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Abstract
Double-barred galaxies exhibit sub-kpc secondary stellar bars that are crucial for channel-
ing gases towards a central massive object (CMO) such as a supermassive black hole or a
nuclear star cluster. Recent N -body simulations have uncovered a novel galaxy evolution sce-
nario wherein the mass of the CMO increases owing to the secondary bar, resulting in the
eventual destruction of the latter. Consequently, the CMO mass growth halts, thus suggest-
ing a maximum CMO mass of ≈ 10−3 of the stellar mass of the galaxy. This study focused
on backbone orbit families, particularly double-frequency orbits, within double-barred galaxies.
Consequently, the dynamic influence of a CMO on these orbits was investigated. The results
of the study revealed the emergence of a new orbital resonance within the central region of
the galaxy upon the introduction of a CMO. Orbits subjected to this resonance become chaotic
and fail to support the secondary bar, ultimately resulting in the destruction of the entire struc-
ture. This is partly because of the inability of the secondary bar to obtain support from the
newly generated orbit families following the appearance of resonance. Through the estima-
tion of the condition of secondary bar destruction in realistic double-bar galaxies with varying
pattern speeds, the results of the study established that such destruction occurred when the
CMO mass reached ≈ 10−3 of the galaxy mass. Furthermore, a physical explanation of the
galaxy evolution scenario was provided, thereby elucidating the interaction between the CMO
and the secondary bar. The understanding of the co-evolution of the secondary bar and the
CMO, based on stellar orbital motion, is a crucial step towards future observational studies of
stars within the bulge of the Milky Way.

Key words: galaxies: active – galaxies: nuclei – galaxies: kinematics and dynamics – Galaxy: bulge –
methods: numerical

1 Introduction

Numerous galaxies contain a supermassive black hole

(SMBH) and/or nuclear star cluster (NSC) at their core.

The instances of co-existing SMBHs and NSCs within

a galaxy have been extensively documented (Seth et al.

2008). The mass of an SMBH is typically in the range 106–

109 M⊙. Further, the masses exhibit correlations with the
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properties of the elliptical or classical bulges of their host

galaxies (Kormendy & Ho 2013). NSCs, which are com-

pact stellar systems with effective radii of approximately 3

pc and masses of approximately 105–108 M⊙, also display

scaling relationships with their host galaxies (Neumayer,

Seth & Böker 2020). The presence of these scaling rela-

tions between “central massive objects” (CMOs).

Galaxy mergers are hypothesized to generate the ob-

served CMO–host galaxy correlations (Di Matteo et al.

2008; Antonini et al. 2012). However, disc galaxies with

pseudo-bulges, such as the Milky Way, which are pre-

dominantly formed via merger-free processes, also harbor

SMBHs and NSCs (Greene, Strader & Ho 2020; Neumayer,

Seth & Böker 2020). This finding implies that substantial

CMO growth may be driven primarily by merger-free in-

ternal (secular) processes (Simmons, Smethurst & Lintott

2017; Martin et al. 2018). This study focused on the mass

assembly mechanism of CMOs owing to gas inflow within

a disc galaxy.

Non-axisymmetric galactic structures, such as bars and

spiral arms, possess kpc-scale dimensions and alter the an-

gular momentum of the gas in a galactic disc. This results

in gas inflow into the central sub-kpc regions of the galax-

ies (Athanassoula 1992; Regan & Teuben 2003; Li, Shen &

Kim 2015; Sormani et al. 2018; Baba & Kawata 2020; Tress

et al. 2020). However, the gas reaches the central sub-kpc

regions and forms nuclear rings approximately 100 pc from

the center because of the decreased efficiency of the large-

scale torques attributed to bars/spirals. Within the 10

pc scale surrounding the CMO, various angular momen-

tum transfer mechanisms that are not related to galac-

tic gravity fields have been proposed. These include ra-

diative drag from the accretion disc around the SMBH

or supernova-driven turbulence in a circumnuclear disc

(Wada, Meurer & Norman 2002; Kawakatu & Umemura

2002; Izumi, Kawakatu & Kohno 2016). Consequently, nu-

merous models have introduced non-axisymmetric gravita-

tional structures to facilitate the continuous transportation

of gas to smaller radii (Hopkins & Quataert 2010).

A short secondary bar, with a general radius of less

than 1 kpc, is a pervasive structure observed in 25–40% of

local barred galaxies (Erwin & Sparke 2002; Laine et al.

2002). Such systems are known as double- or nested-

barred systems. Numerical simulations suggest that short

secondary bars are induced by various instabilities in the

central sub-kpc regions of barred galaxies, with secondary

and primary bars dynamically decoupled from each other

(Friedli & Martinet 1993; Heller, Shlosman & Englmaier

2001; Rautiainen, Salo & Laurikainen 2002; Debattista &

Shen 2007; Wozniak 2015). In the potential of two inde-

pendently rotating bars, there exists a supporting orbit

family whose self-consistency with the underlying double-

barred potentials primarily is dependent on the ratio of

the pattern speeds of the primary and secondary bars

(Maciejewski & Sparke 2000; Maciejewski & Athanassoula

2008). In this context, a short secondary bar is a promis-

ing candidate for driving the gas inflow into the center

and ensuring efficient feeding of the CMOs (Shlosman,

Frank & Begelman 1989; Englmaier & Shlosman 2004;

Namekata et al. 2009). There is observational evidence

of gas inflow in double-barred galaxies; for example, in

NGC6946 (Schinnerer et al. 2006; Schinnerer et al. 2007).

Nevertheless, CMO growth owing to gas inflow driven by

the secondary bar can affect the supporting orbits of the

secondary bar itself.

Du et al. (2017) conducted a pioneering study that in-

vestigated the co-evolution of the short secondary bar and

CMO through self-consistent N -body simulations. They

executed N -body simulations of disc galaxy models com-

posed of a stellar disc embedded in a dark matter halo.

The aim was to spontaneously generate a double-bar struc-

ture (Du, Shen & Debattista 2015). Subsequently, they

introduced a CMO mass increase attributed to the gas in-

flow. They posited that the secondary bar was destroyed

when the CMO mass (MCMO) reached ≈ 5×10−5–2×10−3

of the galaxy stellar mass (M∗). This implies the ex-

istence of a “self-destruct” mechanism wherein the sec-

ondary bar transports gas and promotes CMO mass gain.

However, when MCMO/M∗ reaches ≈ 10−3, the destruc-

tion of the secondary bar stops the gas supply and conse-

quently, the CMO’s mass gain. Du et al. (2017) suggested

that such a self-destruct scenario can explain the observed

relationship between the lack of the secondary bar and

MCMO/M∗ ≈ 10−3.

Furthermore, Guo et al. (2020) analyzed their N -body

simulations to examine the dynamic evolution of a sec-

ondary bar destroyed by CMO growth. The results demon-

strated that the secondary bar can transform into a classi-

cal bulge. This presents a novel channel for classical bulge

formation, as classical bulges are assumed to be formed via

violent dynamical effects such as galaxy mergers (Toomre

1977; Brooks & Christensen 2016) or massive clump insta-

bilities in high-z disks (Bournaud 2016). Consequently, a

new formation pathway was proposed, wherein classical

bulges were formed through the destruction of the sec-

ondary bar. However, the physical mechanisms of sec-

ondary bars’ self-destruction and subsequent transforma-

tion into classical bulges remain unclear.

In this study, we aimed to provide a physical interpre-

tation of the dynamic effects of CMOs on orbits within a

double-barred galaxy. We focused on the backbone orbits

supporting a double-barred galaxy and explored changes in
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the nature of these supporting orbits with the mass of the

CMO. These supporting orbits were multiperiodic orbits,

referred to as loops, which were proposed by Maciejewski

& Sparke (1997); Maciejewski & Sparke (2000). We em-

phasize that this study is not aimed at constructing a self-

consistent model but rather to investigate the changes in

the parent orbits (i.e., stable loops) of a double-barred

galaxy with variation in the CMO mass.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows.

Section 2 describes the galaxy model and analysis methods

for examining the orbital properties. Section 3 presents the

results. The CMO growth was found to generate new or-

bital resonances in the secondary bar region, which signif-

icantly increased the chaos in the supporting orbits of the

secondary bar. This result extends the results of a previ-

ous study on supporting orbits in double bars (Maciejewski

& Sparke 2000), and provides a physical explanation for

the findings recently suggested by N -body simulations (Du

et al. 2017; Guo et al. 2020). Section 4 presents a discussion

on the dependence of the CMO-to-galaxy stellar mass ra-

tio on the bar-pattern speed. Finally, Section 5 concludes

the paper.

2 Methods and Models

This section presents the gravitational potential of a

double-barred galaxy. Further, the concept of loops and

a method for determining the initial conditions required

for a particle to form a loop are described.

2.1 Galaxy model

The galaxy model adopted in this study is based on Model

2 used in Maciejewski & Sparke (2000). The components

were a spheroid (i.e., stellar bulge + dark matter halo), a

stellar disc, and two stellar bars; their respective density

distributions are described below. For the bulge and halo

components, we adopted the following density distribution

of the modified Hubble profile:

ρ(r) = ρb

(
1+

r2

r2b

)−1.5

, (1)

where r2 = x2+y2+z2, rb is the scale length of the bulge,

and ρb is the central density. The disc component adopted

the surface density distribution of the Kuzmin–Toomre

model.

Σ(R) = Σd,0

(
1+

R2

R2
d

)−1.5

, (2)

where R2 = x2 + y2, Σd,0 is the central surface density

and Rd is the scale length of the disc. The potentials of

both the density distributions can be calculated analyti-

cally (Binney & Tremaine 2008).

For the two-bar components, the density distribution of

the prolate Ferrers ellipsoid is assumed to be

ρ(x,y,z) =

{
ρ0
(
1−m2

)n
if m< 1,

0 otherwise,
(3)

where m2 = x2/a2 + y2/b2 + z2/c2 and ρ0 represents the

central density with n = 2. The gravitational potential

and acceleration of the Ferrers ellipsoid cannot be deter-

mined analytically from the above density distribution.

This study employed the polynomial expansion approxi-

mation of Pfenniger (1984) to calculate the gravitational

potential and accelerations of n=2 Ferrers ellipsoids1. The

numerical values for each parameter are summarised in

Table 1. The circular velocity curve (Vcir) is shown in

Figure 1.

Figure 2 shows the angular velocity curves (Ω; dashed

line) and Ω− κ/2 (dotted line) of the M0 model. Here,

Ω ≡ Vcirc/R and κ are the angular and radial epicyclic

frequencies, respectively, which are evaluated from the ax-

isymmetric gravitational potential of the galaxy (Binney

& Tremaine 2008). Further, Ωp and Ωs denote the pattern

speeds of the primary and secondary bars, respectively.

As evident, the primary bar has two inner Lindblad res-

onances (ILRs) at approximately 0.15 and 2.3 kpc, and

a co-rotation (CR) resonance at approximately 2.2 kpc.

Further, the secondary bar has no ILR but a CR at ap-

proximately 2.2 kpc. These resonance radii changed in the

presence of CMC (see Section 2.2).

2.2 Central Massive Objects

To investigate the dynamic effects of CMOs in orbits with

double bars, we introduced a fixed CMO in a double-barred

potential. For simplicity, following previous studies (Shen

& Sellwood 2004; Du et al. 2017), we modeled the gravi-

tational potential of the CMO as a Plummer sphere:

ΦCMO(r) =− GMCMO√
r2 + ϵ2CMO

, (4)

where MCMO and ϵCMO are the mass and scale lengths of

CMO, respectively.

The mass of the CMO is an interesting parameter in

the interaction between CMO and the secondary bar from

N -body simulations studied by Du et al. (2017) and Guo

et al. (2020). In this study, we introduced the MCMO = 0,

106M⊙, 10
7M⊙, and 108M⊙ cases as models, because we

considered that CMO increased its mass because of the ac-

tion of the secondary bar and other factors. Expressed as a

1 The original equations in Pfenniger (1984) include certain typos. We fixed
these by following Olle & Pfenniger (1998).
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Fig. 1. Circular velocity curves along the major axis (top) and minor axis
(bottom) of the primary bar of the M0 model. The major axis of the secondary
bar is aligned with the major axis of the primary bar. The solid, dashed, and
dotted lines represent the axisymmetric component (bulge + disc), primary
bar, and secondary bar, respectively.

Table 1. Summary of parameters of the Maciejewski & Sparke

(2000) galaxy model. In the Ferrers ellipsoid parameter ρ0, a, b,

and c, the ‘p’ subscript corresponds to the primary bar and the ‘s’

subscript corresponds to the secondary bar.
Disc parameters

Rd 14.1 kpc

Σd,0 1.83 M⊙ kpc−2

Spheroid parameters

ρb 4.6×1010 M⊙ kpc−3

rb 0.3 kpc

Primary bar parameters

ρ0,p 0.0986 M⊙ pc−3

ap 6 kpc

bp 2.28 kpc

cp 0.6 kpc

Ωp 36 km s−1kpc−1

Secondary bar parameters

ρ0,s 0.274 M⊙ pc−3

as 2.4 kpc

bs 1.2 kpc

cs 0.57 kpc

Ωs 110 km s−1kpc−1

Fig. 2. Angular frequency curve of the inner region of the M0 model. The
dashed and dotted lines indicate the angular frequency curves of Ω and
Ω−κ/2, respectively. The two horizontal lines indicate the pattern speeds of
the primary (Ωp) and secondary (Ωs) bars. The black circle at approximately
2.2 kpc is the location of the corotation resonance of the secondary bar,
CR(s). The cross at approximately 2.3 kpc represents the location of the
outer ILR of the primary bar, oILR(p).

ratio of the galaxy mass, the ratios are MCMO/Mgalaxy ≈0,

10−5, 10−4, and 10−3. Because ϵCMO controls the com-

pactness of the CMO, we used ϵCMO = 10 pc to mimic a

compact CMO such as SMBH and NSC. The parameters

of the CMOs used in this study are summarised in Table

2.

Figure 3 shows Ω− κ/2 as a function of R for each

model, with the horizontal lines representing Ωp and Ωs.

The intersection of these lines and curves indicated the ra-

dius of the ILR. Open circles and triangles denote the lo-

cations of the inner ILR of the primary bar, iILR(p), and

inner inner ILR of the primary bar, iiILR(p), respectively,

whereas open squares indicate the location of the ILR of

the secondary bar, ILR(s). As evident, the increase in the

mass of the CMO significantly affected the axisymmetric

gravitational field of the galaxy, resulting in changes in

Ω−κ/2. Consequently, the location of the iILR(p) and the

appearance of new resonances are shifted. The location of

iILR(p) shifted inward and was situated at approximately

R=0.1 kpc in the M7 model, whereas it was located at ap-

proximately R= 0.14 kpc in the M0 and M6 models. The

M8 model lacked the iILR(p) but identified two new reso-

nances, the ILR(s) of the secondary bar and the iiILR(p)

of the primary bar, in the M6 and M7 models. In the M7

model, the locations of iILR(p) and iiILR(p) were nearly

identical, situated at approximately R = 0.1 kpc, and the

location of iiILR(p) shifts outwards compared with the M6

model. Finally, in the M8 model, the ILR(s) moved fur-

ther to approximately R=0.13 kpc, and both iiILR(p) and

iILR(p) disappeared.
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Fig. 3. Transition of the angular frequency curves with the increasing mass of CMO. The upper and lower horizontal lines indicate the pattern speed of the
secondary bar and Ωs, and that of the primary bar and Ωp, respectively. The dotted, dashed, single-dotted, and double-dotted lines represent Ω−κ/2 in the
M0, M6, M7, and M8 models, respectively. Open circles represent the inner ILR of the primary bar, iILR(p). Triangles represent the inner ILR of the primary
bar, iiILR(p). Squares represent the ILR of the secondary bar, ILR(s).

Table 2. Model names and corresponding CMO masses, along

with the values normalized by galaxy mass. Note that the M0

model has no CMO.

Model MCMO MCMO/Mgalaxy

M0 0 M⊙ 0

M6 106 M⊙ 10−5

M7 107 M⊙ 10−4

M8 108 M⊙ 10−3

2.3 Multiperiodic orbits: loops

This study focused on multiperiodic orbits to support

the time-dependent gravitational potential of a two-

dimensional (2D) double-barred galaxy, as invoked by

Maciejewski & Sparke (1997); Maciejewski & Sparke

(2000). Before explaining these supporting orbits, we re-

view orbital families in a rigidly rotating single bar. A

rigidly rotating single-bar potential comprises two main

families of stable periodic orbits: x1 and x2 (Contopoulos

& Papayannopoulos 1980; Athanassoula et al. 1983). In

general, periodic orbits always move along the same curve

(i.e., closed orbits). If they are stable, they form back-

bones of a steady potential; the nearby orbits are trapped

around them (Binney & Tremaine 2008). Stable periodic

orbitals are referred to as parent orbits. The stable peri-

odic orbits in a single-bar potential, that is, the x1 orbital

family, comprise orbits elongated in the direction of the

bar major axis, whereas the x2 orbital family comprises

orbits elongated perpendicular to the major axis. In the

self-consistent single bar, most stars are in orbits trapped

around the x1 family (Sparke & Sellwood 1987; Pfenniger

& Friedli 1991). Hence, the x1 family constitutes the pri-

mary backbone of the orbital structure of a rigidly rotating

single bar.

However, if a gravitational potential has a double bar,

it pulsates with a ωp = 2 (Ωs −Ωp) frequency in a sys-

tem where one bar is fixed (the factor of two is because

of bisymmetry). Hence, in general, orbits in a double-

barred potential lack a conserved integral of motion and

are not closed in any rotating frame of reference. Instead,

stars are often assumed to be chaotic, exploring large re-

gions of the phase space. However, Maciejewski & Sparke

(1997); Maciejewski & Sparke (2000) alluded that these

potentials admit families of regular multiperiodic orbits.

They postulated that these are closed curves, which, when

populated with stars moving in a double-bar potential,

return to their original positions every time the bars re-

turn to the same relative orientation. They referred to

these curves as “loops”. These are the double-frequency

orbits driven by two bars (Maciejewski & Athanassoula

2007). Stars trapped around these stable loops could form

the building blocks for a long-lived, double-barred galaxy

(Maciejewski & Athanassoula 2008), similar to the manner

in which stars are trapped near the x1 family in a single-

barred galaxy. Hence, the loops are generalizations of the

parent orbits in a single bar.

Figure 4 shows an example of a loop in the M0 model
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Fig. 4. Example of a loop in the M0 model. The x-axis is the major axis
direction of the primary bar, and the straight line is the major axis direction
of the secondary bar.

(i.e., no CMO) drawn by outputting stars when the relative

direction of the bar becomes a specific angle. Based on

the relative direction of the bar, the flatness of the closed

orbit and alignment of the axis with the secondary bar are

slightly different. However, the closed orbit rotates along

the gravitational potential of the secondary bar. Thus, the

loops shown in Figure 4 can be considered the building

block orbits of a self-consistent double-barred galaxy.

However, the self-consistency of loops is not always

guaranteed. In fact, Maciejewski & Sparke (2000) sug-

gested that a long-lived secondary bar may exist only when

a corotation resonance (CR) of the secondary bar, RCR(s)

is located near the ILR of the primary bar, RILR(p). This

condition was satisfied in our galaxy models (Figure 2).

2.4 Initial conditions and ring width

The ring width diagram method aims to determine the ini-

tial conditions required for a particle to form a ‘loop’ orbit

in a double-barred gravitational potential. Ring width (w)

is the radial width of the ring drawn by the orbit when the

orbit of a particle is calculated for a sufficiently long time

in a galaxy. Here, w of the loop orbit is very small, whereas

that of an orbit with large free oscillation to the loop orbit

is large.

To create the ring width map, we assumed that the

major axes of the two bars coincided at t = 0 and the

initial conditions for the particle were (x,y,z,vx, vy, vz) =

(0, yinit,0, vx,init,0,0), where yinit and vx,init are the initial

values of y and vx, respectively. The equations of motion

were integrated for 30 Gyr, and the positions and velocities

of the particles were recorded only when the major axes

of the primary and secondary bars were aligned using the

loop property.

To obtain w, we divided the ring into 40 parts, wherein

for each region, we considered the difference between

the far and near points, denoted as wi (i = 1, 2, ..., 40).

Subsequently, the average value of wi was obtained as fol-

lows:

w′ =

40∑
i=1

wi

40
. (5)

Furthermore, w′ can be normalized by the total time av-

erage rave of the particle r(t) = x2+y2. Consequently, the

ring width w can be obtained as

w =
w′

rave
. (6)

By following this procedure, the initial conditions re-

quired for a particle to form a loop orbit with a double-

barred gravitational potential can be determined.

3 Results
3.1 Ring width diagram and resonances

Figure 5 shows an examination of the ring-width diagrams

for each model, where the ring width (w) is represented

by gray colors derived from the initial conditions deter-

mined by the horizontal and vertical axes. In the ab-

sence of a CMO, our M0 model replicated the analysis

in Maciejewski & Sparke (2000). The model exhibited a

prominent outer arch and two inner islands, with the outer

arch corresponding to the x1 orbits of the primary bar and

the two inner islands corresponding to the x2 orbits of the

primary bar. However, for a double-bar system, the inner

arch exhibits a gap, which divides it into left and right

islands (Maciejewski & Sparke 2000), similar to our cal-

culations. In this case, they showed that the right- and

left-side islands comprised the x2p and x2s orbits, respec-

tively. Therefore, the loops supporting the primary bar

were the x1p and x2p orbits, and those supporting the sec-

ondary bar are the x1s and x2s orbits. This is because the

major axes of x1p and x2p orbits and the major axis of the

gravitational potential indicate that the primary bars are

consistently nearly coincident. Similarly, the major axes of

x1s and x2s orbits and the major axis of the gravitational

potential indicate that the secondary bar is always almost

coincident.

The introduction of a CMO into the model significantly

altered the structure of the ring-width diagrams. The ring-

width diagram of the M6 model is shown in the upper right

panel of Figure 5. Two additional “gaps” were observed in

the ring width distribution related to the x1s orbits owing

to the presence of the CMO, with these new distributions

tentatively named x′
1s and x′′

1s. With the increase in the

CMO mass in the M7 and M8 models (lower left panels

of Figure 5), these gaps shifted positions. Further, the x′′
1s
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Fig. 5. Ring width diagrams for models M0, M6, M7, and M8. The horizontal and vertical axes denote yinit and vx,init, respectively. The gray shades
indicate the ring width (w). The specific size of w in the trajectory derived from each initial condition is indicated through varying gray shades. Particles whose
initial conditions are indicated by the black region are considered stable owing to their small ring width. Conversely, those indicated by the white region are
considered unstable owing to their large ring width. The smaller the w, the more stable the initial conditions required to yield stable loops. Each black region
is labeled with the corresponding loop name. The dotted green and solid purple lines indicate the iso-Jacobi curves for ymax = 0.05 kpc and ymax = 0.1

kpc, respectively (for more details on ymax, refer to Section 3.2). Schematics for each ring width diagram are shown on the right. The names of loop orbits
corresponding to each region depicted in the ring width diagram are also displayed.

orbital region expanded, whereas the gaps between the x1s

and x′
1s orbits and the x′

1s orbits disappeared.

Through comparisons of the locations of the gaps with

the resonance radii, the presence and growth of the CMO

were found to substantially influence the orbital structures,

particularly in the inner regions. In the M0 model, iILR(p)

(open circle in Figure 3) corresponds to the break be-

tween the x1s and x2s orbits in the ring-width diagram

(approximately yinit = 0.1–0.2, vx,init = 100–300). In the

M6 model, ILR(s) and iiILR(p) (open squares and tri-

angles in Figure 3, respectively) correspond to the two

lower-left breaks in the ring-width diagram (approximately

yinit = 0.01–0.1, vx,init = 30–60 and approximately yinit =

0.01–0.04, vx,init = 10–30, respectively). In M7 model, the

outward shifts of ILR(s) and iiILR(p) (squares and tri-

angles in Figure 3, respectively) correspond to the move-

ment of the two gaps to the upper right of the ring-width

diagram (approximately yinit = 0.01–0.2, vx,init = 80–200,

and approximately yinit = 0.01–0.2, vx,init = 30–90, respec-

tively). The changes in the M8 model were more intricate:

the ILR(s) (open squares in Figure 3) corresponds to the

break between the x2s and x′′
1s orbits in the ring-width di-

agram (approximately yinit = 0.01–0.4, vx,init = 100–300).

Further, the disappearance of iiILR(p) corresponds to the

disappearance of the break in the ring-width diagram, and

the x2s orbital in the ring-width diagram is deformed be-

cause iILR(p) vanishes as well. Thus, the support on the

left side (approximately yinit = 0.05–0.1, vx,init = 200–400)

is lost. Hence, we conclude that the presence of a CMO

and its growth significantly influence the orbital structures,

particularly in the inner regions, owing to the alteration of

the resonances and contribution to the emergence of gaps

in the ring-width diagrams.

3.2 Orbital properties

As described in Section 3.1, we established the emergence

of new orbital resonances in double-barred galaxies with

a CMO, which resulted in significant dynamic shifts. To

further investigate the effect of these resonances on the

orbits, we analyze their properties, such as regularity or

chaos, using the surface of section (SOS).

The SOS, a powerful tool for orbit analysis, is con-

structed at any accessible Jacobi energy (Binney &

Tremaine 2008; Shen & Sellwood 2004). Using Cartesian

coordinates in the rotating frame of the secondary bar and
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Fig. 6. Poincare map created by the Jacobi integral of ymax = 0.05 kpc. The corresponding Jacobi integral is indicated by the dotted green lines in Figure 5.

Fig. 7. Same as Figure 6, but for ymax = 0.1 kpc. The corresponding Jacobi integral is indicated by the solid purple lines in Figure 5
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aligning the major axis of the secondary bar with the x-

axis, we recorded the values of (y,vy) for multiple orbits,

each having the same EJ,s and crossing the minor axis

(y-axis) as vx > 0. In this frame, the Jacobi energy of

a particle is expressed as EJ,s ≡ E −ΩsLz, where E and

Lz represent the energy and angular momentum around

the z-axis, respectively. The resulting (y,vy) SOS depicts

the particles moving within a limited 2D space, where the

maximum possible excursion (ymax) on the minor axis of

the secondary bar is determined by the given EJ,s.

Regular orbits that conserve another integral of motion

in addition to EJ,s, produce an invariant curve–a series of

points lying on a closed curve in the SOS. By contrast,

irregular chaotic orbits conserve only one integral of mo-

tion (i.e., EJ,s) and occupy a region in the SOS. Because

the double-frequency orbits, which serve as parent orbits

in double-barred galaxies, possess another conserved quan-

tity (Section 2.3), they are distributed in a one-dimensional

manner within the SOS. Our analysis enabled us to deter-

mine whether these orbit types are dominant at a given

Jacobi energy.

Figs. 6 and 7 show the SOSs with different EJ,s,

corresponding to ymax = 0.05 and 0.1 kpc, respectively.

According to our definition, the right- and left-sides of the

SOS are for forward and reverse rotation relative to the

bar rotation, respectively. Hereafter, we focus only on the

right-hand sides of the SOSs because it is known that the

x1 and x2 orbits (i.e., x2p and x2s), which are important

parent orbits of the bar, are in forward rotation with the

bar.

Our SOS analyses revealed a distinct “torus” structure,

representing one-dimensional invariant curves, in our M0,

M7, and M8 models at a ymax of 0.05 kpc (Figure 6). This

structure is less evident in the M6 model, primarily be-

cause the iso-Jacobi energy curve (dotted green lines in

Figure 5) intersects with gaps in the M6 model, as op-

posed to intersecting with the dark regions in the M0, M7,

and M8 models. Similarly, a distinct “torus” structure can

be observed in the M0, M6, and M8 models at ymax =0.05

kpc but not in the M7 model (Figure 7). This indicates

that the orbits within the loop were regular, whereas the

gaps or resonances in the ring width diagram contained

chaotic orbits.

In summary, these findings suggest that, with an in-

crease in the CMO mass, the regular orbits are gradually

disrupted from the center to the outer region owing to the

shifting resonance location. Once the resonance passed,

the CMO’s spherically symmetric potential resulted in the

formation of regular circular orbits that could not support

the bar structure in a double-barred galaxy.

3.3 Multiperiodic regular orbits

In this section, we analyze the multiperiodic regular orbits

or loops of each model. Figure 8 shows the loops that

uphold the secondary bars in each model. Figure 8 focuses

on the sub-kpc region at the center, where the major axis

of the secondary bar is the x-axis. The resonance radii of

the primary and secondary bars are marked with various

line patterns. In all cases, a lack of an orbital family at

these resonance locations and a transition to a different

orbital family on either side were observed.

In the M0 model, the x1s-orbital family is located inside

the inner ILR of the primary bar iILR(p), whereas the x2s-

orbital family is located in the outer part. The size of the

secondary bar is correlated with the area occupied by x2s,

where x1s occupies a significantly smaller area. Therefore,

the x2s-orbital family plays a significant role in maintaining

a secondary bar.

As discussed in Section 3.1, new orbital families x′
1s and

x′′
1s emerged within the x2s orbital family in the models

with a CMO. The x1s and x2s orbital families are presented

in the second row of Figure 8, x′
1s orbital family in the

third row, and x′′
1s orbital family in the bottom row. In

the M6 and M7 models, variations in the orbital families

related to the CMO occurred within the iILR(p), whereas

the x2s orbital family remained relatively unaffected by the

CMC. However, in the M8 model, the x′′
1s orbital family is

sufficiently developed to overlap with the region occupied

by the x2s orbital family.

We examined the inability of the secondary bar to gain

support from the newly formed x′′
1s-orbital family, which

contributes to its destruction. The x′′
1s orbital family with

its major axis perpendicular to that of the secondary bar

does not align with the structure of the secondary bar.

This is similar to the notion that the x2 orbital family

cannot provide consistent support for the bar in a single

bar model (Binney & Tremaine 2008). Therefore, we ex-

pect that the x′′
1s orbital family will not be able to uphold

a secondary bar as it becomes dominant. Briefly, the M8

model fails to maintain the secondary bar.

4 Discussion

4.1 Conditions for secondary bar destruction

In this section, the conditions that lead to secondary bar

destruction are explored. As discussed in the previous sec-

tions, it is postulated that the secondary bar disintegrates

when the x′′
1s region, owing to its intrusion into the x2s re-

gion, loses self-consistency. Based on the results presented

in Figure 8, in the M6–M7 models, where x′′
1s does not

extend into the x2s region, the progression from the in-
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Fig. 8. Examples of loops realized by each model. The figure illustrates the types of orbits that support the inner bar and are generated alongside the growth
of the CMO. These orbits correspond to the x1s, x2s, x′

1s, and x′′
1s classifications. The x-axis direction aligns with the major axes of the primary and secondary

bars. The first to fourth columns display the orbits of the M0, M6, M7, and M8 models, respectively. The first-row depicts all the x1s, x2s, x′
1s, and x′′

1s orbits.
The second-row illustrates only the x1s and x2s orbits, where in the M0, M6, and M7 models, the x2s orbits lie outside iILR(p) and the x1s orbits inside. In the
M8 model, only the x2s orbit exists. The third row outlines only the x′

1s orbit, which is non-existent in the M0 and M8 models. The fourth row sketches only the
x′′
1s orbit, which is absent in the M0 model. The solid red, single-dotted green, and double-dotted blue lines indicate iILR(p), iiILR(p), and ILR(s), respectively.
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Fig. 9. An enhanced version of Figure 3 with additional explanations. The filled star symbols represent the minima of Ω−κ/2, connected by an arrow. If the
minima exceeds the Ωp line, it is labeled as [(I) disappearance of the intersection]. The gray-shaded region on the right side of the iILR(p) in the M0 model is
referred to as the ’x2s orbital region of the M0 model’. The intrusion of ILR(s) into this region, indicated by a square, is defined as (II) [intrusion of ILR(s) into
the x2s orbital region].

nermost region is x′′
1s, ILR(s), iiILR(p), iILR(p), and x2s.

With the expansion of the CMO, the x′′
1s, ILR(s), and ii-

ILR(p) regions increase gradually. However, in the M7

model, the x′′
1s region remained small because of the min-

imal size of ILR(s). By contrast, in the M8 model, the

disappearance of iiILR(p) and iILR(p) facilitated the ex-

pansion of ILR(s), resulting in x′′
1s orbits extending their

region.

Conversely, a condition signifying that the secondary

bar has already broken is the relocation of ILR(s) into the

region previously occupied by x2s orbits. The radial ex-

pansion of ILR(s) prompts an enlargement of the x′′
1s-orbit

region, which already lost its self-consistency by the time it

entered the x2s region. Consequently, the encroachment of

ILR(s) into the x2s region is a strong indicator of secondary

bar disintegration.

This scenario is illustrated in Figure 9. We label the

first event (I) as the disappearance of the intersection and

the second event (II) as the intrusion of the ILR into the x2s

orbit region. Event (I) corresponds to the disappearance

of iiILR(p) and iILR(p) when the minimum value of the

rotation rate minus half the radial frequency (Ω− κ/2)

exceeded the pattern speed of the primary bar (Ωp). Event

(II) refers to the encroachment of ILR(s) and x′′
1s orbit

into the x2s orbit region as ILR(s) moved beyond the gray

zone in this figure. The conditions of the secondary bar

disruption can be inferred from these two events, which

occurred in conjunction with an increase in CMO mass,

occurring between events (I) and (II).

We estimated the MCMO/Mgalaxy ratio under the sec-

ondary bar destruction conditions. Given that Event (I)

aligned closely with the M7 model and Event (II) approx-

imated the M8 model, it is plausible to assume MCMO

at the time (I) is 107 M⊙ and MCMO at the time (II) is

108 M⊙. In this scenario, the timing of the secondary bar

disruption in our model aligns with a MCMO/Mgalaxy ra-

tio of approximately 10−3. This result is consistent with

the findings of N -body simulations in previous studies (Du

et al. 2017).

4.2 General conditions

We now focus on the more general conditions. The pre-

ceding discussion relies on the results derived under the

assumption of the pattern speeds applied in this study.

However, as suggested by the discussion thus far, the ef-

fect of the CMO is pivotal in determining the position of

the resonance radius, which is crucial for secondary bar

disruptions. Consequently, we explored the dependence

of the disruption conditions of the secondary bar on the

bar pattern speed. Henceforth, we discuss the relationship

between MCMO/Mgalaxy and bar pattern speeds.

Given that the secondary bar forms within the radius of

the outer ILR of the primary bar (RoILR(p)), the double bar

can coexist stably if the co-rotation radius of the secondary

bar (RCR(s)), which is approximately equivalent to the long

radius of the secondary bar, and is within RoILR(p). In

this scenario, RCR(s) ≤RoILR(p) holds true (Maciejewski &
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Fig. 10. Schematic illustrating the relationship between f(Ωp) derived from
the determination of Ωp. The procedures (a)-(c) correspond to eq.7: (a)
Intersection with Ω − κ/2 represents the outer ILR of the primary bar,
RoILR(p) (marked with a cross). (b) The CR radius of the secondary bar,
RCR(s) (marked with a filled circle), is obtained by imposing the condition
RCR(s) ≈ RoILR(p). (c) The pattern speed of the secondary bar, Ωs, can
be determined from RCR(s).

Fig. 11. Critical CMO mass for secondary bar disruption. The solid line
indicated the ratio of secondary and primary bar pattern speeds (Ωs/Ωp)
plotted against the primary bar pattern speed Ωp, which is derived from
Eq.(7). The dashed line corresponds to the normalized critical CMO mass,
Mcrit,I/Mgalaxy at event (I), while the dotted line denotes the normalized
critical CMO mass Mcrit,II/Mgalaxy at event (II), both against Ωp. Events
(I) and (II) refer to those defined in Section 4.1. The gray area between
(I) and (II) illustrates the range within which the secondary bar undergoes
disruption.

Athanassoula 2008; Maciejewski & Small 2010). From the

intersection of Ω−κ/2 and Ωp, RoILR(p) is determined, and

Ωs is set such that RCR(s) is equal (see Figure 10). If we

denote this process by f(x), the relationship is obtained as

Ωs = f(Ωp). (7)

The derived ratio Ωs/Ωp = f(Ωp)/Ωp is plotted in

Figure 11, yields a value in the range of 2.1–2.6, given

that 20 km s−1 kps−1<∼ Ωp
<∼60 km s−1 kps−1 (Aguerri,

Debattista & Corsini 2003; Rautiainen, Salo & Laurikainen

2008).

For double-bar galaxies satisfying eq.(7), we calcu-

lated the CMO masses at which Events (I) and (II) oc-

curred. The CMO masses where Events (I) and (II) oc-

curred are denoted as Mcrit,I and Mcrit,II, respectively.

Figure 11 shows Mcrit,I/Mgalaxy and Mcrit,II/Mgalaxy for

a given Ωp. A notable feature is that with increase in Ωp,

Mcrit,I/Mgalaxy and Mcrit,II/Mgalaxy increased slowly/blue.

As shown in Fig. 3, this is because the farther the line Ωp

moves upward, the larger the CMO mass must be to elim-

inate the intersection of Ω− κ/2 and Ωp. Similarly, the

more we move the line of Ωp, the more the intersection

point of Ω− κ/2 and Ωp shifts to the left in the figure.

Therefore, the mass of the CMO must be increased to slide

the intersection point into the region of iILR(p).

As shown in Figure 11, Event (I) occurred at

MCMO/Mgalaxy ≈ 10−4–10−3 and Event (II) occurred at

MCMO/Mgalaxy ≈ 10−3–10−2. As the secondary bar is pro-

jected to collapse between events (I) and (II), we can infer

that a realistic double bar collapses when MCMO/Mgalaxy

ranges As 10−4–10−2. This aligns with the results of Du

et al. (2017) and Guo et al. (2020), who postulated that

the secondary bar collapses when the CMO mass reaches

approximately 10−3 of the total stellar mass. Thus, we can

argue that this elucidates the mechanism of secondary bar

destruction through an increase in CMO mass.

5 Summary

This study investigated the stability of orbits support-

ing the double-bar configuration in galaxies by utilizing

a Plummer sphere model to represent a CMO that has un-

dergone mass growth owing to gas inflow. Previous studies

have primarily focused on the stability of these orbits based

on the pattern speed ratio between the primary and sec-

ondary bars. However, the results of this study revealed

the significant influence of the CMO on double-bar orbit

families, particularly when dividing the initial condition

region responsible for generating loop orbits on the reso-

nance map. The presence of the CMO altered the gravita-

tional field in the central region, resulting in the emergence
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of ILRs associated with both primary and secondary bars.

Consequently, certain double-bar orbit families could tran-

sition into unstable chaotic orbits.

This highlights the novel finding that the existence of

double-bar orbit groups is not solely determined by the re-

lationship between the outer and secondary bars; rather, it

is also influenced by factors such as the SMBH and other

CMO effects. Additionally, the stability of the double-bar

configuration is heavily reliant on the mass growth of the

CMO driven by the secondary bar through the gas inflow.

Our study provides a physical interpretation of the “sec-

ondary bar–SMBH coevolution” scenario based on previ-

ous N -body simulations, which encompasses the formation

of the secondary bar, gas inflow, SMBH growth, and subse-

quent destruction of the secondary bar (Du et al. 2017; Guo

et al. 2020).

Furthermore, we generalized the conditions for the de-

struction of the secondary bar. Based on our findings, we

propose that a secondary bar is likely to disintegrate when

MCMO/Mgalaxy falls within the range 10−4–10−2. This

estimation provides valuable insights into the dynamics

of double-barred galaxies, Further, it supports previous

research conducted by Du et al. (2017) and Guo et al.

(2020), which suggested that augmentation of the CMO

mass causes the disruption of double-bar structures. By

considering the CMO effects, we contribute to the under-

standing of the secondary bar–SMBH coevolution scenario

and shed light on the interplay between different compo-

nents in galactic systems.

Regarding the implications for the Milky Way galaxy,

the estimated range of destruction of the secondary bar

(MCMO/Mgalaxy ≈ 10−4–10−2) is of particular interest.

The Milky Way, with its primary pseudo-bulge formed

through the secular evolution of a large-scale stellar bar

(Shen et al. 2010), exhibits a CMO (SMBH+NSC) mass

of approximately 2–4× 107 M⊙ (Neumayer, Seth & Böker

2020), which corresponds to approximately <∼ 10−4 of the

total stellar mass of the Milky Way. This value is com-

parable to or slightly smaller than the critical value sug-

gested in our study and previous research (Du et al. 2017).

Therefore, the presence of a secondary bar in the Milky

Way galaxy is uncertain; if it exists, it may be in a state

of destruction. Observations of the number of red clump

stars in the galactic bulge region have suggested the exis-

tence of a secondary bar (Nishiyama et al. 2006; Gonzalez

et al. 2011); however, this evidence is still under debate

(Gerhard & Martinez-Valpuesta 2012; Fujii et al. 2019).

Thus, accurate measurements of the distances and veloc-

ities of stars in the Galactic nuclear bulge region are re-

quired to resolve this issue. Consequently, understanding

the coevolution of the secondary bar and CMO based on

stellar orbital motion, as demonstrated in our study, will

be an important step in future observational studies on

stars in the Galactic bulge.

Notably, our findings are based on test particle calcu-

lations and the utilization of a Plummer sphere model to

represent the CMO. Further investigations and observa-

tional studies are required to validate and expand upon

these results. Nevertheless, our research contributes to the

growing body of knowledge on the dynamics and stability

of double-bar configurations in galaxies.
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Neumayer N., Seth A., Böker T., 2020, A&AR, 28, 4

Nishiyama S. et al., 2006, ApJ, 638, 839

Olle M., Pfenniger D., 1998, A&A, 334, 829

Pfenniger D., 1984, A&A, 141, 171

Pfenniger D., Friedli D., 1991, A&A, 252, 75

Rautiainen P., Salo H., Laurikainen E., 2002, MNRAS, 337,

1233

Rautiainen P., Salo H., Laurikainen E., 2008, MNRAS, 388,

1803

Regan M. W., Teuben P., 2003, ApJ, 582, 723

Schinnerer E., Böker T., Emsellem E., Downes D., 2007, A&A,

462, L27
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