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ABSTRACT

W e study explosions of stars using a one-din ensional Lagrangian hydrody—
nam ics code. W e calculate how much m ass is lberated asa function ofthe energy
of explosion for a variety of preexplosion stellar structures and for equations of
state with a range of radiation-to-gas pressure ratios. The results show that
sim ple assum ptions about the am ount ofm ass lost In an explosion can be quite
naccurate, and that even one-din ensional stars exhbi a rich phenom enology.
Them ass loss fraction rises from about 50 to 100% asa function of the explosion
energy In an approxin ately discontinuousm anner. W e suggest that N ova Scorpii
(J165540) m ay have experienced signi cant m ass falback because the explosion
energy was less than the crtical value. W e infer that the origihal progenitor was
Jess than tw ice the m ass of today’s ram nant.

Sub¥ct headings: supemovae: general, com putational; hydrodynam ics

1. Introduction

A fundam ental question In the study of supemovae is to detem ine the fate of a star
sub et to an explosion: is the star disrupted by an explosion ofa given strength and, ifnot,
how much ofthe star is lost and what isthe con guration ofthem atter that rem ainsbound?
M any researchers have addressed this question for speci ¢ cases of interest using detailed
num erical sin ulation. To our know ledge, a precise description of the relationship between
the strength of the explosion and the fate of the outer layers, even in the case of highly
dealized stellar m odels, has never been given. The potential utility of this Inform ation is
evident in the analysis of Fryer & Kalogera (2001), where an estin ate of the am ount of
m ass keft bound in the rem nant ofa supemova, essentially a din ensional estin ate, isusaed to
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assessw hich high m ass stars yield neutron stars and which onesyield black holes. The sin pk
\rule of thum b" is that a portion (etween 30 and 50% ) of the explosion energy is e ective
In directly unbinding the star; the portion is based on a sparse set of detailed sin ulations
ofM acFadyen, W oosky & Heger (1999). Our goal is to im prove our understanding of the
disruption process by carrying out hydrodynam ical calculations of sinple stellar m odels
w ith a range of explosion strengths, a range of stellar structures and a range of equations
of state. The resuls yield In proved estin ates of the \rule of thumb" which we provide in
sin ple, easily applied, em pircal form . A host of signi cant m odeling uncertainties of core
collapse (hydrodynam ic m otions in the core, distribution of angular m om entum w ithin the
collapsing ob ct, neutrino-m atter coupling, etc.) rem ain, of course, but better answers to
the questions we have posed w ill provide Increm ental In provem ent in the detemm ination of
the fate of central ram nants.

Because the principal focus of thiswork is explosions that do not com pltely destroy the
star, our sin ulations involve m aterial that fallsback onto the ram nant. O ur resultsm ay also
be usad to determ ine the accretion rate ofthe falback for the case of sin ple, idealized stellar
structures. T here is considerablk evidence that a supemova explosion occurred In J1655-40:
the atm osphere of its com panion is contam inated w ith elem ents thought to be form ed only
In supemovae (Israelian et al. (1999)), and it is lkely that the black hole progenior was
considerably m ore m assive than the rem nant we see today O rosz & Bailyn (1997); Shahbaz
et al. (1999)). There is also som e evidence that the J165540 system oould have rem ained
bound only if it received a substantial kick during or shortly after the form ation of itsblack
hole M irabelet al. (2002)). In future papers we intend to explore the connections betw een
the llow ng possibbilities: the initial collapse of the core to a neutron star, the in pulse the
core received (kicked by one of ssveral physical m echanism s thought to be responsible for
high pulsar velocities), and the accretion driving the black hole form ation. Them ass falback
m ay trigger the collapse to a black hok as well as provide the source of the pollution the
com panion’s atm osphere. This work begins our nvestigation of the connections between
substantial, as distinct from Increm ental (ie. ssveralM , not 0IM ) Alback, core fate,
kick size, and binary survival

In section 2, we describe the physical set up, whilk section 3 describes the num erical
code. In section 4, we give m ore detailed results and discuss how the num erical data were
analyzed.
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2. Problem and Param eter R anges

W em odelthe supemova as a spherically sym m etric explosion in a starthat is nitially n
hydrostatic equilbbrium . The preexplosion stellar structure is a polytrope. W e deposit the
fllenergy ofthe explosion n a an all region near the center of star. Usinga niedi erence
code we calculate the hydrodynam ical evolution. A shock propagates towards the surface
and the outer layers of the star m ay be epcted. If the star is not com plktely destroyed,
som e of the m atter ram ains gravitationally bound and we follow the evolution long enough
to m ake an accurate estin ate of the m ass of the bound ob Fct.

W e considered a range of iniial stellar structures. W e varied the polytropic index
where P / . The Lane¥m den equation prescribes the run of density and pressure of
the Initialm odel; our choices forn = 1=( 1) span 3=2 n 4. As is wellkknown, the
poltrope’s central to average density ratio Increases asn vardes from 0 to 5. The range we
sim ulate subsum es typicalm ain-sequence pro les and extended red-giant structures.

W e have considered two equation of state treatm ents: ideal gas pressure \EOS M ":
P = Phpawer With a xed ratio of speci ¢ heats ) and a m ixture of gas plus radiation
n them al equilbriitm (\EOS MR":P = P,y + Ppager). EOS M is suitable for stars of
low m ass (dom inated by particle pressure at their centers) and weak explosions (such that
the post-shock gas is not radiation dom inated); EOS M R is needed if there is signi cant
radiation pressure. W e infer the tem perature pro I from the appropriate EO S and the Lane-
Em den pressuredensity pro l. For low-m ass stars, the ratio of radiation-to-gas pressure,
S = P,a2q=Pun atter, @t the center of the star depends only on the star's mass. The central
values or s= s, span 0 s < 535, ie. the stars’ hydrostatic pressure varies from m atter-
dom inated to radiation-dom inated (the upper lin it was st by the fact that, for s. & 6,
the inner parts of the star have positive local energy even before the explosion). O £ courss,
the shodks generated by the explosion heat the gas and Increase its entropy, and the typical
value of radiation-to-gas pressure during the explosion depends not only upon s. but also
upon the energy of the explosion E past -

W e considered a range ofexplosion energies. G iven that we are concemed w ith analyzing
under what circum stances the star is disrupted, we typically considered blasts with 0:1
E 112st=EF ping 15, ie. enermies of the sam e order of m agnitude as a sin ple din ensional
estin ate for unbinding. Readers primn arily interested in the resuls of the calculation are
enocouraged to skip to x4.
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3. The Code and N um erical Tests
3.1. Egqguations

W e use the inviscid uid equations which descrlbe m ass, m om entum and energy con—
servation. A 1l calculations are onedin ensional w ith either a planeparalkel (for testing) or
Soherical (for testing and sim ulations) geom etry. W e advance the uid state using a nie
di erence approxin ation to the uid equations (Lax-W endro , explicitly di erenced, 1-D
Lagrangian code Richtmyer & M orten (1967)). Shocks are handled w ith the addition of
arti cial viscosity. W e solve P oisson’s equation to determm ine the gravitational forces of the
Soherdical distribution ofm atter on each tim e step. D etails are provided in Appendix 1.

32. Tests ofH ydrodynam ics

W e tested the purely hydrodynam ic capabilities of the code (o graviy) on the Sod
shock tube problem (planeparalkel geom etry) and on the Sedov blast (spherical geom etry) .
For the Sod test with = 7=5 (@aswell as for a range of other ’s), EOS M, and various
overpressures (E,=p; = 10;100;1000) and 1200 zones, we found essentially perfect agreem ent
of the num erical and analytic solutions except for the shock snearingover 5 8 zones.

For the Sedov problem , we rederived the solution given In Landau & Lifschitz’s F luid
M echanics (1987), thersby nding the correction to the often ram arked upon error (in an
exponent) In that book’s solution. Appendix 2 gives the full solution. W e carrded out a
num ber of variants of the basic blast wave simulation in tetm s of EOS and . For ows
dom nated by particle pressure we com pared num erical solutions ( = 5=3 and 7=5 orEO S
M ) w ith the analytic sin ilarity solution wih m atched; see Appendix 2). For ow s dom —
nated by radiation pressure we com pared several di erent radiation-dom inated num erical
solutions ( = 5=3, EOS MR) to the = 4=3 sim ilarity solution. T he radiation-dom mnated
num erical solutions were generated using cold preshodk gas so that the explosions yielded a
high M ach number ow and P ,.4=Pu atter 1 in the postshock region. A range of niials
and shodk energieswas considered. A sin ulation w ith Jarge constant s 1000 and rlhtively
an allexplosion and a sin ulation wih smallconstant s 0:1 and large explosion both yield
a radiation-dom Inated num erical solution.

The explosion was allowed to expand to well over 100 tin es the initial \bomb zone" in
allcases. Com parisons of EO S M runs w ith analytic solutions were possible throughout the
sim ulation; com parisons of EO S M R runs w ith the analytic radiation-dom inated sim ilarity

= 4=3 solution was m eaningfiill only for the part of the simultion In which radiation
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pressure dom nated m atter pressure, approxin ately 4-5 expansion tines. W ith 800 zones,
the Sedov test gave close 2 3% ) agreem ent in the relative density, velocity and pressure
of the num erical solution and the analytic sin ilarity solution for both particle pressure
dom inated and for radiation pressure dom nated ow s except In the centralm ost region.

T wo factors contribute to the discrepancies at the center. F irst, the Innemm ost zone was
sin ply treated as an adiabatic expanding/contracting bubble. T he entropy of this zone was
Incorrect but itsm ass was so an all that its In pact on the rest of the solution was lnconse—
quential. The explosion results were found to be alm ost entirely insensitive to altemative
m ethods of treating this inner zone, provided the treatm ents were non-singular and energy
conserving. Second, explosive energy was Ingcted In a sn all, but non-negligble central re—
gion (typically the inner 5% ofthem ass). D epartures between the analytic solution and the
part of the grid used as the \bomb zone" persisted through the sim ulation, m aintained by
a persistent contact discontinuity. W e also com pared two m odels for the energy inection
at the center. For one, the \them albomb," an excess of themm al energy equal to the de-
sired explosion energy was added by hand to the core (nner 5% of the m ass) of the star,
esseentially creating an out-ofequilbrium hot core that then expanded rapidly out into the
stellar envelope. In the other, the \kineticbomb," a linear velocity pro J carrying the sam e
am ount of energy was added to the Inner 5% ofthem ass. Both m ethods produced identical
results outside the \bomb zone."

3.3. Tests of H ydrostatics

W ith the inclusion of selfgravity forces, we veri ed that RungeK utta integration of
the Lane-Em den equations yielded stationary, stable con gurations for our tin e-dependent
hydrodynam ic evolution equations ( nite di erence scheme). W e veri ed the long-lived
stability for allpolytropic Indices and radiation-to-gas pressure ratios adopted in this study.
Likew ise, we verd ed that the virial theorem was satis ed by the nitial con gurations.

34. Tests of Selfgravitating E xplosions

In the actual runs of the problem of Interest, we further veri ed that the treatm ent of
the central zone m ade no discemible di erence, that variations n the \bomb zone" (3-10%,
for instance), caused only very slight (K 5% ) changes to the am ount of m ass lost in the
explosions. In a Lagrangian code, m ass is explicitly conserved. W e also verdi ed that energy
conservation was satis ed (to < 5% ).



{6

4. Resuls

W e adopted polytropes for the niial stellar structure with P = k . The density
and pressure pro ke is detem ined by solution of the LaneEm den equation w ith the total
m ass and radius scaled to unity. W e refer to this as the din ensionless solution; it depends
only upon . The dim ensionless density-pressure distributions are the form s used In our
com putations. In the results, we discuss din ensionless quantities (explosion energy in tem s
ofbinding energy, m ass loss in tem s ofthe totalm ass, etc.) so that our results can be scaled
to physical situations as needed.

4.1. Scaling ofPolytropes

Let us rst review the scaling of the initial polytropic solution. Forgiven k and it is
possbl to generate a oneparam eter fam ily of scaled solutions where M and R vary such
thatM / R© 970 2 Or, if one chooses not to regard k as a known quantity, one can
soecify arbitrary M and R and infer the approprate value fork.

If one In poses the additional requirem ent that there be a xed value of the radiation-
to-gas pressure in the niial stellar structure at the center s = s, the scaling of the dim en—
sionless solution is restricted. For given and k, xing s, detem nesboth M and R (o
scaling ram ains); or, ifwe regard k as an inferred quantity, the choice of s, pem itsM to be
soeci ed and R is consequently detem ined. In the Im it s, 1, with k undetem ined, the
fullscaling n M and R is recovered.

In this paper we will adopt the point of view that k is not known a prori and we
willallow scaling ofthe polytropic solution to arbitrary M and R In cases w ith no radiation
pressure. In casesw ith radiation pressure, a scaling relationship between M and R is In plied
by setting the m atterto-radiation pressure ratio s at one point in the star.

42. Description of Analysis

The chiefway In which we shall sum m arize the results of an explosion is in tem s of the
m ass epcted as a function of explosion energy. W e begin by discussing how we derive the
efcted m ass from the num erical sin ulations. ForEOS M (ho radiation pressure), the code
was run until the rem nant core had becom e stationary and had nearly reassum ed hydrostatic
equilbbrium , ie., it had local gas velocities near zero K 10 'R genar=dynam icaltin e) and
satis ed the virial theoram . The m ass loss was determ ined by nding the location in the
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outem ost Lagrangian grid of the zone for which the localenergy (sum of kinetic, them al
and gravitational contributions) density changed from negative to positive. A graph of the
localenergy density for a typical star after an explosion is included asFig. 1.

A drawbadk ofthism ethod is apparent in Fig. 1. Though there are distinct portions of
the starthat can de nitely be said to be either rem nant or eecta, there isalso a an all region
w ith nearly zero energy, resem bling an atm osphere around the ram nant. T hese atm osgoheres
did not appear n allexplosions { typically, they occurred when E piast 70 100% Ejngq { and
when they did, the code was sin ply run long enough for a reasonably clear ssparation to be
determm ned. T he situation wasworst In casesw ith signi cant radiation pressure EOSMR).
Such stars had long-period, tin e-dependent m otions. W e can understand this tendency asa
consequence of the Initial conditions (large s.) or of strong shocks (large explosion energy)
that Increase the radiation pressure. A sin pl detem ination of the radiation-to-m atter
pressure ollow s from assum Ing (1) uniform initialsy, Q) explosion energy = 1+ E past=E ping
and (3) unifom postexplosion s; gives

ST+ 3s) = sp o (L+ 3sg):

T he size of an explosion that leaves a rem nant of any type inpliesthat isatmosta few.
So, anall sy (m atter dom Inated stars) w ill not give rise to radiation dom nated rem nants.
Such rem nants require m oderate to large sy. In fact, the long-period m otions occurred in
two cases: Prstarswith sp = 1 and > 2, and forallstarswih s = 55. The arti cial
viscosity eventually dam ps such m otions but m ay take a long tin e to do so.

In light ofthis, wem oved to a di erentm ethod fordeciding which m ass shellswere eecta
and which were rem nants. W e stored the location and localenergy density of each grid zone
throughout the run tin e. W e plotted the location ofthem ass elem ent as a function oftim e,
using the sign of the local energy density to color code the lnes. D uring the atm ospheric
m otions som e Jayers do work on other layers; the color coding show s changes from bound
to unbound (and visaversa). These plots proved to be helpful, illum nating the transient
dentities of bound atm ospheres, m arginally bound gas, and low energy efcta. W e adopted
the follow Ing criterion forending the calculation: we ceased when allouter shells had positive
energy density and the num ber of interm ediate shells w ith local energy density of changing
sign was an all { lss than a coupl of percent of the totalm ass. An exam pk is shown in
Fig. 2, where the apparent bifircation point ism arked. W e determm ined in this case that by
the tin e the code was stopped, the am ount of them alenergy rem aining in the rem nant was
Insu cient to efect m any m ore m ass shells, which is apparent from the din nishing am ount
ofm ass epcted w ith each stellar oscillation. W e are con dent of this prediction because it
has been bome out in all cases where the code was run much longer, and, hence, closer to
the point of the ram nant’s retum to hydrodynam ic stability. T hese plots also showed two
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Fig. l.| T he asym ptotic local energy density (solid line) forn = 3 polytrope (no radiation
pressure) and E e = Epmg affer the central core has reattained hydrostatic equilibbrium ,
in unis for whigl GM /R) = 1. The dash-dotted line gives the local velocity, In units of
stellar radiiper 2 dynam icaltin es. The dashed line is a reference line for zero energy and

velocity.
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distinct ways In which shells are epcted: 1) For 05 < Epng=E past < 12 a an all num ber of
shells are Jost In the niial explosion shock wave; these gain trem endous kinetic energies.
The 1rst 8 lines in this plot represent % ofthemass; 37 $ ofthem ass is lost In this
way for this energy range. 2) The rest of the ecta are expelled by the star as the rem nant
dam ps.

G ven our algorithm for the determm nation ofm ass loss iIn an explosion, we next investi-
gated the extram e 1im its: totaldisruption explosions and failed explosions (no epcted m ass).
Total disruptions were relatively easy to recognize when all grid zones acquired positive en—
ergy In the rst pass of the shock wave from the explosion. The m inInum blast energy to
disrupt was m ore di cul to determ ine because the rem nants, especially those w ith higher
values of s;, have very long relaxation tin e scales, w ith their viscoustelaxation tin e scale
being tied to their dynam ical tin e scale since the arti cial viscosity dissipates only while
the star is contracting. H owever, it was ckar from the results that total disruption happens
abruptly, w ith every star studied going from 50% m ass loss to total disruption with only a
an alladdition ofexplosion energy. W ewere able to pin down the w idth ofthe transition from
rem nant to total disruption as function of explosion energy to 5% In the star’s binding

energy.

The failed explosion regin e was com putationally easier to study. Faild explosions
produced no outgoing shells w ith positive energy. The results can be understood in tem s
of the speed of the shock as it proceeded through the star. Strong shocks slowed as they
plowed through the dense core ofthe star, then acoelerated w hen the reached the di use outer
regions of the polytropes. In failed explosions the shodk velocity fellbelow the sound speed
In the m ddle region and/or failed to acoelerate up to the local escape speed In the outer

region. A plt ofthe process is included in Fig. 3. In the gure, we plot Vo= Vig. + cﬁnd
{ where v, is the escape velocity for the initial star and ¢4 is the local sound speed {
Mustrating the falling shock M ach num ber In the core and the reacceleration to velocities

allow Ing escape by the outer density gradient.

43. Explosions w ithout R adiation P ressure

Forthe rst round of explosions, weused EOS M (no radiation pressure). T he advan—
tages to this part of the calculation were that it was slightly m ore com putationally speedy
and, m ore In portantly, that the results cbtained here can be scaled much m ore freely to
various stellarm asses and radii. A swe noted before, this isbecause setting s, the radiation—
to-m atter pressure ratio at the center, essentially am ounts to constraining the relationship
between stellarm ass and radius. For these calculations, the only varabls were E piast=FE bing
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Fig. 2.| A typical graph of the m otion of grid zones in tim e for an exploding star, in

this case a polytrope of ndex n = 3=2 w ith an explosion energy of 90% ofthe star’sbinding

energy and w ith s, = 0:5. Eadch line tracks a representative m ass shell. The Lagrangian m ass
Intervals vary: lines In the efpcted region and outer parts of the rem nant { which represent
escaping m ass (large radii) and uppem ost parts of the cooling, bouncing rem nant (the blue
Iines) { are intervals 0of 05 1% of the totalm ass. In the Inner part of the rem nant, each
line represents approxin ately 10% of the totalm ass. W here Ilines are red, the local energy
density is positive; where blue, negative. T he bifircation point sesparating the rem nant from

the efpcta ism arked. Radial distances are given In units of the niial stellar radius; tin es
are given in units equalto 2 dynam ical tim es.
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Fig. 3. A plbtofthe vgas=p Vet gy I thiscase Pra starwithn = 15 ,s.= 0, and
an explosion energy equalto 15% of the star's binding energy. The choppiness In the plot
is due to non-physical e ects in the detem nation of the exact location of the shock. Note
the deceleration through the buk of the star, with only the very outem ost shells reaching

escape velocity as the shock accelerates in the falling density pro e near the edge.
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and the star’s polytropic index

W e have included two gures summ arizing the com putational results. In the rst, Fig.
4, the explosions are com pared with each other, show ing the great sim ilarity am ong the
models. In Fig. 5, we have ssparated each polytrope into is own window to com pare is
m ass loss curve to a couplk of versions of the \ruk of thum b" suggested by Fryer & K alogera
(2001). The rst line, the dash-dotted curve, is the sim plest such rule. It represents them ass
loss if 100% ofthe explosion energy were distrbuted In such a way as to give asm any ofthe
outer shells of the star exactly escape velociy, whilk laving untouched those parts of the
star which rem ain bound. This is, of course, physically In possible, but it does provide an
upper bound on m ass loss. T he dashed curve represents the actual choice m ade by Fryer &
Kalogera (2001), which essentially splits the explosion energy budget in two, giving 50% to
unbind the star directly, and 50% to heat the ram nant and to accelerating the efecta. This
som ew hat ad hoc but m ore physically reasonable assum ption gives results that are much
closer to the num erical caloulation, but overestim atesm ass loss in Iow energy explosions and
also overestim ates the am ount of energy required to com pktely unbind the star.

44. Explosionswith R adiation P ressure

For the ssocond round of explosions, we used the hydrodynam ics code wih EOS M R

(m atter and radiation pressure). T he param eter space now nclided three variables: explo—
sion energy, polytropic lndex, and s, the central radiation to m atter pressure ratio. G iven
the sin ilarity of the results of the various polytropes in the radiation—free calculations, we
looked at only two di erent polytropic indices, n = 3=2 and n = 3. For s., we chose four
values: 01,05,1.0,and 55. Thevalue s = 55 isclose to them axinum value, s o, fora
star In which no region has a positive local energy density. A s s, grow s larger, the e ective

! 4=3 and the totalenergy ofthe star tends toward 0 (in units ofGM 2=R). The binding
energies for our choices of 5. are summ arized in tabl 1.

In contrast to the radiation pressure-free cases, these calculations clearly show a great
di erence between these two polytropes: the polytropes with n = 3 (Fig. 6) have very
little variation in m ass loss for di erent radiation pressure fractions, whik the poltropes
wih n = 3=2 Fig. 7) shows quite a m arked variation. Selcted testing forn = 2 and
4 polytropes suggests that the am ount of variation of m ass loss with respect to the s,
radiation pressure fraction param eter, is inversely correlated to polytropic ndex; ie., those
stars w ith higher n (and, hence, greater central concentration) have m ass loss curves that
are less sensitive to radiation fraction, whilke those w ith Jower n are m ore sensitive.
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Fig. 5.| M ass loss curves are com pared w ih two sin ple assum ptions relating explosion
energy and m ass loss. The stesper, dashed curve represents the most e cient possbl

application of the explosion energy to m ass loss. T he second, dash-dotted curve represents
the m ore physically reasonable assum ption that 50% ofthe energy goes into unbinding part
ofthe star, and 50% goes into both heating the ram aining star and to net kinetic energy for

the efpcta.
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progenior.
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Tabl 1:B inding energies for various choices of s param eter. For polytropes, Epijng (S = 0) =
3=2)=6 n) GM=R .

- n= 3/2 n=3

Sc Epind™Ebina 8= 0) Epnag=Eping (Sc = 0)
0 1 1

01 0.993 0.994

05 0.9322 0.9386

10 0819%4 0.8263

55 03226 03204

The uniform ity in the shapes of the m assdoss curves found here allow s them to be
described accurately by a tting formula. The form that best tsthe data is

Mpst= A @unst  ©)° €past &) 1)

whereM 1, isthem ass lost m easured as a percent oftotalstellarm ass, e.s: €5, ) isblast
energy (m ininum blast energy to cause m ass loss, m axin um blast energy to kave a bound
core) m easured as a percent of binding energy (ie. egast = 100 Eoast=E pings €tc.) ,and A
and bare tting param eters. A sam ple com parison between the tsand the num erical data
is shown graphically in Fig. 8; the param eters describbing each explosion’s t are contained
n tablk 2.

5. Conclusion

Here, we have con ned oursslves to a rather idealized and sin pli ed problem , partially
disruptive explosions of progenitors whose density pro les are solutions to the Lane-Em den
equation, but w ith varying ratios of radiation to m atter pressure. In thisway, we have been
able to survey m odels in a wellde ned param eter space fairly extensively. Speci cally, we
have determm ined the fraction of the original stellar m ass efpcted as a function of explosion
energy In polytropesofindex n = 15, 2, 3, and 4 In calculations w ithout radiation pressure;
we also explored the mass loss fractions orn = 15 and 3 polytropes wih a varety of
radiation to m atter pressure ratios. O ur resuls suggest that the m ass loss of centrally con—
centrated, Jarge n m odels is relatively iInsensitive to radiation pressure, w hereas them ass loss
of relatively di use, Jow n polytropes is suppressed by Increasing central radiation pressure.
W e have provided a sin ple, param etrized form ula for the fractionalm ass loss as a function
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Fig. 8.| This gure show s the com parison between the num erical data (solid line) and the
curve ttothatdata, in thiscase forn = 3 supemovae at various values of s., the param eter
descrbing the central m attertoradiation pressure ratio. The other ts are sin ilarly suc—
cessfiil. T he ervor bars shown represent an estin ate of the uncertainty In our determ nation
of the percent m ass epcted.
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Tabl 2:Summ ary of tting param eters for various explosion scenarios. e, = 100  E=E ping,
e = 100 Ef=FE ving

n | s |A( 103 b e e
3/2 0 417 2 20 121

\ |01 43.7 15 18 109
\ |05 340 15 20 995
\ |10 243 15 23 100
\ |55 128 15 20 90

2 0 3.72 2 20 131
3 0 315 2 20 132
\ |01 352 2 11 130
\ |05 3.69 2 11 118
\ |10 3.61 2 13 120
\ |55 442 2 13 110
4 0 3.05 2 18 152

of explosion energy for a range of values of n and the ratio of radiation to m atter pressure.

O ne strikking feature of all the m odels we tested was that the m ass loss fraction as a
function of explosion energy appears to be discontinuous at around 50 $ m ass loss, with a
anall (Bw $ ) di erence In explosion energy ssparating stars which lose halftheirm ass from
totally disrupted stars. Because our sinulations did not include form ation of a com pact
ram nant at the center, this result cannot be taken as a concrete dem onstration that the
cbservation of a black hok of mass M dem ands a progenitor whose m ass was lss than
about tw ice as Jarge.

However, the abrupt transition between m oderate (ie. . 50% ) and alm ost total dis—
ruption found here for wide classes of initialm odels is also seen In m odelling of explosions
In sets of speci c progenitors (e€g. W ocosky & W eaver (1995), Tabl 3; M ackadyen, W oosky
& Heger (2001), Tablk 1). Thus, we concture that even when a com pact central ram nant
is lncluded, the resuls divide into two separate cases depending on whether the explosion
energy is above or below , approxin ately, the critical value found here for com plete disrup—
tion. For explosion energies below this critical value, there is a sharp transition between
modest (ie. . 50% ) mass loss and total disruption apart from the com pact rem nant. For
explosion energies above the cuto , either a black holk or neutron starm ay form . H owever,
In this case, we expect much an aller alback m asses, generally only a few tenths of M  or



{20 {

Jess, prim ardly caused by reverse shodk propagation through the core, and the consequent
deceleration of a an all am ount of outgoing m atter (eg. W oosky (1988); Chevalier (1989)).

In system s w ith very energetic explosions and little m ass falback we expect little m ass
contam Ination of the atm osgphere of the binary com panion. The outgoing regions of the
progenior interospted by the com panion are not captured; indeed the outer layers of the
com panion are stripped and ablated by the efcta. O n the other hand, when the explosion
is weak and substantial m ass falback occurs, progenitor m aterial m ay all back onto the
com panion, polluting its atm osphere. In the latter cases, we would then Infer that a rem nant
ofmassM wasmost lkely derived from a progenitor wih mass lss than / 2M . Thus,
In system s like Nova Scorpii that show evidence for black hol formm ation In a supemova
eg. Israelian et al. (1999)), we conEcture that m ass of the preexplosion star was, In
fact, less than tw ice the present m ass nferred for the black hole rem nant Wwhich also has
accreted m atter since form ing, presum ably). Thism ay have in plications for the dynam ics
of such system s (eg. M irabelet al. (2002)). W e caution, though, that our results m ay be
altered som ew hat In m ore re ned m odels. Further studies are underw ay to include a com pact
central rem nant, density jim ps (expected as a consequence of com positional inhom ogeneity),
rotation and explosion asymm etries. These new calculations will continue, in the same
Soirit as those reported here, to emply the sinplest explosion m odels needed to reveal
the underlying physical consequences of the various re nem ents, and to allow a survey the
explosion hydrodynam ics of a Jarge range of explosion m odels.

This research was supported in part by NASA-ATP grant NAG 5-8356. M W . is sup—
ported by an N SF G raduate Fellow ship. IW . acknow ledges the hospitality of K ITP, which
is supported by NSF grant PHY 9907949, where part of this research was carried out.

A . Appendix A :D i erence Equations

The LaxW endro di erence equations for the equations of hydrodynam ics in one di-
m ension w ith soherical sym m etry are as follow s. N ote that the pressure In the equation for
advancing energy m ust be solved for using the equation of state to m ake this set of di er-
ence equations explicit rather than im plicit. In the di erence equations, n represents tim e
steps, whike jrepresents spatial steps. T he equations are non-din ensionalized sim ply, w ith
each variable scaled to order unity for the nitial conditions In all calculations we have done.
The one ram aining constant, ., with units of density, sets the overall scale of the system
studied. The variable R records the position of each shell. Com paring each shell’s current
position, R, with r, a static, reference grid, allow s the gas's local density to be calculated.
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T he rem aining variabls are Interdependent. T he equation form oving grid zones is:

Rr?.-%—l Rn
J J _ n+1,
——— =" @1)

T he conservation ofm om entum equation is:

n+1 2
WU a(eR RS a2
t o T T
T he conservation ofm ass equation is:
atl 1) @ a3)
. > = o .
Jj+ 1=2 CR?:;_L)3 (].:%I-H—l)3
The First Law of T hemm odynam ics is:
!
+1 .
gt _ go Pi1e + Piiez
j+l=2 J+ 1=2 2
!
1 1
n+ 1 n : (A4)

J+ 1=2 j+ 1=2

W here U = intemalenergy / mass. The acoeleration of the innem ost shell is determm ined
by treating its volum e as lled w ith a gas of uniform pressure so that the shell’s equation of
m otion is:

nner ner ;51 Y ) ) )
@t
u‘O u‘O 4 t(F inner Buter) . (2& 6)

T he pressure w ithin the Inner sphere varies adiabatically as the shellm oves, ie.,

pmner( ) pO V (t) (A )
T hese equations are com plkted by som e equation of state,
P?f iL=2 =f ([ng++ll=2; rjlj-r11=2) : @®8)

If this equation of state can be algebraically solved, the full set of equations is explicit; if it
cannot be solved, then an in plicit step and num erical root— nding procedure is required to
advance the grid. T he advancem ent ofthe grid proceeds as follow s. 1) U sing the conservation
ofm om entum , the new gasvelocities are set throughout the system . 2) B oundary conditions
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are applied. 3) The shellposition, R, is advanoced according to the new gasvelocities. 4) R is
then used to set the density throughout the system . 5) Two possibilities: if the equation of
state is explicitly soluble, then the intemal energy of the gas is detem ined. Ifnot, then the
pressure and energy equationsm ust be stated in tem s of the tam perature and then solved,
together w ith the First Law , num erically { three equations for three variablks, p, U, and
T . The above prescription must be m odi ed slightly to acoomm odate shock tting. To this

end, we Introduce an arti cial visoous pressure, q, given by the di ced om
8 eren
< 22&flu), P .
n n if(u),,, <0
Ci]?*- 1=2 =50t sy 11:2 j+ 1=2 29)
' if () 0

3+ 1=2

N ote the param eter, a, which controls how widely the viscous pressure soreads the shodk.
Optinalvalues are 15 < a < 20, which soread the shock over 3-10 zones. This arti cial
visocous pressure is added to the regular gas pressure in the above equations as follow s: In
the conservation ofm om entum equation,

(P! (PN + (Qf @ 10)

and in the energy conservation equation,

n+1 n n+1 n
pj+ 1=2 pj+ 1=2 | pj+ 1=2 + pj+ 1=2

2 ' 2
W hen advancing the grid w ith arti cial visoous pressure, the arti cial viscosity tem , g, is

+ qullzzz @11)

advanced before the energy equation, step 5 in the previous description.

In the sinulations we ran, we used two equations of state. One without radiation
pressure,
U = nkT; A12)

one w ith radiation pressure,
U = nkT + aT*: A13)

The rst is explicitly soluble; the second is not. Non-dim ensionalizing the st formula is
sin ple; non-dim ensionalizing the second requires us to introduce a new param eter, s, which
describes the relative sizes of the radiation and m atter pressure. W e de ne s as

. ma T3
Praa _ - . (Al4)

F)m atter 3 k center

Sec =
In tem s of s, the non-din ensionalized fomm s of the expressions for Intemal energy and
pressure becom g,

~T . T4
L+ s) (@L+ 1=s)

p = A 15)
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~T T4
+ 3
( 1) @1+ s) L+ 1=s)

O = A 1le)

w here the tildes ndicate dim ensionless quantities: p = P=Peenter; T = T=Tcenter; €tc. These
equations are solved together w ith the F irst Law to determm ine p and U for each tin e step.

For all calculations done after the code was tested, we also lncluded a N ew tonian G rav—
tation force per unit m ass via

Forav = %ZCR); @17)
or in di erence fom ,
FD = w @ 18)
J CRr]l)Z

This force was added to the conservation of m om entum equation, the equation used to set
gas velocities. Finally, the code selfchecks by calculating total energy and m om entum  to
ensure that these are conserved. For energy, the sum of the local energy in each zone is
calculated st via

X 1
Einetic T E therm = (5u§+ U;)) M @®19)

i2 zones
T he gravitational potential energy is then calculated via
X GM
Egrav _ enclosed M i (A20)

. Rj

i2 zones
and the two energies are added and recorded as the current total energy in the system .
Conservation ofm om entum is also checked though a sin ple summ ation:

X
Ptot: Uzone M is (A21)

i2 zones

F inally, the algebraic equation used to determm ine the total localenergy perunitm ass ofeach
zone { the quantity used to detem ine ifa zone was bound or unbound { was

B, P 4 pnetey groessl
M M
1 1%
- iU 5 FPTRy @22

where R ;=R; Ri 1.
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B. Appendix B :Sedov Solution

For the analytic solution to the Sedov problem , we rederived the solution given in
Landau and Lifshitz’s F nid M echanics, thersby nding the correction to the often rem arked
upon error (in an exponent) in that book’s solution. The independent variables are t and
r. In the sim ilarity solution, lengths are m easured w ith respect to the shodk radius so that
r= R () comrespondsto = 1,where isthe sin ilarity variable

1=5
o

Eo

T he preshodk density is ¢ and the explosion energy isE . For the follow ing equations, the
uid velocity (in the fram e In which the center of the rem nant is at rest) isV and the local
adiabatic speed of sound is ;.

D e ne the dim ensionless density, uid velocity and sound soeed squared

6= —; U= 2y, z()- 2l
Bl O' Coor T4 s
D irectly behind the shodk,
G (1) = t1 U @)= 2 z<1—2( 1)
- 1 o+ 17 (1 1)
A solution is
- +1U 2 +1E5 e 1)U]1
B 2 7
+1(U 1 2
1 )
+ 1 +1 3
G = (U 1)
1 1
+1 4 + 1 °
- b € 1)U ] @a u)
g - nu? @ u)
B 2 U 1
w here
@ 7 +12) 5( 1
Yo e+ e 1) 4 2 +1
3 ) 2
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