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Abstract

Numerical simulation of hydrodynamic equations forms the central part of solving various modern
astrophysical problems. In the case of shocks, one can have either dynamical equations or jump
conditions (the conservation equations without any time evolution). The solution of the jump
condition in curve space-time is derived and analyzed in detail in the present work. We also derive
the Taub adiabat or combustion adiabat equation from the jump condition. We have analyzed both
time-like and space-like shocks in the present work. We find that the change in entropy for the
weak shocks for curved space-time is small similar to that for flat space-time. We also find that for
general relativistic space-like shocks, the Chapman-Jouguet point does not necessarily correspond
to the sonic point for downstream matter, unlike the relativistic case. To analyze the shock wave
solution for the curved space-time, one needs the information of metric potentials describing the
space-time, which for the present work is taken to be a neutron star. We assume that a shock
wave is generated at the centre of the star and is propagating outward. As the shock wave is
propagating outwards, it combusts nuclear matter to quark matter, and we have a combustion
scenario. We find that the general relativistic treatment of shock conditions is necessary to study
shocks in neutron stars so that the results are consistent with the solution of the TOV equation
while calculating the maximum mass for a given equation of state. We also find that with such

general relativistic treatment, the combustion process in neutron stars is always a detonation.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Shock waves have seen numerous applications in the field of fluid, astrophysics, plasma
physics, and heavy ion collision, to name a few. Shock waves are a common phenomenon
in astrophysics and are generated in high-energy processes like a supernova, gamma-ray
bursts, binary mergers, etc. [1H5]. They are responsible for particle acceleration in high
energetic processes like gamma-ray bursts, fast radio bursts, and solar activity [6-9]. It is
also postulated that the cosmic rays are particles accelerated by shocks after a supernova
[10-13]. Shock dissipation mechanisms can be radiative in nature under certain conditions
and are termed radiation-mediated shocks and are associated with a supernova, gamma-ray
bursts, and neutron star mergers [14-17]. There is another prospect of collision-less shocks,
which are mediated by collective plasma effects like earth bow shock in solar winds [18-
20]. There have also been works using shock waves in a heavy-ion collision where a phase
transition (a detonation) from quark-gluon plasma to hadronic matter is accompanied by a
shock |21H24]. A similar but opposite shock-induced phase transition from hadronic matter

to quark matter at the core of neutron stars has also gained attention in recent years [25-33].

The earliest concept of shocks dates back to Euler’s equations[34, 35]. Shock waves or
sharp shock discontinuity are generated when the fluid velocities exceed the local sound ve-
locity. Around the discontinuity surface, the thermodynamic variables vary discontinuously;
however, they are related by the conservation of mass, energy, and momentum flux across
the surface [36,137]. The special relativistic (SR) theory of shock waves was first introduced
by Taub [38] and was later improved by Landau and Lifschitz [39]. A more elaborate and
detailed calculation of shock waves was later done by Lichnerowich [40], and Thorne [41]].
Thereafter, the concept of SR shock waves was abundantly used in astrophysics to study
various phenomena. Basically, there are two ways to employ the concept of shock in a prob-
lem: the first way is using the dynamic Euler’s equations to study a phenomenon and have
a complete evolutionary picture of the problem [32, 42, 43]. The other is to employ the
so-called jump condition (also derived from Euler’s equations) to analyze a problem [44-46].
The latter is a simpler method where we lose the dynamic evolution of the shock but have a
really good estimate of how the thermodynamic variables vary across the shock, which can

further be used to deduce several properties of the system.

In recent years general relativistic (GR) hydrodynamic equations are numerically solved
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in the problems like a supernova, binary neutron star mergers (BNSM) [47-51]. As they are
highly nonlinear and coupled equations, to solve the system in such astrophysical scenarios,
we need to solve Einstein equations and hydrodynamic equations simultaneously. They can
only be solved numerically, and for that purpose, we need to discretize both space and
time, and the concept of numerical relativity develops. In connection to binary neutron
star merger, Most et al. [52] recently simulated such a system to check for PT in post-
merger product of BNSM and obtained its gravitational wave (GW) signature. Fischer et
al. [53] studied the explosions of massive stars, which are triggered via quark-hadron PT
during the early post-bounce phase of core-collapse SN. There are also works where one
solves hydrodynamic equations involving weak interaction in isolated neutron stars [54, 55]
to account for PT in them. Although the above works solve hydrodynamic equations in a
complicated setup, they do not set a shock problem in them (Riemann problem). Shock
evolution in connection with PT in neutron star in isolated neutron star has also been

studied, but they are done mostly in a 1-dimensional setup [32, 133, [56].

Ideally, the dynamic equations are suited to study the complete evolution of the system
but setting up the shock problem along with phase transition in GR hydrodynamics (GRHD)
is very complicated. On the other hand, kinematic shock equations (the jump conditions
or the conservation conditions across the shock) are easy to solve as they are algebraic
equations connecting thermodynamic properties across the shock front [38]. Such analysis
does not give the evolutionary picture of the system, but many important properties and
features of the system can be extracted from them. However, in the literature, the jump
conditions that are mostly used are SR in nature |41, 57]. There has not been much work to
study and analyze the GR jump conditions, which can also provide important insight into
more complex problems. In this regard, there have been only a handful of work by smoller
[58], MTW [59], and Font [60]. However, their results are seldom utilized in the study of

astrophysical shock waves.

In this paper, we have derived the GR jump conditions and Taub adiabat equation. To
add, shock wave discontinuity can be both space-like (SL) and time-like (TL) (as shown
by Csernai [61]), and we have studied both types of shocks. The paper is arranged in the
following way: Section II discusses the general theory of shock jump conditions and Taub
adiabat. In section III, we particularly study the conditions for the weak shock wave, and

in section IV, we analyze the Chapman-jouguet (CJ) point for strong shocks. Next, we use
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the formalism of GR shocks to study phase transition in neutron stars in section V. And

finally, in section VI, we summarize our results and draw conclusions from them.

II. GENERAL RELATIVISTIC JUMP CONDITION AND TAUB ADIABAT

In the present analysis, we have considered a perfect fluid having no heat exchange and
without any shear stresses and viscosity. The thermodynamic quantities of the fluid vary
discontinuously at the shock front. The following symbols denote thermodynamic quantities

measured in the local rest frame of the fluid,

o= (g_;) = (p+e) = (p+¢€)V = chemical potential

1 S M . . .
ut = (’117\/70(2]) = 4-velocity of sound w.r.t. to fluid in SR
1 S ) . . .
ubt = (1,v5,0,0) = 4-velocity of sound w.r.t. fluid in GR

(€26 — e202]1/2

The first law of thermodynamics is given in the form
dp =Vdp+Tds

and is valid in both curve and flat space-time (ST).
Considering f(r,t) to be a general variable (like density, pressure, specific energy, etc.)
that satisfies the conservation equations (mass, momentum, and energy), the general form

of the conservation equation can be written as

of(r,1)
ot

To be precise the above equation can be expressed as

+V.¢; = Sy. (1)

% (Density of the Quantity) + V.(Flux of the Quantity)

= (Source — Sink) (2)



Shock Front

(a)

(b)

Frame of reference

FIG. 1. Schematic diagram of the shock front as a frame of reference where ”a” denotes the

upstream and ”b” denotes the downstream matter w.r.t. the front.

To derive the jump conditions (conservation conditions across the shock) for a curved
ST, one needs to define a metric that describes the curvature of the ST. For GR, the line

element of a spherically symmetric ST is given by

ds® = gudatde’ = =V dt? + 2 dr? 4 r2d0? (3)

where dQ? = d6? +sin*(0)d®? and g,, is a general spherically symmetric metric. Along with
the metric, we also need to define the energy-momentum tensor, which contains information

about the matter. Considering the form of the energy-momentum tensor as

T = wutu” + pg"”

where, w (work function) = energy density (e ) + pressure ( p) and the 4-velocity in curved
ST is given by

_dat datdi

~dr dtdr

ut

where, the 4-position vector in spherical polar coordinate is z* = (¢,r,0, ®) and the norm
of ut is given by g, utu” = —1.

Considering the front to be moving along the radial direction, the 4-velocity of fluid
particles is given by

uﬂ = 79(17117070) (4)

dr
where, 0 and ® are constant, vy, = m, and v = — is radial velocity.

dt



Since we are considering the curved ST, the partial derivative changes to the covariant
derivative. Therefore, the energy-momentum and particle conservation equations in the

curved ST can be generalized as

v, T =0 (5)

V,(nu") = 0. (6)

The first equation is the energy-momentum conservation equation, consisting of 4 equa-
tions, of which two are of our interest, and the other two are redundant. Therefore, using
energy-momentum tensor expression for curved ST, the two equations of interest can be

explicitly written. The first equation (of eqn []) becomes

VQTOO + vlTOl =0
= T + T + T (3¢ (r) + A'(r)) = 0
a TOO
= % + 81(10g(T01) + 3¢(T> + A(T>) =0
T
= —OTo1 + 81(10g(T0163¢(T)+A(T))) =0 (7)

Similarly, the second equation of interest (of eqn [ is

VT +v,TH =0

= QT + T + 2T N (r)+

T002(6(r)—A(r))
Tllgb'(r)(l + Al ) =0

The above equation can be further simplified as

BT 7700 ,2(6(r)—A(r))
o [log(T“) +20() + 0(r) — 5

_ / b¢(r)(Tooezi(lrl)_m)))/dr] ~0. (8)

Solving the integral of the above eqn Bl (integration by parts), we have two terms coming

from the integral. The first term coming from the integral cancels with the 4th term of eqn
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and only the second term of the integral (which is also an integral) remains. Using the

f(a)+£(b)
2

trapezoidal rule the integral term takes the form ff f(z)dx =~ (b—a) . Assuming

the shock front to be infinitesimally thin, we have b—a ~ 0. Thus eqn [§ takes a simple form

10
% + 01 (log(T"e27)) ) = 0. (9)

The two redundant equations are

VT2 =0
V3T33 = 0.

Similarly, we can find the simplified form of particle conservation equation from eqn (5)

and is given by

Vo(nu®) + Vi(nu') =0

= 0p(nu’) + O (nu') + nut(¢'(r) + A'(r)) =0
80 (nuo)
(nut)

Having derived the explicit form of the conservation equation for a curved ST, we next

+ 0 ( log (nule¢(r)+1\(r>)> =0. (10)

find the jump condition and Taub adiabat equation. Considering the shock surface as a
hypersurface, we will write the jump conditions taking shock front as our frame of reference.
For SL shocks, the equation of hypersurface will be r = constant and for TL shocks, ¢t =
constant. Denoting the RHS of the shock discontinuity (or upstream) as “a” and the LHS of
the shock-discontinuity as “b” (shown in fig[Il), the difference of a thermodynamic quantity
(say Z) across the front is given by [Z] = Z,-Z,. Using eqn [ and [I0, we can write the

jump conditions across the discontinuity for SL and TL shock waves as,

e SL shocks

The energy-flux jump condition is

[T016(3¢+A):| — 0

= waysavae(?’d’”l\“) = waygbvbe(wb“\b). (11)



The momentum-flux conservation jump condition becomes

[TlleZA] — O

= Wy, ae™ + po = wyyure”™ + py. (12)

The particle-flux conservation is given by

[nutetM] =0

$atAa) (@p+Ap) _

= navgavae( = NpYghVp€ j. (13)

Using eqn [[2 and [[3 the particle-current density (j) is given by

2 (pb - pa)
j - (wa‘/a?e(Aa_(ba) _ wb‘/;)Qe(Ab—(bb)) (14)

where, V, = n—la and V}, = n%, Using eqn [T, 12 and [[4] we can derive the Taub adiabat
(TA) (or combustion adiabat (CA) if the equation of state (EoS) of side (or phase) "a”
is different from that of side ”b”). TA/CA is an equation relating the thermodynamic

variables across the shock having no terms involving matter velocities.

For SL GR shock with p = 5, it takes the form

(pb _ pa) [Mg%262(1\b+¢b) _ Mg‘/;2e2(Aa+¢a)}
(Mge(3¢b+/\b) — M36(3¢a+[\a)>

= (upVpeho=9) — 1y, V,eMe=9a)), (15)

The matter velocities of the two phases in terms of the thermodynamic variables can

be solved from eqn [L1l 12 and are given by

ayy + wgbn

Vg = 4| ———— (16)
C11
vy — v, B1(Ajw, + Ajwy, — byy) (17)
2A3 A3 Bs[pa + €



where, we have defined

Al = €¢a, A2 = €¢b, Bl = €Aa, Bg = €Ab
Wo = (Pa + €a), wp = (Do + €)
app = Ai‘wg - Ag(Pa(Pb +2€¢, — €)

+ 2pyep — Pr€q + €4€p)

b = \JwAS — w2 Af — 24fa,

Bt 4
11 = 2FA2(pb + €q)(€q — €p).
1

e TL shocks

The energy-density conservation is

2 Pa 2
= WaTygq 020 Wogb T 2g,
The momentum-density conservation becomes

[T =0

2 2
= WaYgaqVUra = Wb gpUrb
The particle number density conservation is
[nu’] =0
= NaVga = NMpVgb = ]

where j? is given by

e2ba 200 (w,V2 — wpVi2)

Similarly, using eqn I8T92T] one can write TA/CA for TL shocks as

9
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[ Db Da ] {Mgvbzewb M?LVazez%}

€20 e20a e2hs e2ha
mo e
= (Vs — 1aVa) L’“" — 62§a] . (22)
The matter velocities on either side of the discontinuity is given by
A%(“Zl — bay)
o=\ —————= 23
Y 2021 ( )
0, A2(B2w, + B?wy, + —2

vy = 2( 2 1% waA1A2) (24)

233 [A%pb + A%‘Sa]
where,
We = (Pa + €a),ws = (po + €)

a9y = A%Ag [ngg — B%(Eb — Pb)(€a — Pa)]

— 2B} (A3paca + Aippes)

b21 = waAlAg\/A%A%(Bfwg — ngg) + 2B§a21

o1 = By (A3p, + Aley) (A3pa — Alpy).

Equations of the GR shocks reduce to the corresponding SR shocks (both for SL and TL)
if the metric potentials becomes zero (A, = ¢, = Ay, = ¢, = 0). The SR TA/CA equation

becomes
,Ug - :ui = (pb - pa)(,ubv;) + ,uava)'

It is also interesting to note that for the GR shocks the TA/CA equations are different
for the SL and TL shocks, unlike in the SR case where they are the same for both.

III. WEAK SHOCK WAVES

Before studying shock properties in general, it is useful to check how the thermodynamic
quantities vary across the shock if the discontinuity is not very large. This type of discon-

tinuity is usually known as weak shock, and it gives useful insight into the entropy change
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across the shock discontinuity. Weak shocks signify that the state of medium ”b” (near the
shock discontinuity) can be calculated using Taylor expansion around the variable of the

phase 7a”.

A. Special Relativistic weak SL/TL shocks

We expand the SR TA/CA equation, i.e p? and u,V}, keeping terms up to third order
in p, — pa, but only up to first order in s, — s, [41]. Starting from the TA equation of SR

shocks, we have

1y = e = (P — Pa) (Vo + 11aVa) (25)

Expanding as prescribed, we have

o(1?)
2 _ 2 .
y = g + (s pa)< op 81+

s (B) 45 . (),

83 (M2>

Using the 1st law of thermodynamics, d(pu?) = 2udp = 2uV dp+2uTds, in above equation,

it becomes

,Ul% = :Ug + 2| (P — Pa)ttaVa + (6 — Sa)ptaTa
1 (owV) B oY)
+ 5P~ pa) ( ), + (26 = pa) (56 = 80) =5
1 302(WV) 1 2 *(uV)
+ 6(pb Pa) 2 + 5 (26 = pa) (56— 5a) 905
+Ol(py — pa) '] + - (26)

Similarly, iV} can be expanded as
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150_' Taub or Combustion Adiabat |]
L . Poisson Adiabat (Isentropic) | |
| ] "
ma 100f [p'=p&X =XforSR] -
q§ [ [p'=p&X =Xe" 9 for GRSL |
O . [p'=pe??&X =Xfor GRTL]
> 50t ]
d L
o ) -
1' (phase "a’ variable)
0] ]

2000 2500 3000 3500 4000 4500 5000
X' [M eV fm?]

FIG. 2. Under weak shock waves, the plots of combustion adiabat and Poisson adiabat overlap

near point ”1” which means shock adiabat or combustion adiabat will be isentropic near point”1”.

o(uV
,ub‘/b = ,uava + (pb - pa) ( <,u )) +
s,1

dp ’
(V) 1 2 (0% (1Y)
(sp— Sa) < 99 )})71 + §(pb — Pa) < o >871 +
(P — Pa) (56— Sa) 862(9%‘2) + ... (27)

Using eqn 26l and eqn 27 in eqn 25 and solving for s, — s, we have

0% (nv
s s = lzﬂlaTa 8(;52 )(pb_pa)3
b~ 2a —
( . a) 8( V)
(L + 57 =5)
1 82(,LLV) )
- T Pa O - a4 28
T, gpp PrPa) Ol = pa)T (28)

Since in weak shock waves, the variation in thermodynamic quantities is small, so from
eqn 28 we find that weak shock wave phenomenons are isentropic. As shown in fig 2] near

point 71”7 we have an isentropic process where the Poisson adiabat and TA/CA adiabat

intersect.
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B. General Relativistic weak SL shocks

Similarly, we find the entropy change in the GRSL and GRTL shocks. As the TA/CA

equation is different, we find their expression separately. Writing eqn [13] as,

(o — pa) (6 Vol — p1aVaha) (1o Viliy + 11aVoha)

= (Vo fo — taVata) (1590 — 1129a) (29)
where, g, = A3By, gy = A3Bs, f, = %, o= %, he = \/gafa and hy = /g, f, . Considering
the metric potentials to be varying slowly for the system, we can expand the above equation

using Taylor expansion as

Vol = 11aVaha + ha(ps — pa) (a(g;/))s 1

+ hal(s6 — $a) <%) 7 (Py — Pa) (s — 80)082%?

+ %(pb — Pa)’ (8 8(22‘/))3,1 + - -
and

,ub‘/bfb = ,ua‘/afa + fa(pb - pa) (a(g]z/) )s 1

+ fa[(sb - Sa) (8(g:>) 1 + (pb - pa)(sb o Sa) a@;@?

+ %(pb — Pa)’ (a a(g;/))sl = .

Similarly, g, can be expanded with the use of 1st Law of thermodynamics as,

:uggb = U?Lga + g_3a 6(pb - pa):uava + 6(5b - sa),uaTa
o(uV) I(pV)
p— 2 _— p— p— _—
+3(pp — Pa) < o )871 +6(py = pa) (56— 50) =5
*(uV) 0*(uV)
— 3 _ 20 _
+ (pb — Pa) o T 3(pp — Pa)” (5o — Sa) 905
+Ol(po — pa)'] + - (32)
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Using eqn BOBTB2 in eqn 29, the change in entropy for weak GRSL shocks is given by

82
s 5 — 12,LLlaTa 3(52‘/) (pb_pa)3
b~ 9a —
(Pv—pa) O(1V)
(U + 55
1 0*(uV) 3
_ — )P+ Ol(py — pa)' + . 33

Interestingly, the entropy change expression for weak SR shock and GRSL comes out to

be the same.

C. General Relativistic weak TL shocks

Under similar considerations, the entropy change for the GRTL shock can be derived
from the GRTL TA equation (eqn [22))
(pbgi Pade

2 f?
= (Vs — 1aVa) (Higs — 11297) (34)

) (Vo fo — 1aVafa) (Voo + 11aVatfa)

_ 1 _ 1 __ e%a _ e’
where, g, = x5, o = Ay Jo= e Jo = P
Expanding the above equation using Taylor expansion around medium ”a” variables, and

following the same procedure, we have

A <2uava + (p2 - p1)6<g;>) + B
Sp — Sq —

2
o(2120 T+ %) + D5

where, A, B, C, D defined as

A = 6ps(foga — fag)(foga + fags)

B = (py — pa)*(f5 92205 + pa) — 3f295m1)
C = (f792(2ps — pa) = f295m1)

D = py(py — pa) (fo9a — fag)(foga + fagn)

It can be seen that f’s and g’s are the function of metric potentials, and to have the
knowledge of entropy change for weak GR TL shock, one needs to have some definite metric

potential of an astrophysical system.
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FIG. 3. Plot showing the CJ-point, which is the tangent on combustion adiabat from a shock

adiabat curve where the line ” A1-A2” is known as the Rayleigh line.
IV. STRONG SHOCK WAVES AND CHAPMAN-JOUGUET POINT

Shock waves with arbitrary strength are considered to be strong shocks. For strong shock
waves, it can be shown that nowhere on the TA can the ”chord” (straight line connecting
medium ”a” variable to medium ”b”) become tangent to the adiabat if combustion does not
happen. But if combustion occurs (due to shock) waves, then a tangent can exist, and the

tangent point is known as the CJ point, and the line connecting the two points is called the

Rayleigh line (RL), as shown in fig[3.

A. Special Relativistic Strong Shock wave and CJ point

The TA/CA equation in the SR case is the same for both SL and TL shocks. Still, we get
different CJ points because ;2 is different. First, we construct a differential equation for the
squared baryon flux (j2) as a function of entropy (s;), and then we calculate the CJ point.

Differentiating the TA equation (eqn 25]) by having medium ”a” variables fix, we have

2ppdpty, = (paVa + 1Va)dpy + (P — pa) d(1Vs)
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Using the 1st law of thermodynamics (du, = Vidpy, + Tpds,) we have

2 Tydsy = (1aVa — 16Vs)dps + (Pb — Do) d(116V3) (36)

Next, we need to find j2 for both SL and TL cases to get the CJ point.

1. For SL Shocks

The squared baryon flux (j?) is given by,

j2 _ Pa — Db
,U/b% — ,U/ava
. ava - ,U/b%)dpb + (pb - pa) d(ﬂb%)
di? = (e 37
- (Vs — o Va)? 7

Using equation eqn [36]in above equation, we get

4 2 Tydsy,
dj* = 38
DT (Vs — paVa)? (38)

Considering there exists a point at which the chord is tangent to the adiabat, and because

the slope of the chord is —j2, we must have

4> d
Y- _ 2 on the CA at CJ point. (39)
dpy,  dpy

From eqn [37] we can obtain

. -2 d(upVs)
dj? _ 1+ Z;bb

d—pb (,ub‘/b - ,ua‘/:z)

For this to be zero, we have the condition

.2 d,UbV;)

1+ =0
dpy s
2 d(uVi
Voo dpy |,
where, % = :LL/"Z, ups = 4-velocity of sound in medium ”b”.
bs

Sp
So, from the above equation if ”chord = tangent” then at that point,

ui = ui, at CJ point . (40)
The above equation implies that, at CJ point, the downstream matter moves sonically.
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2. For TL Shocks

For the TL shocks, the squared baryon flux (j2) is given by

j2 _ Pb — Pa
,Ub% - ,Ua‘/a
(Vs — e Va)dpy — (o — pa) d(1 Vi)

’ (Vs — 11aVa)? )
Using the equation in eqn [36] we get
. 2upTydsy,
diZ = — 42
R A ATAAT (42)
At the CJ point we muxt have
> d
Y _ % _ (43)
dpy  dpy
From eqn 41l we obtain
Ut e
dpy (Vs — f1aVa)
and for it to be zero, we must have
dpy Vi
1 —j2 Ko Vo 0
dpy s
up \ d(Vs)
=1= (=2
(‘/172) dpb o
where, % = u;—vfl, ups = 4-velocity of sound in medium ”b”.
Sp bs
Therefore, for the TL shocks if ”chord = tangent” then at CJ point,
uy =1 — uj, (44)

B. GR Strong Shocks and CJ point

To analyze strong GR SL and TL shocks, we follow the same procedure that was followed
for SR analysis. The differential equation for the squared baryon flux (j2) as a function of

entropy s, is first constructed, and then we find the CJ point.
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1. For GR SL Shocks

Differentiating eqn [[8 by having medium ”a” variables (and assuming metric potentials

are also not changing) fixed, we have

2/~’Lbe(3¢b+Ab) (Iub‘/;)e(Ab_(bb) —_ Mavae(Aa_(ba) )2d/~’tb

2172020
= (Ve ™™ — g1, Voelham o)) [dpb (Lbe_bzm

6—2¢a e—2¢b

2v2 2A 4 20V 2Abd Vi
_ HaVae >+(pb—pa) p Ve d(pm V)

2172 ,2A 2172 ,2A
PV e pgVaee -
— (o —Pa)< be_b2¢b - )e(A" ?) d(p V)

and from eqn [I4] we can get,

A?) (Ve M=) — Vel b))

d(V) = TR +
d(py) (Ve ™) — 1 Voeltemoe))
(45)
(P — pa)elho—o0)
Using 1st law of thermodynamics and d(uV}), we have
d.g _ 2A§B2Tbﬂbd$b
J A%B%/’l’lg‘/}? + BlﬂaVa(A?BIVzlfa—2A%BQVbub)
If the chord becomes tangent then it must follow the conditions,
dji*  d
Y% _ ) on the CA at CJ point. (46)
dpy  dpy
From eqn (45, we have
dj2 -1 — jze(Ab_¢b) % .
—— = - (47)

dpy — (ppVeer90) — p1,Vyelhe=oe))

w2 (e2(Mp+op)
Using eqn [[3) for the j = “ ng =, d(/jl;z/b)

= V;2(1 — =) and the expression for
b sb
4-velocity in GR SL case, we can write the 4-velocity of sound (ug,) relative to fluid in terms
of 3-velocity (vg) of sound in medium ”b” as
2

U2 — Ugp
R G R
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For eqn BT to be zero, we must have,

2 (Ap—dp) d(ﬂb%)

—1—j% =0
J dpy sp

L~ 2 (e )]

Therefore, for GR SL shocks, the CJ point is not explicitly a sonic point.

= ul = at CJ point (48)

2. For GR TL Shocks

Similarly, differentiating the TL TA/CA equation we have

20 (16 Vi — 11aVa)2d iy dpy <u§%262¢b

€2Ab - (Mb% - /’l’a‘/:l)

201 €2

_M?LVf@%“ R 20 Ve d(ppVs)
o2ha 0200 o20a o2,

Py Pa M%‘/f@w” Mgvfewa A1V,
e2¢b €2¢a €2Ab - 62Aa (/’Lb b)

Using 1st law of thermodynamics and value of d(u,V},) becomes

U Thpaloldin — (1, Vi, — p1aVa)? d(5%)

d(uVs) = e (49)
( Pb _ _Pa )
205 o2%a
From the above equation, we have
= — 2e*M Ty ydsy,
(TR0 V2 + Vo™ (Vi = 21,Va)
The condition for the chord to be the tangent is
dji>  d
&~ %% _ 0 on the CA at CJ point. (50)
dpy  dpp
From eqn 49 we have
e e d(;ctleb)
L P s (51)
dpy MbVE) Va)
where, % = V;?(1 — =-). The expression for the 4-velocity of sound (ug) relative to
Sp sb

fluid in terms of 3-velocity (vg) of sound in medium ”b” is

2 1
BT (e = ey
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Therefore, at CJ point from eqn [BI] we must have,

1 d(ppV
: _j2 (lub b) =0
(& ¢b dpb s
2 2(1)17 _ 1
= ul = Ysb© at CJ point (52)

(€20 (ugy (€200 — e2Av) — 1))

Therefore, the downstream matter does not move sonically even for the GRTL shocks at the
CJ point.

It is easy to check that equations of the GR shocks reduce to the corresponding SR shocks
(both for SL and TL) if either the metric potentials becomes zero.

:>Aa:¢a:Ab:¢b:0

or if the metric potentials on either side of the front becomes equal, i.e.

Ao =N =A; ¢a= ¢ = 0.

V. NEUTRON STARS AS THE SYSTEM TO STUDY GENERAL RELATIVISTIC
SHOCKS

As stated earlier, one needs an astrophysical system to analyze the results obtained in
the above sections. We assume our astrophysical system to be a neutron star (NS). The
metric described in section 2.1 is well suited to describe a non-rotating NS. Using an EoS
and solving the so-called TOV equation [62], we can determine the mass and radius of the
star for a certain central energy density along with the variation of the pressure, energy
density, and metric potential across the star. We assume that as the shock wave moves from
the center of the star to the surface and is accompanied by conversion (or combustion/phase
transition) of hadronic matter (HM) to quark matter (QM) [63-66]. The PT happens till
few kilometers from the centre of the star and stops at a distance where HM becomes more
stable than the quark matter [56]. To describe HM we employ DD@QBPS EoS [67] and for
QM we employ MIT bag model having interactions [? 7 7 |. The parameters used to
describe the bag model are B4 =160, a4 = 0.60. As the PT happens, we ultimately have
a star that has a quark core and hadronic outer surface, which we refer to as a hybrid star

(HS).
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A. Weak Shock waves

Once we generate a star and get the variation of the metric potential across it, we can
calculate the entropy change due to shock propagation in the GR TL and GR SL shocks.
The plot of radius versus pressure of upstream matter (HM) and downstream matter (QM)
shows that the difference in pressure is very small, which means that the entropy change for
GR SL shocks is almost zero (fig @). So, one can consider weak shock waves in NSs to be
isentropic for GR SL shocks.

The form of the expression of entropy for the GRTL shocks is different from the rest as
it depends on the metric potentials. We have plotted the variation of metric potentials as
a function of radius in fig As clear from the figure, both are slowly varying, and the
spatial metric potential is always greater than the temporal metric potential. Defining the
metric potential difference factor as Y7 = (fyg. — fags) We plot its variation with radius in
fig @ From fig [6] it is clear that Y; is zero throughout the star, which means A and D of
eqn [35] become zero. We can also see the variation of B and C of eqn [35 with radius in the
same figure. The variation of B with radius is small, but C varies considerably. However, as
clear from the expression, it does not influence the equation much (eqn B3l), and the overall
change of entropy with radius inside the NS for the GRTL case is also infinitesimal. Hence,

even the weak GR TL shock wave is also isentropic in nature.

B. Downstream velocity at CJ point for GR shocks

The 4-velocity of the downstream matter is directly related to the local velocity of sound
at the CJ point for SR shocks. But for GR shocks, we can interpret the 4-velocity clearly
only after considering an astrophysical model (here, it is an NS) as they depend upon metric
potentials. We have the variation of metric potentials with radius in fig Bl for downstream
matter (QM). We can solve the eqn A8 and G2 numerically to see the downstream matter
velocity variation with respect to radius inside the NS and to check whether anywhere inside
the star we can have a CJ point. Fig [[ shows the variation of the ratio of the velocity of
downstream matter over the local velocity of sound as a function of radius for both GR SL
and TL strong shocks at CJ point. As the ratio never reaches the value of 1, we can interpret

that the 4-velocity of downstream matter never reaches sonic speed anywhere inside the star
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FIG. 4. The plot of pressure vs. radius of an NS corresponding to HM EoS for upstream matter

(Green) and QM EoS for downstream matter (Black) is shown in the figure.

for both SL and TL shocks.

C. Combustion through shock waves

Among many problems where the GR shock treatment is necessary, one of them is the
shock-induced PT in NSs. As already stated, we assume that as the shock wave moves from
the centre of the star to the surface, it is accompanied by a combustion (or phase transition)
front, which converts HM to QM [68-70]. The initial or upstream matter is assumed to be
HM, and the final or downstream burnt matter is QM. Therefore, in this work, we study a
process at the centre of an NS where HM is undergoing a deconfinement to QM due to the
shock-induced burning.

In the present work, we focus only on GRSL CA and study the combustion of NS to
hybrid star (HS) (the SR study has been done earlier |31, [71]). We study mainly SL shock
because of the fact that in most astrophysical scenarios, the shock waves are considered
to be SL. For TL shocks, the matter velocities sometimes become superluminous, which

sometimes are interpreted as nonphysical in many scenarios. However, we have shown plots

of GR TL shocks in the Appendix.
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FIG. 5. The plot of the metric potentials vs. radius corresponding to an HS is shown. The temporal

component is marked with green, and the radial component is marked with black.

In our previous paper, SR CA was used to predict and constrain the maximum mass
of the daughter HS which results from the combustion of parent NS []. In the present
work, we extend the study and include GR corrections. The initial state or the upstream
quantities are the input (here, the HM EoS). Also, the final EoS of the burnt or downstream
state is also known (the QM EoS). The CA is used to calculate the corresponding state
in the downstream matter for a given initial state. As the EoS is different, the upstream
and downstream points lie on different curves. We plot the curves for the HM and its
corresponding QM in the X — p (chemical potential per particle versus pressure) plane (fig
[). The initial point lies in the green HM curve, and for a given initial state, and solving
the CA equation, we obtain a point lying in the burnt QM (red curve). The range of the
downstream curve for the GR case is significantly larger than the SR case, which signifies
that more final states are available for the GR shock. Also, initially, the slope of the RL is
larger for the SR shocks. The slope of the RL gives information about the change in pressure

and density across the combustion front.

It is also helpful to plot how the pressure of the burnt matter varies with number density
as we continuously change the initial state (HM). The green curve represents the HM curve

in fig[@ As we change the initial state, the final state also changes smoothly, as shown by
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FIG. 7. Velocity as a function of radius for the downstream matter at CJ point is plotted for
both GRSL (Black), and GRTL (Green) shocks. The plot shows that near the core of the star,
4-velocity at CJ point for GRSL shock is more than that of GRTL shock; as we go towards the
surface, GRTL 4-velocity exceeds; however, near the crust, GRSL 4-velocity remains finite whereas

GRTL 4-velocity becomes imaginary or zero at CJ point.
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FIG. 8. GR CA (SL) and SR CA (p versus X) curve show HM EoS (green-solid line with circle) with
their corresponding burnt state QM (red-star). The red dot on QM EoS indicates the maximum
pressure value corresponding to the orange dot on HM EoS. The arrows indicate the jump from
HM EoS to its burnt state, and as the pressure becomes higher, the arrows indicate the retracing

nature of the QM curves.

the red curve (QM). We find that as the density and pressure of the initial state increase,
first the density and pressure of the final state also increase for GRSL shocks; however,
after a density of 0.6 fm~2 there is a small maximum after which the curve flattens out,
and the pressure remains almost constant even if the density increases. For comparison, we
have also plotted curves for SR shocks in the same figure. For SR shock, the curve attains
its maximum early around 0.5 fm™, and then the pressure starts decreasing as density
increases. Maxima of both the curves occurs at the same pressure but at different density

values.

Once we know the pressure variation with density in the downstream matter, we can
now solve the TOV equation along with the shock condition to generate stars that have
undergone PT. We assume that PT happens only when the central density of the star is
greater than the critical density for PT to occur. Therefore, for small stars where the central
density is less than the critical density, PT does not take place, and we only have NSs. For

relatively heavier stars where the central density is greater than the critical density, we have
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FIG. 9. Pressure (p) as a function of baryon density (n) for HM (a-EoS) and their corresponding
downstream QM (b-EoS) curves are shown in the figure. The burnt matter pressure first rises and

then decreases, cutting their corresponding HM pressure curve at a particular n.

stars where combustion stars at the centre and happens till the point where the density
is greater than the critical density. Therefore, we have an HS whose core is QM and is

surrounded by a hadronic outer surface.

The mass-radius diagram gives the sequences of the star’s masses with their corresponding
radius and is shown in fig [0 It also gives the maximum mass that can be attained for a
given EoS. The solid green curve gives the mass-radius sequence of the NS (governed by
HM EoS). The maximum mass it can reach is about 2.42 M, corresponding to a radius of
about 11.7 km. The mass-radius sequence of the HS is shown with a red curve which has a
maximum mass of 2.08 M corresponding to a radius of about 11.8 km. In this calculation,
we have assumed that the HS is obtained from the parent NS due to PT of the core (where
HM is converted to QM following the GR shock conditions). If we plot the mass-radius
sequence of an HS obtained by solving the TOV equation for QM EoS (without shock-
induced PT scenario), the maximum mass for the given EoS is about 2.08 M. For the
particular choice of EoS, the calculations from GRSL CA gives the maximum mass of phase
transitioned HS of about 2.08 M, which agrees well with the maximum mass obtained from

plotting the HS EoS (without solving the CA equation). It is clear from the figure that the
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FIG. 10. Mass-Radius relations for NS and HS are plotted in the figure. Arrow indicates the

maximum mass of phase transitioned HS combusted from an NS for GR and SR SL shocks.

initial mass of NS is smaller than the daughter star mass for the SR case, which implies
that for combustion to happen, we need an external source of energy. However, for the GR
calculation, the initial star mass is slightly greater than the final daughter star mass, which
is more likely to happen.

The matter velocities across the front are a valuable tool for understanding the properties
of shock-induced combustion. Combustion can be either detonation (fast burning where
the combustion and the shock front almost coincide) or deflagration (slow burning). If
the velocity of the burned matter is larger than unburnt matter, then PT corresponds to
the detonation, whereas if its speed is lower than unburnt matter, then PT resembles the

deflagration or slow combustion. This is expressed as

Uupstream > Vdownstream = Deflagration

Uupstream < Vdownstream = Detonatzon

In fig [II] we have shown how the upstream and downstream matter velocities vary with
density during the combustion process. For low mass stars (whose central density is small),
downstream matter velocity is larger than upstream velocity, indicating detonation. How-
ever, combustion is not instantaneous. However, for massive stars at the centre the combus-

tion is almost instantaneous as the downstream matter velocity is very large. As it travels
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FIG. 11. The upstream (v,) for HM EoS (green-circle) and downstream (vp) for QM EoS (red-star)
velocities are shown as a function of number density (n) for GRSL shocks. vy is seen to be greater
than v, implying a detonation process. However, both velocities are subluminal in a low-density
regime, but as density increases, the downstream matter velocity becomes superluminal, whereas

the upstream velocity tends to zero, indicating a very fast combustion process.

to low densities (outer region of the star), it attains a finite velocity. With GR calculation,

the conversion process always remains a detonation, as seen from the figure.

In astrophysical scenarios, the matter velocities are usually SR. In the above discussion,
we have only considered SL shocks, and even with it, we have encountered some density
range where the downstream matter velocity becomes superluminous. Sometimes superlu-
minous velocity arises only as a mathematical solution; however, it can even be interpreted
as an instantaneous process. There can even be situations where the matter velocities
become imaginary and non-physical [38, [72]. Starting with a given initial state and solving
for the final state, one can categorize different physical and non-physical regions in an € — p
diagram, depending on the matter velocities. From eqn and [I7, the condition under
which matter velocities reach the velocity of light (v = ¢ = 1) for the GRSL shocks can be

determined.
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a) condition for v, ~ 1 is

- hy + hy + hs + hy
P (2 T B (A2 (pa + @) + Biler — €0))

b) and the condition for v, ~ 1 is

k((A2B) Byw, + ALB1 Byey) — (pq + €,) A3 B2 Ay)
A3B) (A B, — kAyB,)
kA, B} Ale,
~ A3B, (A B, — kA3 B,)

Do =

where,

hy — A9 B2y

hy = A3Ble,(€a — )

hs = A1 A5pa(pa + €)

hy = AZALBE (pa(ey — 2€4) — €46s)
k = 1.00001

and the condition for which the matter velocities become imaginary for GR SL shocks

are (same for both v, and wy)

€, < 6 & ngg > A‘ll(2a11 + ’UJ?IA%)
or

€0 > 6 & wiAS < A}(2ay; + w?AD)

Similarly, for GR TL shocks the luminous velocity condition is given as

a) the condition for v, ~ 1 becomes

B AZ(A3G1 + AG3)
A} (AiCe + A'GA + AIBIGS + A3Bi"p.)

Do

b) and the condition for v, ~ 1 becomes

_ hA% [A%(B%Eb + nga - B22€a) B A%B%pa]
= A2(AZBE — AZBY)
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where,

Gl = (Ar'e,” + 2A1B}paca + Bi'pa”)

G2 = (—B?paey + Bicse, — Bapa® — 2B2pacq — Bae,?)
G3 = —A*e,ep + A%GQ + Bi'paes

G4 = —(Ade, — 2Ble)

G5 = (—A3p, + Aje. + Bie,)

h = Constant.
and imaginary velocity condition is

Aopa < Aipy & a9 > bay
or

Aopa > Aipy & a9 < bag.

In fig 12 we have plotted the range for which matter velocities are subluminous, super-
luminous, and completely imaginary for the SL. GR shocks. The solid black line indicates
the boundary of causality [73, [74]. The region below it is causally connected. The solid
green and red line marks the boundary for v, and v, to luminal simultaneously in the GR
SL case. Once we know the boundary, we can mark the region of subluminal (Region B,
C, and D), superluminal (region A), and forbidden (complex) velocities. We have drawn a

similar figure for TL GR shocks where the different marked regions are shown (Appendix).

VI. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have studied the different properties of GR shock jump conditions. We
started with the given hydrodynamic equations for fluid, and from there, we first derived
the GR jump conditions for SL and TL shocks. From the jump conditions, we have further
derived the TA/CA conditions. We found that the matter velocities across the discontinuity
for SL and TL shocks are not inversely related (as was the case for SR shocks).

Once the jump conditions and CA are derived, we then analyze the situation when the
discontinuity is not very large. For the SR case, we found that it refers to the condition of

the isentropic process. We did a similar calculation for GR shocks; however, to analyze weak
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FIG. 12. Final allowed states p versus e diagrams are shown for shock-induced phase transition
for a particular initial state (e,,ps) for GRSL shocks. The black line shows the causality line.
The dark red and dark green curve shows the luminal condition for downstream and upstream
velocity, respectively. Region A indicates the superluminal velocity of downstream matter favoring
the detonation process, while in Region B, C, and D, both upstream and downstream velocities
are subluminal, whereas Region F is forbidden in which both upstream and downstream matter
velocities becomes imaginary. Region C and D also favor the detonation process, but Region B

supports the deflagration process.

shocks in GR, we also required information about the metric potentials. To obtain the metric
potential, we choose our system to be an NS. With the condition for small discontinuity, we
found that it refers to an isentropic process even for GR shocks in an NS. We then discussed
general shock waves and checked whether, at CJ point, the velocity of downstream matter
becomes equal to the speed of sound locally. For the SR SL shock, the condition holds;
however, for SR TL shocks, it fails but is just (1/1 — c2). For the NS system, we checked
whether anywhere in the star for GR shocks at CJ point; the downstream matter becomes
equal to the speed of sound locally. However, such a point is not found for the GR shocks.

The downstream matter 4-velocity is always less than 4-velocity of sound in the star.

Next, we checked how GR calculation differs from the SR calculation if we are to treat

the PT happening from HM to QM as shock-induced combustion. We have discussed results
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only for the SL shocks as they are more common in astrophysical scenarios. We found that
combustion adiabat has a much wider range for GR shocks than for SR shocks. However,
the maximum pressure attained by both remains the same. This means that the maximum
mass of the phase transformed daughter QS for both GR and SR calculation remains the
same. However, for SR shocks for the combustion to happen, one needs some external source
as the process is endothermic. For the GR shock, the combustion process is exothermic and
therefore is much more likely. We found that for GR shocks, the combustion process is always
a detonation, and at high density, it is almost instantaneous. We also found that for GR
shocks for a given initial state, there can be regions in the star where the matter velocities
can be superluminous, and there are even regions where such combustion is forbidden.
Therefore, to treat astrophysical shock problems kinematically, one needs to have GR
jump condition and CA equation. GR calculation provides a much more robust and physical
picture. There are many future astrophysical problems that can be addressed with our
formalism of GR shocks. A possible extension would be to study oblique shock, and then
from there, one can calculate the particle acceleration due to shocks. Most of the particle
acceleration calculation involves relativistic and non-relativistic formalism; however, as clear

from our analysis, more robust results can be expected from GR analysis.
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Appendix A

Plots showing the results of GR TL shocks under same initial conditions for GR SL shocks

discussed in the main text. The plots are done with same HM and QM EoSs as done in the

mailn text.
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FIG. 13. Pressure (p) as a function of baryon density (n) for HM (a-EoS) and their corresponding
downstream QM (b-EoS) curves are shown in the figure for GR TL shock. The burnt matter

pressure first rises and then decreases, giving us a maximum QM pressure.
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FIG. 14. The upstream (v,) for HM EoS (green-circle) and downstream (v,) for QM EoS (red-
star) velocities are shown as a function of number density (n) for GR TL shocks. w is seen to
be greater than v, implying a detonation process. However, both velocities are superluminal in a
low-density regime, but as density increases and crosses a particular density value, the downstream

and upstream matter velocity becomes equal as well as subluminal for a small density range.
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FIG. 15. Mass-Radius relations for NS and HS are plotted in the figure. Arrow indicates the
maximum mass of phase transitioned HS combusted from an NS for GR TL shock corresponding

to the maximum quark pressure obtained from the fig
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FIG. 16. Final allowed states in the p versus € diagrams are shown for shock-induced phase transi-
tion for a particular initial state (eq,p,) for GR TL shocks. The black line shows the causality line.
The dark red and dark green curve shows the luminal condition for downstream and upstream
velocity, respectively. Region A and B indicate the subluminal velocity of downstream matter
favoring detonation and deflagration process, respectively. In Region C, both upstream and down-
stream velocities are superluminal, whereas Region F is forbidden in which both upstream and

downstream matter velocities becomes imaginary.
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