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1 INTRODUCTION

Over the last decade, high-redshift surveys have reveale@x-
istence of bright quasars at redshifis > 6 (Fan.etal| 2006;
Jiang et al. 2008;_Willott et al. 2010). Such observationglym
the existence of supermassive black holes (SMBHSs) with esass
Mg 2 10° M, less thanl0? yr after the Big Bang. It remains
unclear how these objects became so massive so quicklyté®ubs
tial and ongoing research has led to various possibiliGash sub-
ject to a number of uncertainties (see the recent review kgniteri

2010).

One popular possibility is that the SMBHSs that power high-
redshift quasars grew from smalleeed black holes (BHs) that
were the remnants of the first generation of stars. The BigjBizh
not produce significant amounts of elements heavier thanrhel
so these first stars are expected to have been composed pfirely
hydrogen and helium. They have a number of features which dis
tinguish them as a population and are thus teripeuilation I11
(pop-Ill) stars (see Bromm & Larson 2004, for a review).

Pop-lll stars are thought to have formed at the centres of
smaller dark matter (DM) haloes, with virial temperatureshe
range10® < Tur/K < 10%, in which the gas cooled through
molecular hydrogen emission. These stars had masses iarte r
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merge and grow, so the seed BH accretes gas from its surround-
ings, settles to the centre of the halo and grows in mass.

How long would it take such a seed BH to growlte’ Ma?
If the BH were able to accrete constantly at its Eddingtomitéd
rate, then 00 M, BH would take about x 108 yr to grow into
a10° M SMBH for a typical radiative efficiency of the accre-
tion (¢ = 0.1). This is barely the age of the Universezat= 6
and already brings the scenario into doubt. In addition, ake
sumptions of sufficient fuel and constant Eddington aconetire
weak.[ Johnson & Bromm (2007) find that the supernova marking
the formation of a BH causes a delay of ordé6 Myr before the
BH begins to accrete efficiently. Milosavljevic, Couch &dnm
(2009) find that the accretion on to a BH from a dense protegala
tic cloud is self-limiting and the maximum accretion ratesut
32 per cent of the Eddington-limited rate. King & Prirnigle 020
have shown that, if accretion occurs in small, frequentdoamy-
aligned episodes, the time constraint is relaxed becaedgHitspin
stays low on average, reducing the radiative efficiencyhéndase
of monolithic collapse from a protogalactic cloud, it is ot#ar that
the material reaches the centre with random alignmentsouh
this may well be the case for subsequent merger-driven tmare

It thus appears that pop-lll seeds cannot grow sufficiently

100 < M/Mg < 1000. Models predict that those with masses rapidly to become the BHs that power high-redshift quadaosv-

of more than abou260 M, undergo pair-instability supernovae
and leave BH remnants of about half of their progenitor memsse

ever, if the first generation of stars pollute the interarethedium
with a sufficient metal content, then the second generatictaos

(Fryer. Woosley & Hegel 2001). As the DM haloes continue to resembles modern populations. During hierarchical merggas
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builds up in the cores of haloes and undergoes fragmentation
forming dense stellar clusters (Clark, Glover & Klessen&0The
dense environment of these stars can lead to frequentrstella
sions and thence either directly to a massive BH or to a mastir
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which leaves a massive BH as its remnant (Devecchi & Volanter
2009).

Spolvar, Freese & Gondolp (2008) suggested that DM annihi-
lation inside pop-Ill stars can significantly heat them. sTbould
delay the star’s arrival on the main sequence and allow itdo/¢o
a larger mass (Freese etlal. 2008). Once the DM is exhausted, n
mal evolution would proceed but larger seed BH masses ag-pos
ble than for typical pop-Ill stars.

A separate branch of possible paths to early SMBH forma-
tion stems from the direct collapse of supermassive clofdsx
10° M(;)) at the centres of DM haloes with;; > 10* K. If H for-
mation is suppressed, the only coolant for primordial gatamic
hydrogen. The gas is only able to cool efficiently to abbat K
(Tegmark et al. 1997) and cosmological simulations show itha
condenses into thick, pressure-supported discs that anetayr
tionally stablel(Regan & Haehnelt 2009; Wise, Turk & Abel D0
The cores of such discs are then able to collapse into isbdatec-
tures with masses that excedf M.

The formation of these massive objects hinges on the sup-
pression of H formation, at least until particle densities around
10°cm™ are reached, whereafter collisional dissociation is
sufficient to prevent fragmentationh (Schleicher, Spaand&vé&r
2010). A popular mechanism for this suppression is phosodis
ciation by an ionizing UV background. Shang, Bryan & Haiman
(2010) estimate that the necessary specific intensity esaghat is
expected on average in the relevant epoch. However, Dijkstal.
(2008) suggest that the inhomogeneous distribution ofzioni
ing sources suppresses; Hormation in a fraction of haloes.
Spaans & Silk|(2006) argue that the self trapping ofvlradiation
during the collapse keeps the temperature ah6¢é<. The impor-
tance and effect of Hiremains uncertain but the work cited above
indicates a number of paths which overcome this hurdle.

The further central collapse of the discs described above re
quires transport of angular momentum. Lodato & Nataraj@62
claim that, for haloes withlyir /Tgas < 1.8, angular momentum
is transported by local gravitational instabilities subhttthe disc
maintains a state of marginal stability. Begelman, Voldr@eRees
(2006) instead argue that, when a critical threshold oftiatal
support is achieved, the clouds become unstable to the flarma
of bars, which transport angular momentum outwards and ma-
terial inwards on dynamical timescales. If the gas remabis a

to cool, then the process can be repeated and a cascade of bar:

is formed. This is thébars-within-bars mechanism described by
Shlosman, Frank & Begelman (1989) and seen in the simukation
of \Wise et al. [(2008). Begelman & Shlosman (2009) go furtber t
show how it also suppresses fragmentation by maintainipgrsu
sonic turbulence and thus relaxes the requirement of thenabsof
Ho.

Ultimately, if a large body of gas is able to condense in the
centre of the DM halo, it can take one of two forms. On the one
hand it may form a very massive star. If the star is sufficiemtas-
sive, itis prone to general-relativistic instabilitiesiagollapses into
a BH with 90 per cent of the progenitor mass (Shalpiro 2004hef
total mass of the star exceeds abot M, the collapse occurs
before the end of the main sequence. If the total mass is eniait
still exceeds3.4 x 10* M, then it collapses during helium burn-
ing (Appenzeller & Fricke 1971; Bond, Arnett & Carr 1984)thie
total mass is smaller still then the star becomes pair-blesteter
core helium burning and leaves a BH of about half the progenit
mass|(Ohkubo et &l. 2006).

If the rate of mass infall is much higher then the envelope of
the star does not reach thermal equilibrium during theitifetof

the star|(Begelman 2010). In this case, the core collapseshaf
drogen burning is complete. The structure that remaing aftee
collapse is a stellar-mass BH embedded within a giant-likeee
lope, or aguasi-star (Begelman et al. 2006). The attractive feature
of a quasi-star is that the accretion rate on to the BH is &chit
by the Eddington rate of the entire object, which is initiathuch
larger than that of the BH alone. The excess energy is caaviey

by convection.

Quasi-stars are the subject of this paper.
Begelman, Rossi & Armitage | (2008, hereinafter BRAO8) ex-
amined their structure using analytic estimates and basieenical
results. We use a fully fledged stellar evolution code toystudasi-
stars’ structure and evolution without many of the assuomgti
made by BRAOS.

In Sectiori 2, we describe the Cambridgearscode and the
modifications that we have made. In Secfidn 3, we presentethe r
sults of a fiducial model and make a short theoretical digersi
to explain some of the model's behaviour in Secfibn 4. We then
present results with varied parameters in Se¢flon 5 and amqur
models with some of the estimates made by BRAO8 in SeEfidn 5.5
We explore the sensitivity of our models to the inner boupdar
dius in Sectiofilb before concluding in Sectidn 7.

2 METHOD

The models that we report on in this paper were computed with a
modified version of the CambridgerarRs code. The original code
was written by Eggleton (1971, 1972, 1973) and it has been sub
stantially updated by Pols etlal. (1995) and Eldridge & T@00A).
The principal modification to the code is the change to theriot
boundary conditions. Normally, stellar evolution codet/edor

the interior boundary conditions m, L, = 0, wherer is the ra-
dial co-ordinatem is the mass within a radiusand L, is the lumi-
nosity through the sphere of radiusWe replace these conditions
with a prescription for the BH’s interaction with the surnoling

gas as described below.

To derive suitable conditions we presume that the pressure i
the envelope is dominated by the radiation from the acaqeBid.
Loeb & Rasio [(1994) showed that a radiation-dominated floid i
hydrostatic equilibrium, which is not generating energysinbe-
come convective. Thus the envelope of our quasi-star isoappr
mated by a gas with polytropic index= 3. We derive the bound-
ary conditions below under this presumption but in the dattans
we use the adiabatic index (= (dlogp/dlog p)s) determined
self-consistently by the equation-of-state module in thoeleh

2.1 Radial boundary condition

The radius of the inner boundary of the envelope must be tht po
at which some presumption of the code breaks down. In péaticu
we choose a radius within which the gas is no longer expeotbd t

in hydrostatic equilibrium. A reasonable choice is Bandi radius

rg, the radius at which the thermal energy of the fluid particles
equals their gravitational potential energy.

lmci = LmMBH, Q)
8
so
re = 260Men @)
CS
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wherem is the mass of a test particle, = /~vp/p is the adiabatic
sound speed)/gH is the mass of the BH an@ is the gravitational
constant. Inside this boundary we expect the BH’s gravityver-
come the thermal maotion of the fluid. The average radial yBloc
of the fluid is presumed to be inward, although convectiveionst
may result in local motions both towards and away from the BH.

2.2 Mass boundary condition

For the mass boundary condition, consider the mass of thingas
side the cavity defined by the Bondi radius, equatidn (2). 8fj-d
nition

B
Meay = / 47Tr2p(r)dr, 3)

s

where rs is the Schwarzschild radius. Using a general rela-

tivistic form of the equation introduces terms of ordes/rs

(Thorne & Zytkow|1977) which we ignore because all our models

havers < rg.

To determine the mass of gas inside the cavity, we must make

some assumption about the density profile of the materiakite
because the code does not model this region. The quassstap
ported by radiation pressure and is expected to radiateitsead-
dington limit. The Eddington limit for the entire quasi-stamuch
greater than the same limit for the BH alone and excess flweslri
bulk convective motions. The radial density profile of theration
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cav = Mpn When Mpn = 390 M. So we must includé/cay in
the mass boundary condition.

Thus, we set the boundary condition for the mass co-ordinate

to

MO = MBH + Mcaw (8)

where M.y is given by equatior{5). In general, different accretion
modes give different prescriptions for the density insiuke ¢avity
and thus different cavity masses. In our fiducial results,haee
assumed that the density inside the cavity is as describedeab
In Sectio 5.2 we construct a model presuming @) o Pz
and find that changing the density profile inside the cavityliide
effect.

2.3 Luminosity boundary condition

The final boundary condition that must be included is the hogi
ity. The luminosity is determined by the mass accretionttatgugh
the relationship

LBH = EMC2, (9)

wherec is the speed of light) is the rate of mass flow across
the base of the envelope ands the radiative efficiency, the frac-
tion of accreted rest mass that is released as energy. abisofn is
lost from the system as radiation so the total mass of the-Gtes
decreases over time. The actual rate of accretion on to thésBH

flow then depends on whether angular momentum is transported pfg,, = (1 — €)M, the amount of infalling matter less the radi-

outward or inward. In the former case, the radial densityilers
proportional tor—3 whereas, in the latter case, it is proportional

tor—2 (Narayan et al. 2000). We presume that the viscosity due to

small scale magnetic fields is sufficiently large to transpagular
momentum outwards even if convection transports it inwaits
thus takep(r) o ros.

Given the density(rg) = po at the inner boundary, the den-
sity profile must be

s =m (L) " @
B
We evaluate equatiof](3), presuming< rg, to find
8 .
Meay = %Po”’“g- (5)

In a radiation-dominated = 3 polytrope, the pressure and density
are related by

(BN (3B0=B)\E 4o
() () e e

(Eddingtoii 1918), wherk is Boltzmann’s constany, is the mean
molecular weight of the gaspn is the mass of a hydrogen atom

andg = P,/ P is the ratio of gas pressure to total pressure. Taking

the adiabatic sound speed to be = /4P/3p, evaluating the
Bondi radius using equatiohl(2) and substituting into eigua@),
we obtain

87T <3GMBH ) 3

Mecay = (7)

3\ 2K

which we can use to consider the importance of the mass ittside
cavity.|Fowler [(1964) giveg = 4.3(M../ M@)*%/u, whereM,

is the total mass of the object. For a totally ionized mixtaf&0
per cent hydrogen and 30 per cent heliym= 0.615. For a total
quasi-star mass dfo* M), as in our fiducial results, we find that

© 2011 RAS, MNRASA14, 2751-2762

ated energy. The luminosity condition is related to the alcBH
accretion by

(10)

BH = LJ\.JBHC2 = EIMBHC2.
1—e€

We thus implicitly assume that the material travels fromithee of
the envelope to the event horizon within one timestep. Thie iz
actually falls inward on a dynamical timescale so this ctiadiis
already implied by the presumption of hydrostatic equiilibr.

To specify the mass accretion rate from the inner boundary we
begin with the adiabatic Bondi accretion rate (Bandi 1952),

(G'Mgp)?

0
c3 '

where . is a factor that depends on the adiabatic indexs de-
scribed by equation (18) bf Bondi (1952). For the case ef 4/3,
Xe = 1/4/2. Almost all of this flux is carried away from the BH by
convection. BRAO8 point out that the maximum convective flux
the material igpc, so that the maximum luminosity is

Mgon = 47\ (11)

Lconmax= 47”"51703 (12)
— Zrrielp (13)
Y
1 .
= —— Maonc2. (14)
YAe

In order to limit the luminosity to the convective maximurhetac-
cretion rate is reduced by a facteg/yA.¢'c?. We presume that the
actual convective flux is some fraction of the maximum coragut
above and thus implement the mass accretion rate

(GMen)?

MBH = 471'i >
CsC

€'y
wheren represents the convective efficiency. For the fiducial run,
we taken = e = 0.1.

: (15)
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2.4 Further assumptions T T T T
— 5Ms

We conclude this section with a brief discussion of the reinai I — -~ 100 M.

presumptions in the code. The temperatures and densitite at --- 200M,

base of the envelope are generally too low for meaningfutggpe |\ 500 Mo

generation from nuclear reactions to take place, so we didotee - }(1’82 ﬁ

the chemical evolution equations in the results presengee. o
confirm that our approximation is sound, preliminary rungeve
performed with nuclear reactions included. No discerniifter-
ence was found in the results.

This does not immediately exclude the possibility of nuclea
reactions occurring inside the hydrodynamic region. Usirtgm-
perature profilel’ o« r~! (Narayan et al. 2000), we estimated
the composition changes due to the pp-chains presumingletenp
mixing down to10~* rg. We found no significant change to the H
and He abundances and conclude that the associated energy ge
ation is also negligible. Although the temperatures in ¢fregions
are well over10® K, the densities in the region inside are typi-
cally only a fewgcm 3.

We have not performed detailed calculations that consfuer t 10’120 Y
CNO-cycle. Prior to its collapse to a BH, the stellar corexjsezted r/10* Ro
to synthesize sufficient CNO to maintain hydrostatic efuilim
through the hydrogen-burning phase (Begelman 12010). Mbst o
these metals fall on to the black hole unless convectiontabes

lished \.Nlth .the er_1v_e|ope qwck_ly at core collaps_e. If thee‘_‘_”"’“”' of the envelope the density profile steepens because ofdapestpressure
dance is mixed, it is largely diluted by the pristine mateirigthe gradient required to balance the BH gravity. In the outeetaythe density
envelope. is inverted, as discussed by BRAOS. Note that the initial efdths inner

Our model of the interior also neglects any loss of heat via radius of1.66 Rg, which is too small to be seen.
neutrino emission. To establish whether this is reasonaisess-
timated the total neutrino loss rate using the analytiavesties of
Itoh et al. (1996) and integrated them over the interiorardor ideal gas law but the ionization state of the material hasatan-
the models in the fiducial run. If the flow extends all the way to tja| effect on the structure of the envelope.
the innermost stable circular orbit (ISCO) of a non-rotgtBH,
risco = 6rs, we find the neutrino losses are at most 6 per cent of
the total luminosity. If the flow is truncated 2tsco, the neutrino
losses come to less than 0.02 per cent. Such losses woutd effe 3 FIDUCIAL RESULTS
tively decrease the radiative efficiency but the accretite is prin-
cipally determined by the convective efficiency. We thusdwel our
model envelopes remain stable against catastrophic neltsses.

If the advection of material across the event horizon isfast
than the time taken by radiation to diffuse out, then eneagytme
lost to the BH. Such radiation trapping reduces the supjporthe
infalling material and enhances the accretion rate. Bearlfh973)
determined an approximate expression for this increasehnilsi
supported by the numerical results|of Flammang (1984). We re
computed the fiducial run with the appropriate factor ineldiind
found no difference in the results.

For now, we have not included non-spherical effects of rota-
tion inside the hydrodynamic region. Such effects may beoimp
tant. Convection-dominated accretion flows are expectduate
moderate angular dependence but do not support mass ejectio
If convection maintains constant specific angular momerttuen
even Keplerian rotation at a few hundregbecomes dynamically  In the model, the luminosity is approximately equal to the Ed
insignificant atrs. We expect any outflows to be impeded by the dington luminosity at the boundary of the innermost corivect

107+

p/g.cm®

107°

Figure 1. Plot of density against radius for models in the fiducial ruthw
Mgn/ Mg = 5,100,200, 500, 1000 and1194 (see Tablg]1). At the base

We begin the exposition of our results by selecting a run tviaie
shall use to demonstrate the qualitative features of a gtasen-
velope’s structure and evolution. We subsequently expariwith
various properties of the model to indicate how the behavieu
affected by such changes.

The results presented in this section describe a model-quasi
star with initial total mass (BH, cavity gas and envelopé) =
10* M. The BH initially has mas$.0005M., = 5M, but the
evolution does not depend on this fraction. The gas is umiffpr
composed of 0.7 hydrogen and 0.3 helium by mass. The envelope
is allowed to relax to thermal equilibrium before the BH begi
accreting.

3.1 Structure

material at or near the base of the envelope and that coveeat layer. The accretion rate varies between abhstx 10~ and
bulence preserves approximate spherical symmetry in ttigityi 3.7 x 1074 Mo yr~! as the convective boundary moves. The de-
of the inner radius. We intend to introduce an approximagattr tails of the variation are described in Section] 3.2. A camyllof
ment of rotation to the envelope models in future work. the self-limiting behaviour is that the only major effectafang-
ThesTARscode includes a detailed equation-of-state package ing the material composition is to change its opacity. Thisuirn
(Eggleton et al. 1973; Pols et/al. 1995) which computes thizén changes the Eddington limit and therefore the accretiantrat the
tion states of H and He and the contribution of. Hhe gas is ev- envelope structure remains almost entirely unchangeddmon-

erywhere approximated well by a sum of radiation pressudettzam vective regions, the envelope has an adiabatic index oftabsd

© 2011 RAS, MNRASA14, 2751-2762



The structure and evolution of quasi-stars

Table 1. Properties of the fiducial model for increasing values\fdy. The first and last entries correspond to the initial and finatiels in

the run, respectively. Density profiles are plotted in Elg. 1

t Magn Mpn Mecay L. Po To Teft rB R
10Syr /Mg N0~*Mgyr—t /Mg /108Lg /gem=3 /105K /103K /100Rg  /10?Rg
0.00 5 2.13 0.00 348 8.71x107° 408 14.3 0.0166  0.303
0.51 100 1.79 3.83 292 547x107% 354 5.22 3.66 2.09
1.03 200 2.08 24.9 340 1.30x10°% 223 4.77 11.1 2.70
2.23 500 2.96 241 483 242x107° 1.33 4.55 41.2 3.54
3.70 1000 3.70 1359 6.05 6.49 x 10719  0.88 449 113 4.07
4.23 1194 353 3360 581 3.71x1071° 071 451 185 3.96

(corresponding to a polytropic index=: 2.90) confirming the ex-
pectation that the envelope is approximated by.aa 3 polytrope.
The boundaries of the convective regions depend on theatioiz
state of the gas but, for most of the evolution, all but theeouabst
few 10 M, are convective.

Fig.[d shows a sequence of density profiles of the envelope
whenMsn/ Mg = 5, 100, 200, 500, 1000 and 1194 (further pa-
rameters are listed in Tallé 1). These profiles demonstratéea-
tures of the envelope structure. The first is the central ensaltion
which can be seen from the slight rise in the density at therinn
most radii. This feature is clearer at smaller BH masses daused
by the lack of pressure support at the inner boundary. Inrdodes-
main in hydrostatic equilibrium, the equations require

dP|  GpMp
dr| T T2 (16)

B
at the boundary, so the pressure gradient steepens andrtbigyde
gradient follows| Huntley & Saslaw (1975) called such stuues
loaded polytropes.

The second feature, apparent in all but the first density pro-
file in Fig.[, is the density inversion in the outer layersapt-
pears once the photospheric temperaflisgs drops below about
8000 K. From then, the surface opacity increases owing to hydro-
gen recombination. The Eddington luminosity falls and ttee’s
luminosity apparently exceeds the Eddington limit. It idhkaown
that hydrostatic models can sustain this super-Eddingtorinos-
ity through a density inversion_(Langer 1997). As an addaio
check, we calculated the volume-weighted averaggyof 4 and
found it to be positive, indicating dynamical (but not ptisaal)
stability (Cox & Giull|1968, Section 27.3b).

3.2 Evolution

The sequence of density profiles in Hij. 1 shows the interor d
sity decreasing over time. If we consider equation (15)pfamy
constants and using « p”, then

. 9 3=
MBH o MBHP 2, (17)

The accretion raté/gy is held approximately constant by the Ed-
dington limit and Mg is always increasing. Thus, for any reason-
able adiabatic indexy( < 3), p decreases at the inner boundary.
Initially, the density decreases relatively rapidly and #nvelope
expands. The expansion occurs owing to the opacity peak atith
face due to hydrogen. The rate of change of the surface radais
most aboud.1 R yr~! which is five orders of magnitude smaller
than the free-fall velocity. These models are thus stilljdrdostatic
equilibrium.
Fig.[2 shows the accretion rate on to the BH as a function of

© 2011 RAS, MNRASA14, 2751-2762

its mass. Fid13 shows the locations of convective bounsl@sea
function of BH mass and demonstrates how the rapid changes of
the BH accretion rate whildfgn < 120 M coincide with the
disappearance of radiative regions. The disappearance ivdhe
decreasing density throughout the envelope.

Before the end of the evolution the accretion rate achieves a
local maximum. At the same time, the photospheric tempezatu
reaches a local minimum and the envelope radius a maximuen (se
Fig.[3). We do not have a simple explanation for this but same i
sight is offered in Sectidn 4.2. Evolution beyond the ressttown
here is impossible. The code reduces the timestep belowythe d
namical timescale indicating that it cannot constructifertmodels
that satisfy the structure equations.

3.3 Termination of the run and subsequent evolution

For the fiducial run, the evolution terminates whédgy
1194 Mg . The physical reason for this upper limit remains elu-
sive but we have made some progress in understanding it asing
modified version of the Lane-Emden equation (see Seltiohhd).
existence of the limit is certainly robust as it is does ngtetel on

the total mass of the quasi-star over at least two orders ghima
tude (see Sectidn5.4) nor on whether the envelope massahang
in time (see Sectidn 3.3). At the end of the run the cavity aimist

a further3360 M. Under our assumptions, some of this material
is already moving towards the BH and may become part of it. If
the BH accretes all the mass in the cavity, its final mass would
be Men ~ 4554 M), nearly half of the total mass of the original
quasi-star. Presuming the BH accretes at its Eddingtoitelihmate,

this growth would take abouit7 Myr.

What actually happens to the material in the cavity after the
end of the hydrostatic evolution? Because we do not modefeit,
can only speculate. It appears that the entire envelopetrbigh
swallowed but it is not certain that this should be the cabe. ac-
cretion flow is convective so there must be a combinationwéin
and outward flowing material within the Bondi radius. In thed-
retical limit for a purely convective flow, the accretioneas zero
(Quataert & Gruzinav 2000) and about half of the material &&m
ing inward and half outward. If the flow is sustained then wglmhi
expect at least half of the cavity mass to be accreted. Onttiez o
hand the flow structure might change completely. The infgltha-
terial could settle into a disc and drive disc winds or jettheat the
overall gain in mass is relatively small. The envelope i® @lan-
vective and we expect equal masses of gas to be moving inwdrd a
outward. Hydrostatic equilibrium is presumably failing the dy-
namics might change drastically here, too. Recently, Juhesal.
(2011) modeled the accretion on to massive BHs formed ttroug
direct collapse. They assumed that the BH accretes from &-mul
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Figure 2. Plot of BH accretion ratéd/gy against BH masa/gy for various
pairs of values of the radiative and convective efficienéieg). The fidu-
cial values (.1, 0.1) correspond to the solid line. As expected, changing
the radiative efficiency changééIBH but leaves the overall structure unaf-

fected. Decreasing causes the envelope to be hotter and denser in order to

achieve the same luminosity shifting the discontinuitieshie gradient of
the accretion rate to later times.

n | n n | n
500 750
Mgu/Mo

P N1 PR -
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Figure 3. Radial location of convective boundaries and the Bondiumdi
for the fiducial run. The shaded regions are the radiativés pafrthe en-
velope. The outer solid lines show the extent of the hydtiassemvelope.
The qualitative change in the locations of convective bauied causes the
discontinuities in the gradient of the accretion rate thatseen in Fig]2.
The outermost layer of the envelope is radiative (as it shbe) but it is
too narrow to be seen here.

colour black body disc after its quasi-star phase and fotiad] t
once the BH mass exceeds abaat M), the accretion rate de-
creases due to radiative feedback. This result supporisathefor
a substantial decrease in the BH growth rate if a thin dism$oaf-
ter the quasi-star phase but additional growth can occungltine
transition to a new structure.

4  FINAL BH MASS LIMIT

We have not yet found a simple explanation for the existerice o
the upper limit to the BH mass in a quasi-star. In this sectien
explore some theory that confirms the existence of such &aini
points towards possible mechanisms.

4.1 Loaded polytropes

Consider the equations of hydrostatic equilibrium and ncasser-
vation truncated at some raditg and loaded with some magdg,
interior to that point. The equations are

ap _ _ Gmp(r)

dr — r2 (18)
and

dm _ 471 p(r) (19)

dr
with the central boundary conditions:|, = Mo, wherero and

M, are fixed. We scale the pressure and density using the usual

polytropic assumptions

P = Kp1+% (20)
and
p=pod". (21)
We define the dimensionless radius by
r = af, (22)
where

o (m+1K 14
a = TG Po (23)
We scale the mass interior to a sphere of radiby defining

m

¢(€) - 47rp0a3 (24)

(Huntley & Saslaw 1975). The non-dimensional form of theaequ
tions is then

do 1

&= @ (25)
and

d¢ _ ¢2pn

d—€ =£°0 (26)

with boundary condition# (&) = 1 and¢(&) = ¢o (wWhere, by
definition,&o = 7o/ [l

1 If one takesty = ¢o = 0, differentiates equatiof (25) and substitutes for
d¢/d¢ using equation(26), one arrives at the usual Lane-Emdeatiequ

© 2011 RAS, MNRASA14, 2751-2762
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Figure 4. Plot of the ratio of BH mass against total mass against inmez-e
lope radius to outer envelope radius. The double-valuedesutorrespond
to polytropic solutions (witm = 2,3 and4). The monotonic curve (solid
line) represents the fiducial results. The polytropic med#low the exis-
tence of an upper limit to the BH mass ratio. The fiducial rsstgéach a
similar limit, but the mass ratio cannot decrease, so théuten termi-
nates.

We can expressggn (the scaled BH mass) in terms of the inner
radius by rescaling equationl (2) as follows.

_To _ 2G Men
fo=—=— 2 (27)
2G k n
= ?47Tp0a3¢BH T (28)
(n+1)Kpd
= 2noz2 ¢BHLL,1 (29)
(n+1)Kpg
= 2n¢eH. (30)

Similarly, we can derive the following relation fd/., from equa-

tion (B).

81 3

5 po(abo)
d)cav - W (31)
=g, (32)

The scaled mass and radius boundary conditions are nowaddgt

d0 = Bl6o) = 560+ 365,

Thus, for a given polytropic index, we can choose a valgg and
integrate the equations.

We integrated a sequence of solutions #oe= 3 and found
that there exists a maximum valued¥ /. = 0.102, whereg.. is
the scaled total mass of the quasi-star. The maximum ocdues w
& = 0.995. We investigated polytropic indices betwegrand 4
and found a similar limit in all cases. Far= 2 we found a max-
imum ¢gn/¢« = 0.127 whené&, = 1.012 and forn = 4 the
maximum wasen/¢. = 0.089 at&, = 0.968. Fig.[4 shows plots

(33)
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of the curves of the ratio of inner to outer envelope radgsg 4.

in scaled variables, wherg. is the outer radius of the envelope)
against the BH fractional masgdy/¢. in scaled variables) for
n = 2, 3 and4 together with our results for the fiducial model. The
maximum mass ratio is clear in each curve. In principle Heairhy-
drostatic solutions probably exist along the sequence atedpby
STARShut they require that the BH mass decreases.

The conclusion we draw is that the models produced by the
code come to a halt because no further realistic hydrostatic
tions can be found along the sequence. The discussion isehis
tion, even though it does not immediately offer an explamabf
why, thus indicates that such a limit does truly exist. Timeitlis
robust in the sense that it exists at approximately the satieefor
all masses and does not depend on details such as opacitgrgyen
transport (as long as the envelope is convective). The nepert
dence in real models is due to variation in the polytropieind

4.2 TheU-V plane

It is known that (see¢ _Chandrasekhar 1939, Section 4.8), & on
has determined a solutidgi{(§) to the Lane-Emden equation, then

0'(¢) = CwiT 6(C¢) is also a solution for an arbitrary constant
C. By selecting appropriate variables that are invariantuichsa
transformation, one can find all the related solutions inralsi
calculation. Though a number of appropriate variablestgxiany
authors (such as Kimura 1981; Horedt 1987) UisendV/, defined
below. Converting to the new variables also allows the asiglgf
solutions of the polytropic equation that do not extend te- 0

or contain the entire mass of the envelope. Physical solsitaoe
restricted to positivé/ andV'. The first quadrant of the plane that
they form is a useful tool for analyzing the behaviour of siolus.

We begin by defining

B 539'”
U=>g (34)
and

_ 9

=% (35)

Let us differentiate the logarithms of these variables wéspect to
£.

1dU ndd 1de

3

UE ek ga (%)
_3_ng &0
“Ee 9 S
= %(3 —nV —U) (38)

and

LV _ 1 1d0 1do

Ve~ & 0& s (39)
=—ztgmt g (40)
_ %(—1 YU4Y) (41)

Dividing these two equations eliminatésand allows us to write
the first-order equation

av V<U+V—1)

T\ TFav =3 “42)

au -~ U
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Figure 5. Some features of thg—V" plane forn = 3. The dashed lines cor-
respond to limiting values afV/dU, as indicated on the plot. The dotted
line shows the curve of central boundary conditions for theded poly-
tropes described in Sectibn #.1, with BH mass increasingudsvthe top
and right. The solid line shows the standard= 3 polytrope. The dash-
dotted line is the loaded polytrope corresponding to thgelstrBH-envelope
mass ratio. The intersection of tH€&//dV = 0 line and the curve of initial
values corresponds well with the maximum accretion rate iRig.[2. It is
interesting that the final model takes initial values apprately halfway
between this point and the intersection with the= 3 polytrope.

Polytropes that have zero mass and non-zero densjty-ad begin
at(U,V) = (3,0).

Using the scaled boundary conditions in the previous sectio
we can determine the curve in th&-V" plane which corresponds
to the interior values of our models. The relevant initialrp® are

given by
805 a1 2,5\
Uo = b & (271 + 350) (43)
and
_ %o _ 1 2,
Vb - 5090 = m + 350 (44)

We can eliminat€, to give the curve of initial points in th&’-V
plane.

3
Yo=5,
Different BH masses correspond to different points alonig th
curve. A solution for a particular BH mass is then a curve goin
from the relevant point on th@/y, V5) curve towardd/ = 0.

Fig.[d shows a number of features in fiieV’ plane forn = 3.
Along thedV/dU = 0 ordU/dV = 0 lines, the solutions are hor-
izontal or vertical, respectively, in thE-V" plane. All solutions
bounded below by théU/dV = 0 have decreasing and increas-
ing V everywhere.

How do the points of interest correspond to our models? The
intersection of thelU/dV = 0 line and the(Uy, Vo) curve cor-
responds tg, = 0.835, for which the BH-envelope mass ratio is

(3—2Uo)"". (45)

0.0953. This appears to correspond to the point at which the ac-
cretion rate achieves its final local maximum. The dasheddihe
indicates the solution to the equations in Sedfioh 4.1 thatthe
largest BH-envelope mass ratio. The curve’s initial popyears to

be about halfway between the intersections of (thg, Vo) curve
with thedU/dV = 0 and with the polytropic solution. Though the
mechanism behind the mass limit is not yet known, the aralysi
in this section shows that the limit is reproduced in the frolyic
approximation, so the relevant physics is contained withass
conservation and hydrostatic equilibrium.

5 FURTHER RESULTS

In Sectior B, we established the basic qualitative strecind evo-
lution of the quasi-star envelope. In this section, we explbeir
dependence on some of the parameters of the model.

5.1 Radiative and convective efficiencies

We first vary the accretion rate by adjusting the parametensd

7. Fig.[2 shows the accretion history against BH mass for a mumb
of parameter choices. Because the luminosity always seiti¢he
same convection-limited rate, changia@nly rescales the accre-
tion rate through equatiofi](9) and has no effect on the strect
The final BH mass and intermediate properties are the sange. Th
only difference is that the evolution takes longer for largalues

of e.

Increasing the convective efficiengyallows a greater flux to
be radiated. Because it is a limiting factor, a larger valtig al-
lows a larger accretion rate for given interior conditionsorder
to establish the same overall luminosity, the envelope tedess
dense. This explains the different times at which the dioaities
in the gradient of the accretion rate appear.

5.2 Cavity properties

The second property we adjust is the radial profile of the itlens
inside the cavity. If the inward transport of angular monosemtoy
advection and convection is greater than the outward taahsy
magnetic fields and other sources of viscosity, then theitygm®-
file tends towardg(r) o Pz, Recomputing the cavity mass from
equation[(B) gives

8
Meay = %POTS- (46)

The quasi-star evolution is shown in FId. 6. The smallerrinte
mass leads to a less evident density spike at all times. Tdreaked
interior mass is subject to a lower mass limit for the BH. Tialfi
BH mass isl077 M.

Although the change to the cavity properties affects the nu-
merical results, there is no qualitative change to the gstasievo-
lution. The evolution terminates owing to the same physicath-
anism as is analysed in Sect[dn 4.

5.3 Envelope mass loss and gain

To illustrate the effect of a net accretion rate on to theaaefof
the envelope, Fid.]6 shows the evolution of the fiducial ruthéf
envelope is accreting at a constant rate of 10> M, yr ' . Al-
though this rate initially exceeds the quasi-star's Edttindimit,

© 2011 RAS, MNRASA14, 2751-2762
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Figure 6. Plot of BH accretion rateVlgy against BH masd//gy for the
fiducial run, a run with constant accretion on to the surfddb@star (“Env
Acc”), a run with a_Reimers (1975) mass loss rate (“Reimeasigl a run
with a shallower radial dependence of the interior densipy« r—1/2").
The Reimers rate leaves an envelope of abdti0 M, and the BH is
proportionally smaller. The accreting envelope also lsaveroportionally
scaled BH. A shallower radial dependence of the interiosifgteads to a
smaller cavity mass and therefore a smaller interior derasitd accretion
rate.

such rapid infall is believed to occur as long as the barkimsit
bars mechanism is transporting material towards the cerftilee
pregalactic cloud. Once the surface temperature of thei-gteas
decreases below abak00 K, the Eddington limit becomes much
larger owing to the decreasing opacity. The accreted masndy
added to the surface value of the mass co-ordinate and nibcendi
are made to any other equations. In particular, we do notdfecl
a ram pressure at the surface. The only qualitative changieeto
evolution is that it takes longer than if the total mass haehtdeeld
constant at the same final value1af540 M. The final BH mass
is subject to the same ratio limit so a larger final envelopengie
a larger final BH.

To investigate the effect of mass loss we use a Reimers rate
(Reimers 1975). It is an empirical relation to describe niass in
red giants. The mass-loss rate is

LR, Mg
M. LpRg’

Mioss= 4 x 10~ (47)
Fig.[@ shows the evolution for quasi-star envelopes with fire-
scription. The mass loss is significant but, again, no cptalé
change in the results is seen. The limit holds and the BHgbiti
smaller, precisely in proportion with the decrease in theswd the
envelope.

5.4 Initial envelope mass

The structure of the envelope appears to be chiefly dependehe
ratio of envelope mass to BH mass. We constructed a set oflmode
with initial total masses/.. / M, = 10*,2x10*,5x10%,10°, 2x

© 2011 RAS, MNRASA14, 2751-2762

The structure and evolution of quasi-stars 9

MBH M*‘l / 10‘8 yr‘l

" " P 1 P
0.05 0.075
Mgu/M-

Figure 7. Plot of the evolution of quasi-stars of different total messThe

BH mass and accretion rates have been divided by the total-gtaa mass
to illustrate the consistency of the upper mass ratio lirhid.a19 and the

slight dependence of the accretion rate with quasi-stasnBecause larger
guasi-stars permit greater scaled accretion rates, they $teorter hydro-
static lifetimes.

105, 5 x 10°, and10° to confirm this and explore how the temporal
evolution of the envelopes is affected by total mass.

Fig.[d shows the evolution of the various envelopes with the
BH mass and accretion rate divided by the quasi-star magées.
note that the fractional upper BH mass limit holds for all tuasi-
star masses in this range. Also, the temperature profilesasg of
the envelopes depend almost exclusively on the BH-envetoyss
ratio. The variation in inner or surface temperature, fovamgmass
ratio, with respect to the total mass of the quasi-star stlesn 0.05
per factor of ten in the total mass.

The density and radius profiles are more strongly dependent
on the mass of the envelope. We find that, for a given mass ratio
and once the entire envelope has become convective, tiogvfiod
approximate relations hold for the properties of two qusdars of
different masses (denoted by subscripts 1 and 2).

0.54
(72)-(G2) @
(&) _ (M*»l)o‘% (49)
00,2 M, 2 '

and

Men1\ [ Mia 1 (50)
MBH,2 B M. 2 -

For example, compared to a quasi-star of rﬂalé‘si\/IQ atthe same
BH-envelope mass ratio, ¥0° Mq quasi-star will have an outer
radius that isl0%-5* = 3.47 times greater, an interior density that
is 10°-%6 = 4.57 times smaller and a mass accretion rate that is
10*1* = 13.8 times greater.

The final relation implies that the lifetime of a quasi-stzalss
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Figure 8. Comparison of analytic estimates of BRAO8 (dashed lines)
against results for our fiducial run (solid lines) for interiemperature (top),
surface temperature (middle) and envelope radius (bottBRAO8's esti-
mate of the interior temperature is accurate but those fptiotospheric
temperature and envelope radius become increasinglyuretecas the BH
grows.

asTgs o« M % so larger quasi-stars have slightly shorter hydro-
static lifetimes. Fig]7 shows how the BH-envelope mas® ffati
which the entire envelope is convective also depends onrhe-e
lope mass. This has a small effect on the lifetime of the gsi@ss.

By fitting a straight line to théog ros—log M., relation for the seven
models here, we find that the lifetimes scalergs oc M, %13,
More precisely, we find

log,o 70s = —0.126 log,, M. + 7.12 (51)

Note thatM.. here denotes the initial mass of the quasi-star. In all
other relationsV/,. slowly decreases during the quasi-star’s evolu-
tion owing to the mass-energy lost as radiation.

5.5 Comparison with Begelman et al. (2008)

BRAO8 have estimated some envelope properties presumitg th
the envelope is described by an= 3 polytrope. Their estimates
are made in terms of an overall accretion efficiency para{ﬁete
agra Which is determined by numerical factors in the accretida ra
including the radiative efficiency, convective efficienaydaadia-
batic index. Because our adiabatic index is not fixed, we lcale
ibratedagra using the BH luminosity (equation 3 of BRA08). To
compare the fiducial run, we selectegka = 0.257 which makes
their analytical BH luminosity accurate to within 0.2 pentever
the entire evolution.

We compare the following estimates for the inner tempeeatur
photospheric temperature and envelope radius (equatjdrisahd

2 This should not be confused withdefined in Sectioh 411.

— 1
rB/2
2Tp
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1000 1500 2000 2500
Mgu/Mo

PR N1
0 500

Figure 9. Plot of BH accretion ratéV/gy against BH masd/gy for dif-

ferent choices of the inner boundary radius. The variousegmbfry lead
to qualitatively similar results but the quantitative ew@n is strongly af-
fected.

10 of BRAOS, respectively).

2 2
L 5 M2 -3 M. 10
To=14x10* [ = o BH) ( ) K, (52
0 <LEdd) ( BRA M2® Mo (52)
L % M2 -3 M. %
Tt = 1.0 x 10° | — o B”) ( ) K
» (L) ( oon 3 i
(53)
and
2 2 1
L \ 5 M2 N5/ M. \5
R, = 4.3 x 10™ <—> (oz BH) < * ) cm.
Lead BRANME, Mo
(54)

Here, Leqs = 4nGcM/k is the Eddington luminosity. BRAO8
computed this using the opacity at the boundary of the cdiveec
zone but such estimates differ by a factor of the ordek Ofes
when compared with our results. Our comparison is made using
the Eddington limit with opacityces = 0.34 cm? g=* .

In Fig.[8, we plot the three estimates against the results fro
our fiducial run. The estimate for the interior temperatgradcu-
rate to within 20 per cent. The deviation grows as the appraxi
tion of the envelope to an = 3 polytrope becomes increasingly
less accurate.

The estimate for the photospheric temperature is highlg-ina
curate. Atthe end of the run the estimated photosphericéesyre
is about2400 K compared to the model result of abddb0 K. Be-
cause the BH luminosity estimate is very accurate, it thdovic
that the envelope radius is inaccurate. The surface luntynosist
be related byL, = macR?Ts. This is confirmed in the bottom
panel of Fig[8.

BRAO8 argue that quasi-star evolution terminates owingé¢o t
opacity at the edge of the convection zone increasing. Tdreased

© 2011 RAS, MNRASA14, 2751-2762
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Figure 10. Contours of¢o /¢« for the models calculated for each pair of
initial conditions (€0, ¢0) in the plane. There is a clear boundary along
$o = &op near the origin. Solutions above this line must have ndgiigi
small envelopes by mass.

opacity causes the envelope to expand and the opacity seséar-
ther. The envelope then expands further and the procesainsed

to run away. BRAOS refer to this process as tipacity crisis. Our
results do not terminate for this reason. Similar behavitngs oc-
cur at the beginning of the evolution while the photosphésin-
perature is greater thai®* K but it does not disperse the quasi-star.
For most of a quasi-star’s evolution, the opacity at the eotive
boundary is already beyond the H-ionization peak and issdesing
as the BH grows.

6 SENSITIVITY TO THE INNER BOUNDARY

Besides the physical parameters of the models, we have afso ¢
sidered the effect of changing the inner boundary radiug. [&i
shows the evolution of quasi-stars where the inner radius wa
changed to half and twice the Bondi radius. The final BH mass
is strongly affected although the evolution is qualitatvemilar.
The results of our polytropic analysis in Sectidn 4 are affected
in a consistent manner. Although reasonable, our choiaenefrira-
dius is somewhat arbitrary and critical in deciding the ditative
evolution of the quasi-star. A self-consistent model tced®ine
the appropriate value of, is thus highly desirable but none is yet
available. We continue to seek a suitable resolution toiskise.

The sensitivity of the models to the inner boundary precipi-
tated further interesting results. We note that the final Babsnis
scaled by approximately the same factor as the inner ratihet.

is, if 7o is doubled, the BH reaches about half the final mass that

it reached before. If the material properties at the innemilary
were largely unchanged, this would imply that the inneruadit
the termination of the runs is approximately the same. Thpuiu
from the models indicates thag/ R@ in the final reliable model
of each run in Figl0 is approximatefy05 x 10*, 1.94 x 10* and
1.79 x 10* for ro = 2rg, 7 andrg /2. This indicates that the limit
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Figure 11.Contours ofpg /¢« for the models calculated for each pair of ini-
tial conditions(Up, Vo) in the plane. The boundary in FIg.J10 corresponds
to the critical point (0,1).

determined for the polytropic models in Sectidn 4 may beteela
more strongly to the ratio of inner to outer radius than thioraf
interior to total mass.

It may appear from Fid.J4 that the limiting radius ratios for
the STARS output and the polytropic models are inconsistem
discrepancy is due to the ionization zones inside the epeelti
is also difficult to identify the appropriate values becatis in-
ner and outer radii are changing most rapidly at the end of the
evolution. Using the last models in each run of Secfion 5at th
have converged in thermal equilibrium, the limit is approately
ro/R« =~ 0.460.

We additionally found that we could not construct model en-
velopes forrg < 0.3rg and find that this is reflected in the poly-
tropic models. To construct Fif, 110 we have calculated thie ra
o/ ¢ for each(&o, ¢o) pair in the plane and plotted contours from
0 to 1 in steps of0.1. Near the origin, there is a clear boundary
along the linepy = &. The boundary softens for larger values of
¢o and &y. For small&y, models above the boundary necessarily
have¢o/¢. ~ 1. In other words, any model with a sufficiently
small inner boundary must have an appropriately small epee!

The limit becomes clearer when plotted in ftieV’ plane dis-
cussed in Sectidn 4.2. We have done so in[Eiyy. 11. The contoeirs
divided across the point (0,1). This is a critical point i tHi-V
plane for all polytropic indices. It is neutrally stable hetdirection
(1,-1) and unstable along thé-axis i.e. (0,1).

The present analysis thus provides several importanttsesul
First, the choice of inner radius is crucial to determining évolu-
tion of the envelopes. The Bondi radius is a reasonable eHmit
there is no evidence to confirm that it is the correct one. &aigp
the limit determined in Sectidnl 4 seems more strongly rdlabe
the radius ratio than the mass ratio. This was not obviougst fi
because there was no apparent reason to modify the innersradi
Thirdly, there is a limit to the smallest value that can besgmofor
the inner radius.
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7 CONCLUSION

We have modified the CambridgeraRrs stellar evolution code to
model the evolution of quasi-star envelopes. Our first neultés
the existence of a robust upper limit on the ratio of inner Bakm
to the total mass, equal to abdut 19, of the system in hydrostatic
equilibrium. The limit is reflected in solutions of the LaB@aden
equation, modified for the presence of a point mass intesisotne
specific boundaries. After considering variation of thesinradius,
this limit is possibly better interpreted as a limit to théoaf inner
radius to envelope radius. The value of the limit from the 8BA
output is aboub.46.

All the evolutionary runs here terminate once the limit is
reached. It is difficult to say what happens to the BH and epel
after the hydrostatic evolution ends. Some of the mateithimthe
Bondi radius has begun accelerating towards the BH so wecexpe
that it can be captured by the BH. The remaining material neay b
accreted or expelled, depending on the liberation of enfeogy the
material that does fall inwards. After the BH has evolveatigh
the quasi-star phase, it is probably limited to accretinigsd than
the Eddington limit for the BH.

The models presented are crucially sensitive to the chdice o
inner boundary radius and the results should be treated dui¢h
caution. While the Bondi radius used here is reasonable,one c
tinue to seek a less arbitrary set of boundary conditions.

In light of these results, it appears that quasi-stars predu
BHs that are on the order of at led@ist of the mass of the quasi-star
and around.5 if all the material within the inner radius is accreted.
For conservative parameters, this growth occurs withinaarfel-
lion years after the BH initially forms. Realistic variati® in the
parameters (e.g. larger initial mass, lower radiative iefficy) lead
to shorter lifetimes. Such BHs could easily reach massesegixc
ing 10° Mg, early enough in the Universe to power high-redshift
guasars.
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