in the theory of ac-
cretion and is still now used to explain the emissions from compact
objects. However, in this model, the intrinsic angular momentum
of the accreting matter was absent. In realistic astrophysical scenar-
ios, it has been found that the accreting matter generally possess
some angular momentum, thus, matter would not fall spherically but
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will spiral inwards, forming an accretion disk-like structure. This
theory was proposed by Shakura & Sunyaev (1973) (SS73 here-
after) and the accretion disks thus formed are famously known as
the Shakura & Sunyaev disks. This disk model also known as the
standard disk model of BH accretion, considered a geometrically
thin disk and adopted a Newtonian potential. Although this disk
model was very good at explaining the thermal component part of
the emitted radiation, (Pringle 1981; Remillard & McClintock 2006;
Kato et al. 2008) but it was unable to explain the hard non-thermal
power-law component of the spectra. Additionally, matter flow in this
model was chosen to be Keplerian, cold (temperatures varied around
104 − 107𝐾), optically thick and radiatively efficient. These assump-
tions need not be true in realistic scenarios. SS73 also neglected the
inward radial velocity, with the inner boundary arbitrarily truncated
at the inner stable circular orbit (ISCO). To explain the non-thermal
component, radiatively inefficient, hot advection-dominated accre-
tion flow (ADAF) models were proposed which assumed optically
thin gas. The heat generated inside the flow was assumed to be ad-
vected inwards with the flow, towards the central object rather than
being completely radiated away out of the system, as was in the case
of SS73. These ADAF were investigated in detail by many authors.
Some of the important being by Shapiro et al. (1976); Ichimaru
(1977); Rees et al. (1982); Abramowicz et al. (1995); Chen et al.
(1995); Narayan & Yi (1995); Abramowicz et al. (1996); Esin et al.
(1996) (see Abramowicz & Fragile (2013) for a review). Narayan
& Yi (1994, 1995) extended the ADAF models and studied detailed
emission processes from accretion flows around compact objects like
BHs and neutron stars (NSs). However, they assumed self-similarity
which fails to describe the dynamics of flows, especially near the hori-
zon, which is of major importance (Yuan & Narayan 2014). It was
immediately realised that because of the inner boundary condition
imposed by the event horizon, BH accretion should be necessarily
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transonic in nature, (Liang & Thompson 1980). It was seen that
for a certain class of accretion flows, especially with low angular
momentum, such sonic state transition may take place more than
once, and one obtains multi-transonic, axially-symmetric accretion
of hydrodynamic fluid onto astrophysical BHs. Such multi-transonic
accretion may be endowed with a steady, standing, stationary shock
(Abramowicz & Zurek 1981; Fukue 1983; Lu 1985, 1986; Fukue
1987; Blaes 1987; Chakrabarti 1989, 1990; Nakayama 1994; Yang
& Kafatos 1995; Chakrabarti 1996; Pariev 1996; J. F. Lu & Young
1997; Peitz & Appl 1997; Das et al. 2001; P. Barai & Wiita 2004;
Takahashi 2007; Nagakura & Yamada 2008, 2009; Das & Czerny
2012; Kumar et al. 2013a; Kumar & Chattopadhyay 2014; Tarafdar
& Das 2015; Suková & Janiuk 2015; Chattopadhyay & Kumar 2016;
Le et al. 2016; Suková et al. 2017; Kumar & Chattopadhyay 2017;
Palit et al. 2019; Sarkar & Chattopadhyay 2019a,b; Palit et al. 2020;
Sarkar et al. 2020; Tarafdar et al. 2021; Sarkar & Chattopadhyay
2022). Study of shocked flow helps to understand the spectral sig-
nature of the BH candidates (Chakrabarti & Titarchuk 1995; Sarkar
et al. 2020; Sarkar & Chattopadhyay 2022 and references therein).
These shocks are ubiquitous and are a property of transonic flows
around compact objects. Not only around BHs, but shocks also have
profound implications on spectral properties around neutron stars
(NSs) (Singh & Chattopadhyay 2018; Sarkar et al. 2023). The strong
magnetic field lines channel the accreted matter onto the surface of
the NS, where it undergoes a shock transition which helps in radiat-
ing away the kinetic energy of the accreted matter. This process is in
contrast with BHs, which serve as a sink for the accreted matter.

A stationary, multi-transonic, shocked, integral solution is usu-
ally obtained for a steady accretion flow. Large-scale astrophysical
flows around BHs are, however, vulnerable to perturbative events
like star-disk interactions or supernovae explosions (Alexander 2005
and references therein). One thus performs stability analysis of the
aforementioned steady flows to ensure that they are stable under such
perturbations and thus we can study stationary flow solutions for var-
ious accretion-related phenomena (Ray 2003; Ray & Bhattacharjee
2007; Naskar et al. 2007; Bhattacharjee & Ray 2007; Chaudhury
et al. 2006; Shaikh & Das 2018).

In recent years, it has been observed that perturbation of transonic
fluid flow under the influence of strong gravity leads to the emergence
of a special kind of space-time metric which describes the propaga-
tion of perturbation inside the flowing fluid. For linear perturbation,
the propagating waves are sound waves. The aforementioned space-
time metric describes the propagation of the acoustic perturbation
inside the accretion flow and is called the sonic or acoustic metric. A
sonic metric is conformally equivalent to a certain representation of
Schwarzschild metric and hence possesses acoustic horizons. Such
acoustic horizons can be identified with the sonic surfaces produced
in the transonic BH accretion. An accreting BH system can thus be
looked upon as an interesting physical configuration where the orig-
inal BH metric and BH-like acoustic metric co-exist (Shaikh et al.
2017; Tarafdar et al. 2019; Maity et al. 2022). An accreting com-
pact object, thus, can be studied from various perspectives – from
an astrophysical point of view, using the techniques associated with
the dynamical systems theory, as well as a natural example of the
classical analogue gravity model (Ghose & Das 2024).

In this work, we are focused on obtaining correct accretion solu-
tions around rotating BHs or Kerr BHs. We are motivated to work
on these types of BHs because the region near the event horizon is of
considerable importance. Most of the exotic processes occur there.
The event horizon of Schwarzschild BHs (BHs with spin 0) is at
𝑟s = 2𝐺𝑀BH/𝑐2, where 𝐺 is the universal gravitational constant,
𝑀BH is the mass of the BH, and 𝑐 is the speed of light in vacuum.

As the spin of the BH is increased, the event horizon is dragged to
a region less than the Schwarzschild radius. This encourages us to
study accretion flows around BHs with different spin parameters.

Majority of the works done in the literature used a fixed adia-
batic index (Γ) for the equation of state (EoS) of the fluid under
consideration. Γ is chosen to be 5/3 for non-relativistic flows and
4/3 for relativistic flows. But length scales of accretion flow around
AGNs or BHXRBs are very large and as a result, the flow may not
be fully non-relativistic or relativistic. In general, flows around BHs
are trans-relativistic in nature, i.e., non-relativistic very far away and
relativistic near the horizon (since the BH boundary condition insists
that matter should cross the horizon at the speed of light). Thus, a
fixed Γ throughout the whole length scale of the flow is untenable.
Temperatures and velocities also change drastically throughout the
process. To study these types of flows, we need a relativistic equation
of state (REoS) which could accurately describe the fluid dynamics.
In this work, we have used the Chattopadhyay & Ryu (2009) REoS
(CREoS, hereafter), which incorporates variable adiabatic index de-
pending on the relativistic nature of the system. Additionally, this
REoS also takes care of flows with different species. Electrons be-
ing less massive become relativistic at very low temperatures, while
protons being heavier need to reach higher temperatures to become
relativistic. CREoS helps to deal with these systems accurately.

Although the EoS as introduced by Ryu et al. (2006); Chattopad-
hyay & Ryu (2009) has been used to study stationary, transonic,
shocked accretion solutions, a detailed stability analysis of such flows
has not been performed yet. We plan to perform such a task in a series
of papers, where we would study an accreting BH system from vari-
ous perspectives i.e., from astrophysical dynamical systems, as well
as analogue gravity point of view, where the flow will be described
by the CREoS. The current work deals with the study of BH accre-
tion governed by the aforementioned EoS which is an extension of
the work done by Paul et al. (2025). As an initial part of the project,
we plan to study shocked accretion flow for axially symmetric ac-
cretion maintained in the hydrostatic equilibrium along the vertical
direction. The non-self-gravitating accretion takes place under the in-
fluence of gravity as described by post-Newtonian pseudo-Kerr BH
potentials as introduced by Artemova et al. (1996). In subsequent
works (under preparation) we will present the stability analysis of
the corresponding stationary solutions and will investigate the emer-
gence of gravity-like phenomena associated with the construction of
the corresponding BH-like sonic metric.

In what follows, we first provide a summary of the main features
of the REOS and nature of the potential used in this work. We then
discuss the governing equations for fluid flow under consideration
and the assumptions that we have made for our study. Next, we
discuss the method used to solve the flow dynamics. We then present
the effect of variation of spin parameter and composition parameter
on the flow dynamics in the result and analysis section. Finally, we
make our concluding remarks. Throughout our work, the scaling
relations of mass, speed, length, time, angular momentum, energy
are given by 𝑀BH, 𝑐, 𝐺𝑀BH/𝑐2, 𝐺𝑀BH/𝑐3, 𝐺𝑀BH/𝑐 and 𝑀BH𝑐

2

respectively. We will also adapt 𝐺 = 𝑐 = 𝑀BH = 1 for convenience.

2 DETAILS OF THE RELATIVISTIC EQUATION OF
STATE (REOS) USED

Chandrasekhar (1939) gave the first relativistically perfect equation
of state which was later modified by Synge (1957) and Cox & Giuli
(1968) to include it in computations. However, all of these EOSs have
modified Bessel functions which are cumbersome to implement in
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Spin effect on accretion flows 3

numerical calculations as well as in simulations. Thus, as discussed
in the introduction we used the CREoS where Γ varies automatically
to adjust with the thermodynamic state of the flow. Additionally, it
allows us to use different compositions of the flow.

Here we will consider that our fluid is composed of electrons (e−),
positrons (e+) and ions/protons (p+) while maintaining overall charge
neutrality. Thus, we have:

𝑛e− = 𝑛e+ + 𝑛p+ (1)

The mass density (𝜌) of the flow is given by:

𝜌 = Σi𝑛i𝑚i = 𝑛e−𝑚e− [2 − 𝜉 (1 − 1/𝜂)] = 𝜌e− 𝜏. (2)

Here, 𝑛is and 𝑚is are the number density (in cm−3) and mass (in
gm) of the 𝑖-th species. Other definitions are: 𝜌e− = 𝑛e−𝑚e− , 𝜏 =

[2 − 𝜉 (1 − 1/𝜂)], 𝜂 = 𝑚e−/𝑚p+ and 𝜉 = 𝑛p+/𝑛e− is the relative
proportion of protons compared with electrons, which is also known
as the composition parameter. The thermal pressure (𝑝) of the flow
is given as:

𝑝 = Σi𝑝i = 2𝑛e− 𝑘B𝑇 = 2𝜌e− 𝑐
2Θ, (3)

where, 𝑇 is the temperature of the flow in Kelvin and the non-
dimensional temperature is given as Θ = 𝑘B𝑇/(𝑚e− 𝑐2). Here, 𝑘B is
the Boltzmann constant.

The energy density of the CREoS for multi-component fluid, sim-
plified using the above definitions of 𝜌 and 𝑝 is given by (Chattopad-
hyay & Ryu 2009):

𝑒 =
𝜌𝑐2 𝑓

𝜏
=
𝜌 𝑓

𝜏
[𝑐 = 1, for the system of units used], (4)

where,

𝑓 (Θ) = (2 − 𝜉)
[
1 + Θ

(
9Θ + 3
3Θ + 2

)]
+ 𝜉

[
1
𝜂
+ Θ

(
9Θ + 3/𝜂
3Θ + 2/𝜂

)]
Enthalpy (ℎ) of the system is given as:

ℎ(Θ) = (𝑒 + 𝑝)
𝜌

=
𝑓 + 2Θ
𝜏

. (5)

The expressions for the polytropic index (𝑁) and the adiabatic index
(Γ) for the CREoS are given by as:

𝑁 =
1
2

d 𝑓
dΘ

and Γ = 1 + 1
𝑁

(6)

The local sound speed (𝑐s) is defined as:

𝑐2
s =

2ΘΓ
𝜏
. (7)

3 NATURE OF THE BH POTENTIALS

In this present paper, we will use a pseudo potential proposed by
Artemova, Bjornsson and Novikov (hereafter ABN) (Artemova et al.
1996) to mimic the effects of space-time around the rotating (Kerr)
BHs. Free fall acceleration is expressed as:

𝐹ABN = − 1
𝑟2−𝛽 (𝑟 − 𝑟+)𝛽

(8)

In the above expression:

𝑟+ = 1 + (1 + 𝑎2)1/2,

𝑍1 = 1 + (1 − 𝑎2)1/3 [(1 + 𝑎)1/3 + (1 − 𝑎)1/3],

𝑍2 = (3𝑎2 + 𝑍2
1 )

1/2,

𝑟in = 3 + 𝑍2 − [(3 − 𝑍1) (3 + 𝑍1 + 2𝑍2)]1/2,

𝛽 =
𝑟in
𝑟+

− 1,

where, 𝑎 is the spin parameter or Kerr parameter and 𝑟 is the radial
coordinate, measured along the equatorial plane. 𝑟+ is defined as the
horizon of the rotating BH and 𝑟in is the innermost stable circular
orbit (ISCO).

Integrating the above expression of free-fall acceleration with
proper boundary conditions (potential should vanish at infinity) we
can calculate the form of the pseudo-potential, which can be written
as:

ΦABN =
1

(1 − 𝛽)𝑟+

(
1 − 𝑟+

𝑟

)1−𝛽
− 1

(1 − 𝛽)𝑟+
(9)

A salient feature of the above potential is that, if we put the value
of the spin parameter zero, i.e. 𝑎 = 0, then the potential will reduce
to the usual Paczyńsky & Wiita potential (Paczyńsky & Wiita 1980):

ΦPW = − 1
(𝑟 − 2) (10)

4 DETAILS OF THE DISK STRUCTURE

We adopt a cylindrical-polar coordinate system (𝑟, 𝜙, 𝑧) to study
the inviscid accretion flow around the rotating BH. The present work
deals with low angular momentum sub-Keplerian flow where viscos-
ity is not essential to allow the matter to fall in. In these flows, stable
circular orbits do not form. Although not a generic phenomenon,
but several astrophysical systems in nature are believed to be char-
acterized by such low angular momentum flow, the most prominent
example is, perhaps, accretion flow onto our own Galactic centre
(Mościbrodzka et al. 2006, and references therein). Apart from that,
there exist semi-detached binary systems fed by accretion from OB
stellar winds (Illarionov & Sunyaev 1975; Liang & Nolan 1984)
where such inviscid accretion flows are found to be relevant. One also
finds such a flow pattern for semi-detached low-mass non-magnetic
binaries (Bisikalo et al. 1998) and for super-massive BHs in gen-
eral which are fed by accretion from slowly rotating central stellar
clusters (Illarionov 1988; Ho 1998). One of the prominent effects of
having a viscous flow is the decreased value of flow angular momen-
tum towards the horizon. But we see in the works by Chattopadhyay
& Kumar (2016); Kumar & Chattopadhyay (2017); Sarkar & Chat-
topadhyay (2022) that even in the presence of viscosity, 𝜆 remains
constant for a large region of the accretion flow, starting from around
∼ 100𝑟s till the horizon. Thus, we can expect the presence of vis-
cosity to affect the solutions quantitatively rather than qualitatively.
We can then safely ignore the presence of viscous effects, which will
complicate the objective at hand, and will attend it in an upcoming
work.

The axis of rotation of the BH is along the 𝑧-direction and the
mid-plane of the flow is assumed to be the equatorial plane, 𝑧 = 0
plane. We also assume that the flow is symmetric around the 𝑧-axis,
i.e., the flow variables are independent of the 𝜙-coordinate and the
fluid is in hydrostatic equilibrium along the vertical direction (i.e.,
along the 𝑧 axis). In addition to that we consider that our system is
in steady state i.e., dynamical and thermodynamical variables are
independent of time coordinate (𝑡). The evolution of accreting matter
is governed by conservation equations.

The mass conservation of the flow is governed by the following
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equation (for a discussion, see Appendix A):

𝜕Σ

𝜕𝑡
+ 1
𝑟

𝜕 (Σ𝜗𝑟)
𝜕𝑟

= 0, (11)

where, 𝜗 is the inward radial velocity of the fluid. Here Σ denotes
the vertically-integrated surface density, which is defined by: Σ =

2𝜌𝐻 (also see in Appendix A) and 𝐻 is the half-height of the disk,
measured from the disk mid-plane as given by (see Appendix B):

𝐻 = 𝑐s

√︂
𝑟

Γ|𝐹ABN | =

√︄
2Θ𝑟3−𝛽 (𝑟 − 𝑟+)𝛽

𝜏
, (12)

where the sign | 𝑓 | means the mod value of 𝑓 .
Under the steady-state assumption, the mass conservation equa-

tion (11) can be integrated to get the mass accretion rate of the system:

¤𝑀 = 2𝜋Σ𝜗𝑟. (13)

This is a constant of motion throughout the flow.
Due to the symmetry of the problem and because of the absence of

viscosity, we consider only the radial momentum balance condition,
which is given by the radial component of the Euler equation. Under
steady-state conditions, it is given as:

𝜗
d𝜗
d𝑟

+ 1
𝜌

d𝑝
d𝑟

− 𝜆2

𝑟3 − 𝐹ABN = 0, (14)

where, 𝜆 is the specific angular momentum (angular momentum per
unit mass) of the flow. This is constant throughout the flow in the
absence of viscosity.

Specific energy (E, energy per unit mass) of the flow is obtained
by integrating equation (14) and is defined as:

E =
𝜗2

2
+ ℎ + 𝜆2

2𝑟2 +ΦABN. (15)

E is also known as the Bernoulli parameter, which is constant along
the streamlines of the flow.

The first law of thermodynamics or the conservation of energy is
given as:

d𝑒
d𝑟

− 𝑝

𝜌2
d𝜌
d𝑟

= 0, (16)

where, the quantity 𝑒 is defined as: 𝑒 = 𝑒/𝜌 = 𝑓 /𝜏.
The form of entropy accretion rate ( ¤M) is defined as (see Kumar

et al. 2013b):
¤M = H𝜗𝑟 exp (𝑘3) Θ3/2 (3Θ + 2)𝑘1 (3Θ + 2/𝜂)𝑘2 , (17)

where, 𝑘1 = 3(2 − 𝜉)/4, 𝑘2 = 3𝜉/4 and 𝑘3 = ( 𝑓 − 𝜏)/(2Θ). Since,
there is no dissipation in the system, ¤M is a constant of motion
throughout the flow, apart from ¤𝑀 and E. Using equation (13) along
with the expressions for 𝑁 (equation 6) and 𝐻 (equation 12) into
equation (16) and after some manipulation we could write the rate of
change in non-dimensional temperature (Θ) with respect to the radial
distance as:
dΘ
d𝑟

= Ω1 +Ω2
d𝜗
d𝑟
, (18)

where,

Ω1 = − Θ

(2𝑁 + 1)

[ (5 − 𝛽)
𝑟

+ 𝛽

(𝑟 − 𝑟+)

]
, and,

Ω2 = − 2Θ
(2𝑁 + 1)𝜗

.
We could rewrite equation (14), using equation (13) and equation

(18) in the following way:

d𝜗
d𝑟

=

𝑐2
s

(Γ+1)

[
(5−𝛽)

𝑟 + 𝛽

(𝑟−𝑟+ )

]
+ 𝜆2

𝑟3 − 1
𝑟2−𝛽 (𝑟−𝑟+ )𝛽[

𝜗 − c2
s
𝜗

2
(Γ+1)

] =
N
D . (19)

We need to solve the above two coupled non-linear differential equa-
tions (equations 18 and 19) numerically to construct the radial ve-
locity profile for the inviscid non-dissipative axisymmetric fluid flow
around a rotating BH. We also need to specify a set of parameters:
[E, 𝜆, 𝑎, 𝜉] to solve the dynamical equations. In the next section,
we discuss the methodology used to solve the coupled differential
equations along with the finding of shock domain in these types of
flows.

5 STATIONARY INTEGRAL SOLUTIONS OF FLOW
DYNAMICS

In this section, we will start with the conditions for finding the critical
point (points) in the flow and then discuss whether the flow will admit
shock or not and its implication for our study.

5.1 Critical point analysis method

At the outer boundary, the accreting matter starts with some low
radial velocity (𝜗), which is usually subsonic (𝜗 < 𝑐s) in nature.
As the matter moves inward due to gravitational pull its velocity
increases. At the same time, as a result of increasing temperature
(due to fluid compression), the local sound speed (𝑐s) also increases.
If at a certain point (points) the fluid velocity crosses the local sound
speed and becomes supersonic (𝜗 > 𝑐s) we call this point (points) a
sonic point (points). Due to the inner boundary condition (any matter
should cross the BH horizon with the speed of light), the fluid must
attain at least one sonic point and the flow is called a transonic flow
(Liang & Thompson 1980) and if there are multiple sonic points
(MSPs), then the flow is known to be a multi-transonic flow. Before
locating the sonic point, we have to calculate the critical point for
the flow equation. The location of sonic point (points) and critical
point (points) may coincide with each other or they may be different
depending on the structure of the flow.

As the matter flow is assumed to be smooth physically, so if at
any point (radial coordinate) the denominator (D) of equation (19)
vanishes, the numerator (N ) should also vanish there, to keep velocity
gradient finite. We call this point the critical point (𝑟c, where ‘c’
stands for critical).

The critical point conditions are described by the following equa-
tions:

Nc = Dc = 0. (20)

Using these conditions in equation (19), we get the following two
equations, which are satisfied at the critical point, 𝑟c:

𝑐2
sc =

(Γc + 1)
[

1
𝑟

2−𝛽
c (𝑟c−𝑟+ )𝛽

− 𝜆2

𝑟3
c

]
[
(5−𝛽)
𝑟c

+ 𝛽

(𝑟c−𝑟+ )

] . (21)

and

𝜗c =

√︄
2𝑐2

sc
Γc + 1

. (22)
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Spin effect on accretion flows 5

where the quantities with the subscript ‘c’ denoted their values at the
critical point.

Since, the value of d𝜗/d𝑟 at the critical point has a 0/0 form, we
have to use L’Hopital rule to compute d𝜗

d𝑟

���
c
. This is given by:

d𝜗
d𝑟

�����
c
=

dN
d𝑟

���
c

dD
d𝑟

���
c

(23)

The generic form of dN
d𝑟 could be written as:

dN
d𝑟

= N1 + N2
d𝜗
d𝑟

(24)

where

N1 = N11 +Ω1N12

N2 = Ω2N12

Similarly the generic form of dD
d𝑟 could be written as:

dD
d𝑟

= D1 + D2
d𝜗
d𝑟

(25)

where

D1 = Ω1D12

D2 = D11 +Ω2D12

In the above expressions, the functional forms of N11, N12, D11 and
D12 are presented in Appendix C.

Using equation (24) and (25) in equation (23) and after doing some
manipulation the equation (23) could be structured in the following
form :

A
(

d𝜗
d𝑟

)2
�����
c
+ B

(
d𝜗
d𝑟

)�����
c
+ C = 0 (26)

The expression for A, B, C are given below:

A = D11 +Ω2D12

B = Ω1D12 −Ω2N12

C = −N11 −Ω1N12

Equation (26) is a quadratic equation, which has two roots and
given by:

d𝜗
d𝑟

�����
c
=

−B +−
√︁
B2 − 4AC
2A (27)

The negative root in the equation (27) corresponds to a accretion-type
flow while the positive root corresponds to wind solutions. For global
accretion solution, depending on the initial condition, there may be
either one critical point or three critical points. For three critical
points, critical point close to the BH horizon is known as the inner
critical point (𝑟in), that formed far away from the horizon is called
the outer critical point (𝑟out) and the one formed in between the inner
and outer critical point, is called the middle critical point (𝑟mid). It is
to be noted that stationary integral global flows can only pass through
a saddle-type critical point. Thus, matter can passes through either
𝑟in and 𝑟out. On the other hand, 𝑟mid is a center-type critical point
through which real flow cannot pass. For flows containing MCP, the
global solution can pass through both the sonic points via a shock
transition. Shocks happen in certain sections of the parameter space
and has serious implication in astrophysical systems.

5.2 Shock analysis method

As discussed before, in MCP regime, shocks may form. In such a
case, the flow starting subsonically from the outer boundary becomes
supersonic after crossing the 𝑟out. If the shock conditions are satis-
fied, they undergo a shock transition after which they again become
subsonic. However, to satisfy the inner boundary conditions, they
pass through the inner sonic point and enter the BH supersonically.
The state change from supersonic to subsonic through a shock tran-
sition could be mediated by the centrifugal barrier due to the rotating
motion of the fluid. Through shocks the fluid can change its dy-
namical or thermodynamical properties discontinuously. Depending
on the strength of the barrier the shock could halt the flow of the
matter to pass it from its supersonic to subsonic state. At the shock
transition the flow should obey the following conditions, known as
Rankine-Hugoniot (RH) shock conditions:

¤𝑀+ = ¤𝑀− , (28)

𝑊+ + Σ+𝜗2
+ = 𝑊− + Σ−𝜗2

− , (29)

E+ = E− , (30)

where 𝑊 = 2𝐻𝑝 is the vertically integrated thermal pressure and
subscripts (−) denotes pre-shocked quantities and (+) denotes post-
shocked quantities. Manipulating equation (28) we get:

𝜌+𝜗+𝐻+ = 𝜌−𝜗−𝐻− (31)

and from equation (29) we find:

𝐻+𝑝+ + 𝐻+𝜌+𝜗2
+ = 𝐻− 𝑝− + 𝐻−𝜌−𝜗2

− , (32)

Shock conditions give us the above mentioned quantities which are
conserved throughout the supersonic and subsonic branch. To com-
pute the shock location (𝑟sh), we have to define a quantity, the shock
invariant quantity (𝐼), which is the same only at the shock location
for both the super and subsonic branches of the flow respectively.
Using the shock condition equations and after some manipulation,
we could define the invariant quantity as follows (see Appendix D):

𝐼 =
[Θ + 𝜏

2 𝜗
2]

𝜗
. (33)

Therefore using the below equation:

[Θ+ + 𝜏
2 𝜗

2
+]

𝜗+
=

[Θ− + 𝜏
2 𝜗

2
−]

𝜗−
. (34)

we can calculate the shock location.

6 RESULTS AND ANALYSIS

In this section, we discuss the key results of our study. First, in Sub-
section 6.1, we study the location and number of critical points for
various values of specific energy (E) and specific angular momen-
tum (𝜆). We also construct the energy momentum parameter space
(E−𝜆), which allows us to predict whether the flow will exhibit single
or multiple critical points based on the flow parameters. For demon-
stration, we consider three typical values of the BH spin parameter:
𝑎 = 0.0, 0.5 and 0.95, where 𝑎 = 0.0 corresponds to a non-rotating
BH. In Subsection 6.2, we investigate the formation of shocks, the
associated shock parameter space, and how global multi-transonic
accretion solutions arise from multi-critical accretion flows. Next, in
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Figure 1. The critical specific energy (Ec) is plotted against the location of critical points (𝑟c) for (a1) 𝑎 = 0.0, (a2) 𝑎 = 0.5 and (a3) 𝑎 = 0.95, considering
various values of specific angular momentum (𝜆). Specific angular momentum corresponding to each curve is as follows: (a1) 𝜆 = 2.4 (dotted), 𝜆 = 2.76 (solid),
𝜆 = 3.0 (dashed), 𝜆 = 3.3 (dashed dotted) and 𝜆 = 3.6 (long dashed), (a2) 𝜆 = 2.0 (dotted), 𝜆 = 2.195 (solid), 𝜆 = 2.5 (dashed), 𝜆 = 2.7 (dashed dotted) and 𝜆

= 2.9 (long dashed), (a3) 𝜆 = 1.0 (dotted), 𝜆 = 1.261 (solid), 𝜆 = 1.4 (dashed), 𝜆 = 1.5 (dashed dotted) and 𝜆 = 1.6 (long dashed). The number of intersection
points between the horizontal line plotted at Ec = 1.0001 in each diagram and the curves represents the number of critical points for that particular flow. Curves
corresponding to limiting value of specific angular momentum (𝜆) are shown as solid lines. In all cases, the composition parameter is set to 𝜉 = 1.0.

Subsection 6.3, we examine the effect of the BH spin parameter (𝑎)
on the shock location (𝑟sh) and other shock-induced flow variables.
Finally, in Subsection 6.4, we explore how variations in the compo-
sition parameter (𝜉) influence the multi-critical parameter space (a
subregion in the (E − 𝜆) space that contains multiple critical points)
and the shock parameter space. In addition to that, we investigate the
dependence of the shock location (𝑟sh) and related quantities on the
composition parameter (𝜉) of the accretion flow.

6.1 Critical point analysis and multi-critical parameter space

In this subsection, we analyze how the critical specific energy (Ec),
i.e., specific energy at the critical point of the flow varies with the
critical points (𝑟c) for different values of the BH spin parameter (𝑎)
and specific angular momentum (𝜆) of the flow. We consider the
composition parameter 𝜉 = 1.0, corresponding to a pure electron-
proton (𝑒− − 𝑝+) flow.

In Fig. (1a1), we plot the critical specific energy (Ec) as a function
of the critical points (𝑟c) for the spin parameter 𝑎 = 0.0. The chosen
values of the specific angular momentum are: 𝜆 = 2.4 (dotted line),
2.76 (solid line), 3.0 (dashed line), 3.3 (dashed-dotted line), and 3.6
(long-dashed line). There exists a limiting value of the specific an-
gular momentum (𝜆 = 2.76) below which the flow possesses only a
single critical point for all accessible values of the critical specific
energy (Ec). In Fig. (1a2), Ec is plotted against 𝑟c for the spin pa-
rameter 𝑎 = 0.5, with corresponding values of the specific angular
momentum: 𝜆 = 2.0 (dotted line), 2.195 (solid line), 2.5 (dashed
line), 2.7 (dashed-dotted line), and 2.9 (long-dashed line). Here,
the limiting value of the specific angular momentum is 𝜆 = 2.195.
Fig. (1a3) illustrates the variation of Ec with 𝑟c for the spin parameter
𝑎 = 0.95, where the specific angular momentum values are chosen
as 𝜆 = 1.0 (dotted line), 1.261 (solid line), 1.4 (dashed line), 1.5
(dashed-dotted line), and 1.6 (long-dashed line). The limiting value
of the specific angular momentum in this case is 𝜆 = 1.261. From
the figures (Fig. 1), it can be observed that the limiting value of the
specific angular momentum, below which the flow exhibits only a

single critical point, decreases with increasing BH spin parameter.
Additionally, as the specific angular momentum (𝜆) increases for a
fixed spin parameter, the number of turning points increases from one
to three. For instance, if a horizontal line is drawn at a fixed critical
specific energy value (Ec > 1.0), it will intersect the critical energy
curve at one to three points. For demonstration, we have drawn a hor-
izontal line at Ec = 1.0001. The locations of these intersection points
correspond to the critical points of the flow for the given values of
specific angular momentum and BH spin parameter.

Fig. 1 provides an intuitive understanding of the range of the flow
parameters [E, 𝜆] that determine whether the accretion flow exhibits
single or multiple critical points. However, to unveil the complete
picture of the problem, it is essential to explicitly construct the energy
momentum parameter space (E − 𝜆).

In Fig. 2, we present the (E −𝜆) parameter space for three BH spin
values: 𝑎 = 0.95 (Fig. 2a1), 0.5 (Fig. 2a2) and 0.0 (Fig. 2a3). Each
parameter space is categorized into four distinct regions, labeled as
O, A, W, and I, based on the flow topology and the number of critical
points. Parameters [E, 𝜆] chosen from the O or I regions correspond
to flows with a single saddle-type critical point. Specifically, the O
region represents flows with an Outer critical point (𝑟out), located
far away from the BH horizon, whereas the I region corresponds to
flows with an Inner critical point (𝑟in), situated close to the horizon.
In contrast, parameter values within the A or W regions produce
flows with three critical points: two saddle-type critical points and
one center-type critical point. In addition to that, saddle-type critical
points are located near the horizon (inner critical point, 𝑟in) and far
from the horizon (outer critical point, 𝑟out), while the center-type
critical point, situated between the two saddles, is known as the
middle critical point (𝑟mid). Global solution that connects infinity
to horizon can not pass through the centre type critical point, so
in the context of matter flow 𝑟mid does not have much relevance.
Both the A and W regions of the parameter space contain three
critical points each; however, they can be distinguished by comparing
the entropy at the inner and outer critical points. In region A, the
entropy satisfies: ¤M(𝑟in) > ¤M(𝑟out), while in region W: ¤M(𝑟in) <
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Figure 2. The energy-momentum parameter space (E − 𝜆) is plotted for BH spin parameter value: (a1) 𝑎 = 0.95, (a2) 𝑎 = 0.5 and (a3) 𝑎 = 0.0. Each diagram is
divided into four distinct regions: O, A, W, and I, corresponding to different phase portrait topologies (see text for details). Region bounded by the solid green
line, also known as multi-critical parameter space, contains three critical points, while region outside this contains single critical point. 𝜉 = 1.0 for all the above
diagrams.

¤M(𝑟out). Therefore, for the solution in A region, only the Accretion
type flow which passes through the outer sonic point may experience
the shock and becomes a multi-transonic flow. For the solutions in
W region only the Wind type flow may experience the shock and
become a multi-transonic flow. This depends on the satisfaction of the
Rankine-Hugonoit conditions. The red dashed-dotted line in Fig. 2,
which marks the boundary between the two regions, represents the
condition where the entropy at the inner and outer critical points is
equal.

Now we explore the accretion solution in terms of drawing the
phase portrait, a Mach number (𝑀 = 𝜗

𝑐s
) vs radial distance (𝑟) plot,

by solving the pair of dynamical equations (18) and (19) for BH spin
parameter value, 𝑎 = 0.5 and composition parameter, 𝜉 = 1.0. Fig. (3)
shows the corresponding phase diagram with [E, 𝜆]A = [1.0001,
2.522], where the subscript A means the chosen parameter values
are from the A region of the (E − 𝜆) parameter space (see Fig. 2a2).
In general, for parameter values chosen from the R region we use
the [E, 𝜆]R notation. It should be noted that: [E, 𝜆] ⊂ [E, 𝜆, 𝑎, 𝜉]
and here we have already fixed the value of 𝑎 and 𝜉. For the afore-
mentioned parameter values, the flow dynamics show three critical
points which is obvious. Additionally, it is very interesting to note
that sonic points location (inner sonic point (𝑥in) and outer sonic
point (𝑥out), marked with solid blue square) are not same with that
of the critical points location (𝑟in, 𝑟out). In Fig. (3), the solid black
line shows the flow line of matter being accreted by the BH. This line
(solid black with arrow) connects the horizon to infinity and it passes
only through the outer critical point (𝑟out) as well as through the
outer sonic point (𝑥out). Therefore, two parts of the phase diagram,
one part which goes through the outer sonic point (solid black) and
another part that contains the inner sonic point (green dashed-dotted
part) are disconnected. So though the flow geometry shows multi-
criticality behaviour, it is a mono-transonic (passes through a single
sonic point, in this case, which is the outer sonic point) flow. For
multi-transonic flow, accreting matter which is essentially subsonic
at infinity, becomes supersonic after crossing the outer sonic point
and should go through a state transition from supersonic to sub-
sonic again to accommodate the inner sonic point also and the state
change has interceded through a shock. In the next subsection, we
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Figure 3. Phase portrait is shown for parameter values: [E, 𝜆, 𝑎, 𝜉 ] =
[1.0001, 2.522, 0.5, 1.0]. The solid black line with arrows represents the
global accretion solution. Critical points are marked with solid black circles,
while sonic points are indicated by solid blue squares. The flow passes only
through the outer sonic point before reaching the horizon, making it a mono-
transonic flow.

inspect how the shock forms in rotating axisymmetric flow around
a rotating BH and its implication on multi-critical flow to make it a
multi-transonic flow.

6.2 Shock formation and multi-transonic accretion solution

As we have discussed in subsection (5.2), once the accreting fluid
becomes supersonic (after crossing the outer sonic point) it may face
shock due to the outward centrifugal force and change its state from
supersonic to subsonic discontinuously, also known as a shock tran-
sition. As a result of this shock transition, the fluid will pass through
the inner sonic point also, before reaching the BH horizon, which
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Figure 5. The region bounded by the curves represents the part of the (E −𝜆)
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𝑎 = 0.95, while region bounded by blue dotted line is the shock space for
𝑎 = 0.5 and the region enclosed by solid red line is the shock space for
𝑎 = 0.0.

makes it a multi-transonic accretion flow. Here we have investigated
the shock-induced phase portrait and shock parameter space, a sub-
domain of the (E − 𝜆) parameter space which harbours the shock, in
detail.

In Fig. 4a, we have plotted the shock parameter space, where the
flow undergoes a shock transition, along with the (E − 𝜆) parameter
space for the spin parameter, 𝑎 = 0.5 and composition parameter,
𝜉 = 1.0. We have divided the A region (see Fig. 2a2) into two
subregions: NS (No Shock region) and S (Shock region), while the
other regions remain the same as in Fig. 2a2. Consequently, the
flow will be monotransonic if the chosen parameter values lie in
the NS region: [E, 𝜆] ∈ [E, 𝜆]NS, and it will be multi-transonic for
parameters value picked up from the S region: [E, 𝜆] ∈ [E, 𝜆]S.

Fig. 4b, shows the global solution for an axially-symmetric multi-
transonic shocked accretion flow around a rotating BH. The phase

diagram is being constructed for the spin parameter 𝑎 = 0.5 and the
composition parameter 𝜉 = 1.0 with other parameters chosen from
the shock parameter space: [E, 𝜆]S = [1.0001, 2.65]. The solid black
line with an arrow, which passes through both the outer and inner
sonic points is the multi-transonic accretion flow line. The vertical
line 𝑆1𝑆2, is the discontinuous flow line by which the sonic points
are connected, and represents a shock transition. Due to shock, the
flow halts suddenly and as a consequence, its dynamical as well as
thermodynamical properties change discontinuously.

After exploring the significance of shock in multi-transonic accre-
tion flow around a spinning BH, we extend our study to examine how
the shock parameter space, a bounded region in the (E − 𝜆) param-
eter space that allows shock formation in accretion flow, varies with
changes in the BH spin parameter (𝑎). In Fig. 5, we have depicted
the shock parameter space in the (E − 𝜆) plane for spin parameter
values, 𝑎 = 0.0 (region bounded by the solid red line), 0.5 (region
bounded by the dotted blue line) and 0.95 (region bounded by the
dashed-dotted black line). From the diagram, we notice that: as we
increase the spin parameter value (𝑎) of the BH, the shock parameter
space gets shifted to the lower specific angular momentum side in
the (E−𝜆) plane and specific energy content of the flow, which expe-
rience shock increases as we increase the spin parameter of the BH.
In our low angular momentum, inviscid accretion flow model, there
are two main driving forces, which act simultaneously on the flow.
These forces are: inward attracting gravitational force and outward
repulsive centrifugal force. With radial distance (𝑟), the strength of
these forces also varies. If at a certain radius the outward centrifugal
force dominates over the inward gravitational force then the super-
sonic flow will change its state of motion discontinuously and end up
with the subsonic flow, that is the flow experiences a shock transition.
Therefore, the centrifugal force manifests itself as the primary rea-
son behind the shock transition in our model. Now, in the case of an
axisymmetric rotating flow around a spinning BH, it is to be consid-
ered that the centrifugal force is a combined effect of the flow angular
momentum and spin angular momentum of the BH. Consequently,
if we increase the spin parameter, the specific angular momentum of
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Figure 6. In the upper panel various types of phase portrait (𝑀 vs 𝑟) are being drawn with BH spin parameter 𝑎 = 0.0 for (a1) [E, 𝜆] = [1.0001, 2.6], (a2) [E,
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figures we have taken 𝜉 = 1.0.

the flow should be reduced for admitting shock and the shock space
moves towards the low angular momentum side.

Fig. 6, describes different types of phase portraits (𝑀 vs 𝑟 plot)
that emerge from the dynamical system of axisymmetric inviscid
rotating fluid flow around a spinning BH. Figs. (6a1 - 6a4) show the
phase diagram for BH spin parameter value 𝑎 = 0.0 and specific
angular momentum 𝜆 = 2.6 (Fig. 6a1), 3.0 (Fig. 6a2), 3.25 (Fig. 6a3)
and 3.6 (Fig. 6a4). In each case, the solid black line depicts the
global accretion solution. In Fig. 6a1, the single saddle type critical
point, far away from the horizon, is the outer critical point (𝑟out)
and the flow passes only through this outer critical point and outer
sonic point before crossing the BH horizon, which characterize it as
a mono-critical, mono-transonic flow. In Fig. 6a2, we have increased
the angular momentum of the flow in such a way that an extra pair
of critical points, one with saddle type (inner critical point, 𝑟in) and
other with centre-type (middle critical point, 𝑟mid) in nature will
form. In this case, the flow passes only through the outer critical and
outer sonic point, so it is a multi-critical but monotransonic flow.
In Fig. 6a3, we increase the angular momentum further so that the
flow admits shock due to the rise of the centrifugal barrier strength,
and the supersonic flow will become subsonic again at the shock
transition point. As a consequence of the shock transition, the flow
becomes multi-critical and multi-transonic because it could now pass
through both the outer and inner sonic point. Fig. 6a4 shows that,

further enhancement in angular momentum may cause the repulsive
centrifugal force so strong that, it will take long distance for the
fluid, from the outer boundary, to encounter its first critical point and
evidently the critical point will be very close to the horizon (𝑟in).
Subsequently, the fluid could pass only through the inner critical
point, and before encountering any shock it will reach the horizon,
which makes it a monotransonic flow again. Figs. (6b1 - 6b4) describe
the phase portrait for BH spin parameter value 𝑎 = 05 along with
specific angular momentum 𝜆 = 2.3 (Fig. 6b1), 2.4 (Fig. 6b2), 2.6
(Fig. 6b3) and 2.9 (Fig. 6b4). In Figs. (6c1 - 6c4) we have plotted
the phase diagram with BH spin parameter 𝑎 = 0.95 and for specific
angular momentum 𝜆 = 1.3 (Fig. 6c1), 1.5 (Fig. 6c2), 1.6 (Fig. 6c3)
and 1.81 (Fig. 6c4).

Next we explore how does the Mach number (𝑀), radial velocity
(𝜗), temperature (𝑇) and adiabatic index (Γ) vary with radial distance
(𝑟) for two typical flow profile. For this discussion we have considered
a different BH spin parameter value 𝑎 = 0.6 and specific energy E
= 1.001. In the upper panel we have shown the variation of Mach
number (𝑀) (Fig. 7a1), radial velocity (𝜗) (Fig. 7a2), temperature
(𝑇) (Fig. 7a3) and adiabatic index (Γ) (Fig. 7a4) with radial distance
(𝑟) for specific angular momentum parameter 𝜆 = 2.0. The solid red
circle denotes the location of the critical point, and the flow passes
through only a single critical point as well as a single sonic point,
making the flow a mono-transonic one. There is no discontinuity in
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Figure 7. To clearly illustrate how the dynamical and thermodynamical quantities vary throughout the flow, we present in the upper panel: (a1) Mach number
(𝑀 ) , (a2) Radial velocity (𝜗) , (a3) Temperature (𝑇 ) and (a4) Adiabatic index (Γ (Θ) ) as functions of the radial coordinate (𝑟) for 𝜆 = 2.0. Similarly, in the
lower panel, we show the variations of (b1) Mach number (𝑀 ) , (b2) Radial velocity (𝜗) , (b3) Temperature (𝑇 ) and (b4) Adiabatic index (Γ (Θ) ) with radial
coordinate (𝑟) for 𝜆 = 2.33. In all cases, we have chosen E = 1.001 and 𝑎 = 0.6. The solid red circle represents the location of the critical point.

any flow variables as we could see from the figures. In the lower panel
we have plotted the change of Mach number (𝑀) (Fig. 7b1), radial
velocity (𝜗) (Fig. 7b2), temperature (𝑇) (Fig. 7b3) and adiabatic
index (Γ) (Fig. 7b4) with radial distance (𝑟) for specific angular
momentum parameter 𝜆 = 2.33. For the given parameter values, now
the flow experience shock and is characterized by a multi-transonic
flow. One crucial point to be noted from the figure, is the variation
of the adiabatic index (Γ). It is also important to note that, in case
of shocked flow the adiabatic index changes discontinuously at the
shock location (𝑟sh).

6.3 Influence of spin on shock location and shock-induced flow
variables

The shock, which is a discontinuous and sudden change of the ther-
modynamical and dynamical variables of a flow, is of great impor-
tance in the astrophysical context. In the case of investigating low
angular momentum, multi-transonic flow around a rotating BH, for-
mation of shock is an elemental feature of the fluid system. Various
parameters, related to space-time geometry or the fluid itself, have
colossal control over formation and orientation of shock. Interest-
ing phenomena, related to BH accretion physics could be explained
invoking the shock formation. Powering high-energy astrophysical
jets, quasi periodic oscillation are some of these phenomena, which
could be elucidated through shock formation. In this part, we probe
the consequence of the change of BH spin parameter (𝑎, which is
linked to the space-time geometry) on shock location (𝑟sh) and vari-
ous quantities of interest associated with shock.

In Fig. 8, for all the plots we have used composition parameter
value 𝜉 = 1.0. In Fig. 8a, the variation of shock location (𝑟sh) has been
plotted with the BH spin parameter (𝑎) for fixed specific energy value
E = 1.0001 and specific angular momentum 𝜆 = 3.15 (solid green),
2.85 (dotted red), 2.56 (dashed blue), 2.275 (dash-dotted black) and
1.8 (long dashed purple). Two prominent features could be observed
from the figure. First, it is easy to notice from the diagram, that the
shock location varies non-linearly with the spin parameter (𝑎) and if
the spin of the BH increases the shock forms at some larger distance
from the BH horizon. Since, the shock forms due to the combined

effect of inward attracting gravitational force and outward repulsive
centrifugal force, if we increase the value of spin parameter for a fixed
specific angular momentum (𝜆) of the flow, the outward centrifugal
force will become stronger at each radius. As a result, the centrifugal
force becomes comparable to the gravitational force at a larger radial
distance. So, now it could stop the flow, which is nothing but the
shock, at a larger radial distance from the horizon; therefore, the
shock location (𝑟sh) shifts further away from the horizon. Second,
after a certain limit of the spin parameter, if we increase its value
for fixed specific angular momentum (𝜆), the stronger outward force
will resist the inward moving fluid vigorously for the most part of its
flow length. As a consequence the flow will pass only through the
inner critical point (𝑟in) and shock won’t form. Therefore, to cover
the whole range of spin value, as we increase the spin parameter
value, at the same time, we have to choose the lower specific angular
momentum (𝜆) value accordingly.

Now in Fig. 8b, we have explored the dependence of compression
ratio, defined as the post-shock to pre-shock density ratio (𝜌+/𝜌−)
with spin parameter for the aforementioned set of specific angular
momentum values. The compression ratio varies non-linearly and
inversely with the BH spin. For lower value of spin parameter with
fixed angular momentum of the flow, the shock forms closer to the
BH, as a result, the fluid gets more compressed and the value of
compression ratio increases.

Next, we have plotted the variation of shock strength, defined as the
ratio of pre-shock to post-shock Mach number (𝑀−/𝑀+) in Fig. 8c
and post-shock to pre-shock temperature ratio (𝑇+/𝑇−) at the shock
location in Fig. 8d, with BH spin parameter (𝑎) for the same set of
specific angular momentum values as mentioned above. An obvious
impression is that the shock strength (𝑀−/𝑀+) will be stronger for
shock location (𝑟sh) closer to the BH horizon and that could be de-
scribed from Fig. 8c unambiguously. The value of pre-shock Mach
number (𝑀−) will be higher at the shock location situated very close
to the horizon than that of a relatively large distanced shock location.
Also, the energy released by the gravitational potential will be ele-
vated at shorter shock locations, consequently, accessible energy for
the bulk and thermal motion of the fluid also increases. In addition
to that, due to shock the bulk velocity will be decreased drastically
and the thermal energy part will increase. Therefore, the fluid gets
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Figure 8. Panel (a) shows the variation of shock location (𝑟sh) with the BH spin parameter (𝑎). Panel (b) presents the change in compression ratio (𝜌+/𝜌−) as a
function of BH spin parameter (𝑎). Panel (c) depicts the variation of shock strength (𝑀−/𝑀+) with spin parameter (𝑎), while panel (d) illustrates the variation
of post-shock to pre-shock temperature ratio (𝑇+/𝑇−) with spin parameter (𝑎). Each diagram corresponds to different specific angular momentum values: 𝜆=
3.15 (solid green), 2.85 (dotted red), 2.56 (dashed blue), 2.275 (dashed dotted black) and 1.8 (long dashed purple). In all cases, we set E = 1.0001 and 𝜉 = 1.0.
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Figure 9. We have plotted the multi-critical parameter space for different values of composition parameter (𝜉 ) in the (E − 𝜆) plane. In panel (a) 𝜉 = 1.0
(dash-dotted blue), 0.8 (dotted green), 0.6 (dashed red) and 0.25 (solid purple), while in panel (b) 𝜉 = 0.15 (dash-dotted black), 0.05 (solid red), 0.02 (dotted
blue) and for 𝜉 = 0.0 there is no multi-critical parameter space. We have plotted all the figures for 𝑎 = 0.5.

hotter, making a rise in the post-shock to pre-shock temperature ratio
(𝑇+/𝑇−) and the sound speed increases, which makes the Mach num-
ber lower and helps to increase the shock strength. So, in conclusion,
we could assert that at a shorter shock location the fluid becomes
hotter and more compressed and the shock strength and temperature
ratio is anti-correlative with the BH spin parameter.

6.4 Effect of fluid composition on the flow

In this final section, we explore the effect of variation of the com-
position parameter (𝜉) on some characteristic features of the flow.
The admitting of multi-critical points and shocks are some typical
features of the dynamics of low angular momentum axisymmetric
fluid flow around a rotating BH. Therefore, we study the effect of the
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Figure 11. Panel (a) shows the variation of shock location (𝑟sh) with the flow composition parameter (𝜉 ). Panel (b) presents the change in compression ratio
(𝜌+/𝜌−) as a function 𝜉 . Panel (c) depicts the variation of shock strength (𝑀−/𝑀+) with 𝜉 , while panel (d) illustrates the variation of post-shock to pre-shock
temperature ratio (𝑇+/𝑇−) with 𝜉 . Each diagram corresponds to a different set of parameter values: [𝑎, 𝜆] = [0.0, 3.42] (dash-dotted green), [𝑎, 𝜆] = [0.5, 2.81]
(dotted red) and [𝑎, 𝜆] = [0.95, 1.795] (solid blue). In all cases, we set E = 1.0001.

composition parameter (𝜉) on multi-critical parameter space and on
shock parameter space in explicit detail. Additionally, we talk about
the dependence of shock location and some related quantities on the
composition parameter.

In Fig. 9, we plot the multi-critical parameter space in the (E -
𝜆) plane for different composition parameters. In Fig. 9a, we draw
the multi-critical parameter space for 𝜉 = 1.0 (dash-dotted blue), 0.8
(dotted green), 0.6 (dashed red) and 0.25 (solid purple), while in
Fig. 9b, we plot it for 𝜉 = 0.15 (dash-dotted black), 0.05 (solid red),
0.02 (dotted blue) and 0.0. In both of the cases, the spin parameter
value is set to 𝑎 = 0.5. We observe from the diagram that if we

vary the composition parameter from 𝜉 = 1.0 to 0.25 (see Fig. 9a),
the multi-critical parameter spaces get shifted in the higher specific
angular momentum and specific energy region. Now, if we reduce
the value of the composition parameter further from 𝜉 = 0.25 to 0.0
(see Fig. 9b), the multi-critical parameter spaces get shifted in lower
specific angular momentum and specific energy region. For 𝜉 = 0.0,
the flow is a pure 𝑒− − 𝑒+ flow (or pair plasma flow) and this type of
flow does not show any dynamical nature containing multi-critical
points.

Next in Fig. 10, we show the nature of the shock parameter space
for the aforementioned set of composition parameter (𝜉). For all the
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figures we fixed the BH spin parameter value at 𝑎 = 0.5. We notice
similar type of behaviour for the shock parameter space with that
of the multi-critical parameter space. If we decrease the value of
the composition parameter from 𝜉 = 1.0 to 0.25 (see Fig. 10a), the
shock parameter spaces move towards the higher specific angular
momentum and specific energy region. If we reduce the value from
𝜉 = 0.25 to 0.0 (see Fig. 10b), the shock space now get shifted in the
lower specific angular momentum and specific energy domain. For
𝜉 = 0.0, shock parameter space disappears, i.e., accretion flow with
𝜉 = 0.0, does not go through a shock transition.

Now, we discuss the effect of the composition parameter
(𝜉) on shock location (𝑟sh), compression ratio (𝜌+/𝜌−), shock
strength(𝑀−/𝑀+) and on post-shock to pre-shock temperature ra-
tio (𝑇+/𝑇−). In Fig. 11a, we plot shock location with the composition
parameter for the set of parameter values: [𝑎, 𝜆] = [0.0, 3.42] (dash-
dotted green), [𝑎, 𝜆] = [0.5, 2.81] (dotted red) and [𝑎, 𝜆] = [0.95,
1.795] (solid blue). In Fig. 11b, we show the variation of compres-
sion ratio with 𝜉. Wile in Fig. 11c, we draw the variation of shock
strength with 𝜉. Finally, we plot post-shock to pre-shock tempera-
ture ratio with 𝜉. For the last three figures, we use the previously
mentioned parameter set for [𝑎, 𝜆]. In all the diagrams we set E =
1.0001.

7 CONCLUDING REMARKS

In this work we have studied the basic features of the shocked ac-
cretion flow onto rotating BHs. Accreting matter has been described
by a particular type of equation of state, and the steady state flow
is assumed to take place under the influence of a particular type
of post-Newtonian BH potential. Integral flow solutions have been
constructed for axially symmetric flow maintained in hydrostatic
equilibrium along the vertical direction.

Further extension of the present work is possible, along various dif-
ferent avenues, to obtain a more general scenario. Apart from flows in
vertical equilibrium, axially symmetric flow of hydrodynamic matter
can have various different geometrical configurations. Among those
shapes, a disk-like flow with constant flow thickness, and a conical-
shaped flow, are well studied in the literature (Chakrabarti & Das
2001; Nag et al. 2012b; Saha et al. 2016). These three geometric
configurations have been introduced using a set of idealised assump-
tions, though. A more realistic flow thickness is difficult to derive
anyway, since such a task may be accomplished by employing the
theory of non-LTE radiative transfer or by incorporating the Grad-
Shafronov equations for complete MHD/plasma flows (Beskin 1997,
2009; Beskin & Tchekhovskoy 2005; Hubeny & Hubeny 1998; Davis
& Hubeny 2006).

In our present work, we have not performed any stability analysis
of the transonic, stationary integral flow solutions, and hence, we
are not in a position to make comments whether the steady state
solutions obtained in the present work are compatible with observed
astrophysical events with duration of some specified time scale.

Our immediate next project will thus be a more comprehensive
study of the shocked accretion solutions for all available geometrical
configurations of the axially symmetric flow, and to investigate their
linear stability properties as well, to understand how such stability
criteria, as well as the emergent acoustic metric, can be influenced
by the spin angular momentum of the BHs, i.e., the Kerr parameter
𝑎.

It is to be noted that the shocked accretion solutions for steady state
accretion as described by Ryu and his collaborators can be studied
for full general relativistic flow as well (Chattopadhyay & Kumar

2016; Kumar & Chattopadhyay 2017; Sarkar et al. 2020; Sarkar &
Chattopadhyay 2022), we still perform our investigation of such flows
for post-Newtonian BH potentials. Although the stationary integral
solutions can be constructed for general relativistic Kerr space-time,
it is surely not assumed that the complete flow profile with com-
prehensive spectral details can be obtained within complete general
relativistic framework, rather a pseudo-Kerr formalism helps to for-
mulate and solve the corresponding flow equations when one plans
to take a step further by studying the radiative and spectral properties
of the flow in addition to its dynamics only. We thus believe that it is
imperative to introduce a comprehensive formalism capable to study
the accreting BH systems within the framework of post-Newtonian
BH potentials. In the present work, we have performed our calcula-
tion for the BH potential as introduced by Artemova et. al (Artemova
et al. 1996), since by far this one is the simplest looking pseudo-Kerr
potential available in the literature. However, several other pseudo-
Kerr potentials have been introduced by various authors (Chakrabarti
& Khanna 1992; Løvås 1998; Semerák & Karas 1999; Mukhopad-
hyay 2002; Chakrabarti & Mondal 2006; Ghosh & Mukhopadhyay
2007; Ghosh et al. 2014; Karas & Abramowicz 2014). We plan to
study the shocked accretion flow and to perform its linear stability
analysis for all such pseudo-Kerr potentials in future.
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APPENDIX A: MASS CONSERVATION EQUATION

In general mass conservation equation for a fluid system is given by
the following form:
𝜕𝜌

𝜕𝑡
+ ∇.(𝜌𝝑) = 0 (A1)

For our study we choose cylindrical polar coordinate system (𝑟, 𝜙,
𝑧), in which equation (A1) takes the below form:
𝜕𝜌

𝜕𝑡
+ 1
𝑟

𝜕

𝜕𝑟
(𝑟𝜌𝜗r) +

1
𝑟

𝜕

𝜕𝜙
(𝜌𝜗𝜙) +

𝜕

𝜕𝑧
(𝜌𝜗z) = 0 (A2)

where 𝜗r is the radial component, 𝜗𝜙 is the azimuthal component and
𝜗z is the 𝑧 component of the velocity vector (𝝑). For convenience,
we write the radial component of velocity (𝜗r) as simply 𝜗.

As our system is axially symmetric along the 𝑧 axis, variables are
independent of the 𝜙 coordinate. So, the third term of equation (A2)
vanishes. We also assume that our flow structure is in hydrostatic
equilibrium in the 𝑧 direction and the value of 𝜗z is negligible com-
pared to the other velocity components. Therefore, we set 𝜗z = 0,
which causes the last term in equation (A2) to vanish. Under these
assumptions, equation (A1) could be rewritten as follows:
𝜕𝜌

𝜕𝑡
+ 1
𝑟

𝜕

𝜕𝑟
(𝑟𝜌𝜗) = 0 (A3)

Now, it is a common practice in accretion flow study to vertically
integrate (in our case it is along the 𝑧 direction) the governing equa-
tion/fluid variables to remove any vertical dependency (see Clarke &
Carswell 2014, Gammie & Popham 1998). Therefore, we integrate
equation (A3) along the 𝑧 direction and recast it in the following
form:
𝜕Σ

𝜕𝑡
+ 1
𝑟

𝜕 (Σ𝜗𝑟)
𝜕𝑟

= 0 (A4)

where, Σ =
∫ +𝐻
−𝐻 𝜌 𝑑𝑧 = 2𝜌𝐻, is the vertically averaged surface
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density over the disk height and 𝜌 is fluid density at the equatorial
plane (i.e., 𝑧 = 0 plane). Here,𝐻 is the disk half height (see Appendix
B).

APPENDIX B: DISK HEIGHT CALCULATION

For axisymmetric inviscid steady fluid flow, in cylindrical polar coor-
dinate system we have to solve the radial component (𝑟 - component)
and the vertical component (𝑧 - component) of the Euler equation
to generate the flow structure. The radial component of the Euler
equation is given in equation (14) and we solve this on the equatorial
plane and now we write down the 𝑧 component of Euler equation as
follows:

𝜗
𝜕𝜗z
𝜕𝑟

+ 𝜗z
𝜕𝜗z
𝜕𝑧

+ 1
𝜌

d𝑝
d𝑧

+ 𝜕ΦABN
𝜕𝑧

= 0 (B1)

One important thing to be noted is that the form of the pseudo-
potential (equation 9) that we have taken to solve the radial compo-
nent of Euler equation is defined on the equatorial plane, i.e., 𝑧 = 0
plane. Now, to solve the Euler equation in the vertical direction, we
have to take the general form of the pseudo-potential in cylindri-
cal polar coordinate system. The general form of the potential in
cylindrical polar coordinate system (𝑟 , 𝜙, 𝑧) is given as:

ΦABN =
1

(1 − 𝛽)𝑟+

(
1 − 𝑟+√︁

𝑟2 + 𝑧2

)1−𝛽

− 1
(1 − 𝛽)𝑟+

(B2)

Now, it is very challenging if not impossible to analytically solve
both the radial and vertical components of the Euler equation si-
multaneously to construct the flow structure. Consequently, people
usually prefer to approximate the vertical flow structure using some
kind of height function (for discussion, see Nag et al. 2012a and
the references therein) rather than solving the vertical component
of the Euler equation. Here, we will construct the height function
by approximating the vertical Euler equation by claiming that the
flow is in hydrostatic equilibrium in the vertical direction. Under this
consideration we could write equation (B1) in the following way:

1
𝜌

d𝑝
d𝑧

+ 𝜕ΦABN
𝜕𝑧

= 0 (B3)

If we take derivative of ΦABN, given in equation (B2), with respect
to 𝑧, along with the criteria that 𝑧 ≪ 𝑟 , then we get:

𝜕ΦABN
𝜕𝑧

= − 𝑧𝐹ABN
𝑟

(B4)

See equation (8) for the expression of 𝐹ABN. Here, we consider that
𝑝 will vary linearly in the vertical direction, i.e., in the 𝑧 direction
and we approximate d𝑝/d𝑧 as:

d𝑝
d𝑧

= − 𝑝
𝑧

(B5)

Where, the ‘–’ sign takes care of the fact that pressure (𝑝) decreases
away from the equatorial plane (i.e., 𝑧 = 0 plane). Using equation
(B4) and equation (B5) in equation (B3) we get:

𝑧2 = − 𝑝
𝜌

𝑟

𝐹ABN
(B6)

After some manipulation, the expression for 𝑧 is given as:

𝑧 = 𝑐s

√︂
𝑟

Γ |𝐹ABN | (B7)

In equation (B7), 𝑧 is nothing but the height (𝐻) of the flow.

APPENDIX C: VARIOUS COEFFICIENTS

Here we write down the functional forms of the coefficients that we
have used in equations (24), (25) and (26):

N11 = − 2ΘΓ
𝜏(Γ + 1)

[
(5 − 𝛽)
𝑟2 + 𝛽

(𝑟 − 𝑟+)2

]
− 3𝜆2

𝑟4

+ 2𝑟 − (2 − 𝛽)𝑟+
𝑟3−𝛽 (𝑟 − 𝑟+)𝛽+1

N12 =
2

𝜏(Γ + 1)

[
(5 − 𝛽)
𝑟

+ 𝛽

(𝑟 − 𝑟+)

] [
Γ + Θ

(Γ + 1)
dΓ
dΘ

]
D11 =1 + 4ΘΓ

𝜏(Γ + 1)𝜗2

D12 = − 4
𝜏(Γ + 1)𝜗

[
Γ + Θ

(Γ + 1)
dΓ
dΘ

]
where, all quantities retain their usual definitions.

APPENDIX D: SHOCK INVARIANT QUANTITY
CALCULATION

Here we explain how to compute the shock invariant quantity (𝐼)
using the Rankine – Hugoniot shock conditions, i.e., equations (28)
– (30). Equation (28) could be written as:

𝜌+𝜗+𝐻+ = 𝜌−𝜗−𝐻− (D1)

whereas explicit form of equation (29) is:

𝐻+𝑝+ + 𝐻+𝜌+𝜗2
+ = 𝐻− 𝑝− + 𝐻−𝜌−𝜗2

− (D2)

Using equation (2) and equation (3) one could write:

𝑝 =
2Θ𝜌
𝜏

(D3)

Plugging equation (D3) into equation (D2), we get:

𝜌+𝜗+𝐻+

[
2Θ+
𝜏𝜗+

+ 𝜗+
]
= 𝜌−𝜗−𝐻−

[
2Θ−
𝜏𝜗−

+ 𝜗−
]

(D4)

Now, by taking the help of equation (D1) and after some manipulation
we come up with the following condition:

1
𝜗+

[
Θ+ + 𝜏

2
𝜗2
+

]
=

1
𝜗−

[
Θ− + 𝜏

2
𝜗2
−

]
(D5)

The above condition, known as the shock location condition, helps
us to find the location of shock (𝑟sh), whereas the quantity defined
by:

𝐼 =
1
𝜗

[
Θ + 𝜏

2
𝜗2

]
(D6)

is known to be the shock-invariant quantity. The numerical value of
the shock invariant quantity will be the same only at the location
of shock. Therefore, using the quantity 𝐼, one could easily find the
shock location for multi-transonic accretion flow.

This paper has been typeset from a TEX/LATEX file prepared by the author.
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