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A B ST R A C T

Fordyanm ic background m odelsofG oldreich & W eberand Lou & Cao,we exam ine
three-dim ensionalperturbation properties ofoscillations and instabilities in a gen-
eralpolytropic hom ologously collapsing stellar core ofa relativistically hot m edium
with a polytropic index  = 4=3.Perturbation behaviours,especially internalgravity
g� m odes,depend on the variation ofspeci�c entropy in the collapsing core.Am ong
possibleperturbations,weidentify acousticp� m odesand surfacef� m odesaswellas
internalgravity g+ � m odesand g� � m odes.Asin stellaroscillationsofa static star,
we de�ne g+ � and g� � m odesby the sign ofthe Brunt-V�ais�al�a buoyancy frequency
squared N 2 for a collapsing stellarcore.A new criterion forthe onsetofconvective
instabilitiesisestablished fora hom ologousstellarcorecollapse.W edem onstratethat
theglobalenergy criterion ofChandrasekharisinsu�cientto warrantthestability of
generalpolytropic equilibria.W e con�rm the acoustic p� m ode stability ofG oldreich
& W eber,even though theirp� m odeeigenvaluesappearin system aticerrors.Unstable
m odesinclude g� � m odesand su�ciently high-orderg +

� m odes,both corresponding
to convectivecoreinstabilities.Such instabilitiesoccurbeforethestellarcorebounce,
in contrastto instabilitiesin otherm odelsofsupernova (SN)explosions.The break-
down ofsphericalsym m etry happensearlierthan expected in num ericalsim ulations
so far.The form ation and m otion ofthe centralcom pactobjectarespeculated to be
m uch a�ected bysuch g� m odeinstabilities.Byestim atesoftypicalparam eters,unsta-
blelow-orderl= 1 g� m odesm ay produceinitialkicksofthecentralcom pactobject.
O therhigh-orderand high-degree unstable g� m odesm ay shred the nascentneutron
core into pieceswithoutan eventualcom pactrem nant(e.g.SN1987A).Form ation of
binary pulsarsand planetsaround neutron starsm ightoriginatefrom unstable l= 2
g� m odesand high-orderhigh-degreeg� m odes,respectively.

K ey w ords: hydrodynam ics| instabilities | stars:neutron | stars:oscillations
(including pulsations)| supernovae:general| waves

1 IN T R O D U C T IO N

Supernovae(SNe),hypernovaeand a few detected SNeasso-

ciated with long gam m a-ray bursts(G RBs)serve asim por-

tantcornerstonesofseveralm ajorbranchesin astrophysics

and cosm ology.Physicalm echanism sand outcom esforsuch

violent explosions ofm assive stars have been actively pur-

sued fordecades.Hydrodynam icsand m agnetohydrodynam -

ics(M HD )togetherwith sim plifyingapproxim ationsand in-

creasingly sophisticated m icrophysics have been invoked to

m odelvarious aspects ofSNe in both analytic treatm ents
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and num ericalsim ulations.As nuclear fuels eventually be-

com e insu�cient in the stellar core, the process of core-

collapse SNe signaling the dem ise of m assive progenitors

(e.g.red and blue giants)m ay be conceptually divided into

three stages ofcore collapse,rebound shock and neutrino

heating (e.g.Burrowsetal.1995;Janka & M �uller1996).

The fortuitous detection of neutrinos from SN1987A

(Hirata et al.1987;Bionta et al.1987;K oshiba 2009 pri-

vate com m unications),bolsters such a scenario fram ework

in partorasa whole.O pticalobservationsbefore SN1987A

revealed itsprogenitorasa blue giantstarin a m assrange

of� 16 � 22M� (e.g.Arnett et al.1989).At the tim e of

SN1987A explosion,twenty neutrinosin theenergy rangeof

� 6 � 39 M eV were intercepted within � 12 s,con�rm ing

http://arxiv.org/abs/0908.3225v1
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the occurrence ofneutronization.The tim escale ofneutrino

em issions was consistent with the prediction for neutrino

trapping insidean extrem ely densecollapsed core.Thetotal

neutrino ux wasconsistentwith energetic neutrinoscarry-

ing o� the binding energy during the core neutronization

(Chevalier 2009 private com m unications),even though no

signals ofa neutron star (e.g.a pulsar) or a black hole are

detected (M cCray 2009 private com m unications).

In spiteofextensiveresearch on analyticand num erical

studies ofSNe over severaldecades (e.g.G oldreich & W e-

ber1980 { G W hearafter;Yahil1983;Bruenn 1985;Bruenn

1989a,b;Herant et al.1995;Janka & M �uller 1995,1996;

Fryer & W arren 2002, 2004; Blondin,M ezzacappa & D e-

M arino 2003;Blondin & M ezzacappa 2006;Burrows et al.

2006,2007a,b;Lou & W ang 2006,2007;W ang & Lou 2007,

2008;Lou & Cao 2008;Hu & Lou 2009),a few m ajorissues

in the SN m odeldevelopm ent rem ain to be explored (see

Burrowsetal.2007 fora recentreview).Am ong thesetheo-

reticalchallenges,thedynam icsofcore-collapsestageinside

the progenitorand the possibility ofconvective instabilities

during thisphase are the m ain thrustofthispaper.

The sim plest hydrodynam ic m odelto describe a core

collapse isa one-dim ensionalradialcontraction with spher-

ical sym m etry under the self-gravity.In analytical m odel

analyses,approxim ationsto the equation ofstate (EoS)for

gas m edium are necessarily introduced.Itcan be shown in

statisticalm echanics(e.g.Huang1987)thatarelativistichot

Ferm igas with a tem perature m uch lower than the Ferm i

energy
1
can bem odelled by asim ple = 4=3polytropicEoS

with being thepolytropicindex (i.e.therestm assofa sin-

gle particle � the kinetic energy ofa particle � the Ferm i

energy).Thisapproxim ateEoS also gainssupportin num er-

icalsim ulations(e.g.Betheetal.1979;Hillebrandt,Nom oto

& W ol� 1984;Shen et al.1998).For instance,Bethe et al.

(1979)concluded thatastheneutrino trapping occurs,rela-

tivisticelectrons,high-energy photonsand neutrinosm ainly

contribute to the totalpressure within a collapsing stellar

core undergravity.Asnucleistartto \feel" each otherata

high density reaching up to � 2:7� 10
14
g cm

� 3
,thesti�ness

ofnuclearm atteradjuststhe polytropic index  to � 2:5.

There are two kindsofpolytropic approxim ations.O ne

isthe conventionalpolytropic EoS with P = ��

(P and �

arepressureand m assdensity,respectively)where�rem ains

constantin spaceand tim e.Theotherisageneralpolytropic

EoS where � rem ainsconstantalong stream lines,i.e.
„

@

@t
+ u � r

« „

P

�

«

= 0 ;

where u is the bulk ow velocity.The form er is actually a

specialcaseofthelatter,although wetreatthem separately.

Itiseasy to prove thatfora relativistic hotFerm igaswith

a tem perature m uch lower than the Ferm ienergy,the spe-

ci�c entropy ofthe m aterialisa function oflog(P=�

)(see

footnote 1).In other words,the form er EoS is interpreted

asa constantspeci�c entropy while the latterbearsa vari-

abledistribution ofspeci�centropy.Thelattergeneralpoly-

1 The Ferm ienergy is given by E F = [3h3�Ye=(4�m p)]
1=3c =

30(�14Ye)
1=3 M eV where Ye is the num ber of electrons per

baryon, h is the Planck constant, � is the m ass density, m p is

the proton m ass,c is the speed oflight,�14 is the m ass density

in unitof1014 g cm � 3.

tropic EoS obeysthe conservation ofspeci�c entropy along

stream lines.Thegasdynam icsinvolvesthecom petition be-

tween self-gravity and pressure gradientforce.Such m odels

give rise to various self-sim ilar solutions by which the ow

system partially loses its m em ory ofinitialand boundary

conditions(e.g.Larson 1969;Penston 1969;Shu 1977;Cheng

1978;G W ;Yahil1983;Suto & Silk 1988;Lou & Shen 2004;

Yu etal.2006;Lou & W ang 2006,2007;W ang & Lou 2007,

2008;Lou & Cao 2008;Hu & Lou 2009).For core-collapse

SNe,G W studied the hom ologous stellar core collapse ofa

 = 4=3 conventionalpolytropic gas.They concluded that

starting from a static core,ifthe pressure isreduced by no

m ore than � 2:9% ,the centralcore willevolve into a ho-

m ologously collapsing phase.Thisfraction ism uch lessthan

� 26% as indicated by Bethe et al. (1979). Yahil(1983)

extended G W analysis to  � 4=3 conventionalpolytropic

cases and noted the existence ofan outerenvelope m oving

inwards with a supersonic speed.O ne im portant di�erence

between G W and Yahil(1983)isthatsolutionsoftheform er

have outer boundaries with zero m ass density there while

those ofthe latterextend to in�nity (Lou & Cao 2008).

W ith a sim ilarity transform ation (Fatuzzo etal.2004),

Lou & Cao(2008)extended hom ologouscorecollapsetogen-

eralpolytropiccases.Thisisa substantialtheoreticaldevel-

opm entofthem odelfram ework becauseseveralstudies(e.g.

Betheetal.1979;Bruenn 1985,1989b;Burrowsetal.2006;

Hillebrandtetal.1984;Janka & M �uller1995,1996;Shen et

al.1998) on EoS with m icrophysics during SNe do suggest

variable speci�c entropy depending on physicalconditions,

including density,tem perature and m etallicity.

M eanwhile,extensive num ericalsim ulations show that

spherically sym m etric m odelscannotinitiate SN explosions

with an energy of� 10
52

ergs (e.g.Janka & M �uller 1995,

1996; K itaura,Janka & Hillebrandt 2006) partly because

the SN explosion energy appearsinsu�cientand partly be-

cause instabilities occur in m ulti-dim ensionalsim ulations.

The role ofinstabilitiesand sym m etry breaking in SNe has

now been em phasized (e.g.Burrows2000,2006).Along this

line,variousinstabilitieswere proposed (e.g.G oldreich,Lai

& Sahrling 1996;Lai2000;Lai& G oldreich 2000;M urphy,

Burrows& Heger2004;Blondin etal.2003;Blondin & M ez-

zacappa 2006) and several m echanism s m ay provide seed

uctuations before and during SN explosions (e.g. Bazan

& Arnett1998;M eakin & Arnett2006,2007a,b).Prior to

the onset of a core collapse, the so-called \�-m echanism "

(e.g.G oldreich etal.1996;M urphy etal.2004)m ay lead to

g� m odeoverstabilitiesin theprogenitor,dueto theoverre-

action ofnuclearprocessesagainstperturbations.

Lai& G oldreich (2000)found an instability in theouter

supersonic envelope during the collapsing phase.They per-

form ed both analyticaland num ericalirrotationalperturba-

tion analysisusing the conventionalpolytropic EoS forcol-

lapsing solutions including EW CS ofShu (1977) and post-

collapse solution ofYahil(1983),and found instabilities in

supersonic regions.In their derivation,the perturbed ow

was assum ed irrotational(i.e.without vorticity) and thus

g� m odes should have been excluded.In an exam ple,they

initiated theircalculation with a g� m odeperturbation;this

initial condition appears to contradict the constraints of

theiranalyticalderivationsand num ericalanalysis.Afterthe

em ergenceofarebound shock,severalinstabilitieshavebeen

suggested.Intenseconvectivem otionsm ay besustained out-
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sidetheneutrino sphere(e.g.Herant,Benz& Colgate 1992;

Herant et al. 1994). Standing accretion shock instability

(hereafter SASI;e.g.Foglizzo 2001) appears around � 200

m safterthe core bounce in som e sim ulations (e.g.Blondin

& M ezzacappa 2006;Blondin et al.2003).Burrows et al.

(2006,2007a,b)proposed thatl= 1 g� m odesat� 500 m s

after the stellar core bounce m ay serve as an agent to ex-

tractthegravitationalenergy forthekineticenergy ofSNe.

The rolesofthese instabilitiesare stillhotly debated and a

successfulSN explosion requiresfurtherexplorations.

No signi�cant core instabilities were reported for the

core-collapsephase.Linearstability analyseswereperform ed

by G W ,Lai(2000) and Lai& G oldreich (2000) for certain

dynam ic ows.G W perturbed their hom ologously collaps-

ing solutions and concluded that this collapse is stable for

acoustic p� m odeswith the g� m odesbeing neutralconvec-

tivem odes.Lai(2000)extended thisacousticstability analy-

sisto solutionsofYahil(1983)and found no unstablem odes

for ’ 4=3 casesin num ericalexplorations.Lai& G oldreich

(2000) studied the stability ofcollapsing core and claim ed

that the core rem ains stable in subsonic regions while the

envelope becom es unstable in supersonic regions.Allthese

stable core statem ents relies on the assum ption of a con-

ventionalpolytropicEoS.Conventionalpolytropicgasows

and perturbationscorrespond to a constantspeci�centropy

and m ake g� m odesjustneutralconvective m odes.

O ur m ain them e is to exam ine stability properties of

a stellar core collapse with a variable speci�c entropy dis-

tribution in a hom ologously collapsing m odel(Lou & Cao

2008).By num ericalexplorations,weclassify variouspertur-

bation m odesincluding p� m odesand g� m odes(e.g.Cowl-

ing 1941),som e ofwhich are oscillatory while others grow

with tim ein powerlaws.Asthehydrostaticequilibrium isa

lim iting caseofourm odel,we�nd connection and evolution

between perturbationsin progenitorsofhydrostaticcaseand

dynam iccollapsing stage.Them ostinteresting resultisthat

som e stable g� m odesin the static case becom e unstable in

thedynam ically collapsing stage.In particular,thestability

ofeach m ode now becom essensitive to the self-sim ilarevo-

lution ofspeci�c entropy.Thisinstability occursduring the

core-collapsephase,neitherbeforethecorecollapsenorafter

the core bounce.W e speculate im plicationsofsuch core in-

stabilitiesduring thecollapse phase.Forexam ple,the l= 1

unstable g� m ode m ay lead to the kick velocity ofa pulsar.

SN explosionsinvolveachain ofphysicalprocesses.The

sphericalsym m etry m ay be destroyed by a series ofinsta-

bilitiesin theprogenitorduring theentireSN explosion.For

exam ple,overstableg� m odesofG oldreich etal.(1996)and

M urphy et al.(2004) m ay provide seed g� m ode perturba-

tions during the core collapse.Perturbations ofour m odel

m ay connect to further instabilities after the core bounce

and the em ergence ofan outgoing shock.O urm odelresults

are highly suggestive and can be tested num erically.

Thispaperisstructured asfollows.Section 2 describes

generalpolytropicsolutionsofspherically sym m etrichom ol-

ogous core collapse,as a generalization ofG W results.Ho-

m ogeneousordinary di�erentialequations(O D Es)forthree-

dim ensional(3D ) generalpolytropic perturbations are ob-

tained in Section 3.Num ericalresults are analyzed in Sec-

tion 4.W e considerseveralaspectsofSNe in Section 5 and

concludein Section 6.M athem aticaldetailsaresum m arized

in AppendicesA� C forthe convenience ofreference.

2 SP H ER IC A L H O M O LO G O U S ST ELLA R

C O R E C O LLA P SES

Before starting the tim e-dependent 3D generalpolytropic

perturbation analysis, we �rst briey sum m arize hom ol-

ogous core collapse solutions with spherical sym m etry of

Lou & Cao (2008),m aking som e notationaladjustm entsin

our m odeldevelopm ent for the convenience ofcom parison

with G W results. The nonlinear partialdi�erential equa-

tions (PD Es) for idealhydrodynam ics are conservations of

m om entum and m ass,Poisson equation forthegravitational

�eld and a generalpolytropic EoS,viz.

@u

@t
+ (u � r )u = �

1

�
r P � r � ; (1)

@�

@t
+ r � (�u)= 0 ; (2)

r
2
� = 4�G � ; (3)

P = �(r; t)�

;

„

@

@t
+ u � r

«

log�= 0 ; (4)

whereu(r; t),P (r;t),�(r;t)and �(r; t)are bulk ow ve-

locity,gaspressure,m assdensity and gravitationalpotential

oftheow system ,respectively and G = 6:67� 10
� 8

cm
3
=(g

s2) is the universalgravitationalconstant,and  = 4=3 is

the polytropic index fora relativistically hotgas.

It is known that these ideal nonlinear hydrodynam ic

PD Esare invariantunderthe tim e reversaloperation,

t! � t; u ! � u; �! �; P ! P; � ! � : (5)

Thisproperty enablesusto use an outow solution to also

describe a collapse process,which isvery im portantto un-

derstand hom ologouscorecollapse in term softheseexpres-

sionsforthe tim e reversalinvariance.

To generalize the analysis of G W m odelof spherical

sym m etry,we introduce the following tim e-dependentspa-

tialscale factora(t),

a(t)= �c(t)
� 1=3

“

�c

�G

”1=2

; (6)

where tim e-dependent�c(t)and constantcoe�cient � c are

thevaluesof�and �atthecorecentreofa m assiveprogen-

itorstar(thusthe subscript c).The dim ensionalvectorra-

dius~r isscaled to a dim ensionlessvectorradiusx = ~r=a(t).

Consistently,ow variables ofu(r; t),P (r; t),�(r; t) and

�(r; t)are assum ed to take on the following form sof

u = _a(t)x ; (7)

�= �c(t)f
3
(x)=

“

�c

�G

”3=2

a
� 3
f
3
(x); (8)

P = ��
4=3

=
�
3
c

(�G )2
a
� 4
g(x)f

4
(x); (9)

� =
4

3

„

�
3
c

�G

«1=2

a
� 1
 (x); (10)

where�(r;t)isprescribed in theform of� cg(x)with a con-

stant �c.The centralm ass density �c(t) is proportionalto

a
� 3(t)and varieswith t.Substituting expressions(7)� (10)

into nonlinear PD Es (1)� (4) under spherical sym m etry

with x = r=a(t),wereducethesenonlinearPD Esto a setof

coupled nonlinearO D Es.First,PD Es(1)and (4)are auto-

m atically satis�ed,the latterofwhich m eansthatg(x)can

be ofan arbitrary form .For exam ple,g(x)= 1 brings our
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generalpolytropic EoS back to the conventionalpolytropic

EoS with a constantcoe�cient�= � c studied by G W .M o-

m entum equation (1)then leadsto

�

„

�G

�3c

«1=2

a
2
�a =

1

x

»

1

f3

d

dx

`

gf
4
´

+
4

3

d 

dx

–

; (11)

where the left-hand side (LHS)dependsonly on twhile the

right-hand side (RHS)dependsonly on x.For consistency,

wethereforeneed to setboth sidesequalto a constant4�=3

and obtain two separate nonlinearO D Es,viz.

�

„

�G

�3c

«1=2

a
2
�a =

4

3
� ; (12)

d 

dx
= �x �

3

4f3
d

dx

`

gf
4
´

: (13)

O D E (12)indicatesthatthespatialscalefactora(t)iseither

a constantindependentoftwith �= 0 ora powerlaw oft

being proportionalto t
2=3

.Substituting equation (13) into

Poisson equation (3),we derive an O D E forf(x),viz.

1

x2

d

dx

»

x
2

f3

d

dx

`

gf
4
´

–

+ 4f
3
= 4� ; (14)

which gives a pro�le ofm ass density � by eq (8) at tim e t

and radiusrbecausex istheindependentsim ilarity variable

com bining tand r together.O ncef(x)isknown,othervari-

ables can allbe readily derived.The specialcase of� = 0

leads to the lim it ofgeneralpolytropic Lane-Em den equa-

tion
2
(e.g.Eddington 1926;Chandrasekhar1939)and �> 0

describes outows or collapses by the tim e reversalopera-

tion.For a necessary check,g(x)= 1 in O D E (14)reduces

to equation (16)ofG W precisely asexpected.

The ‘boundary conditions’for second-order nonlinear

O D E (14) are as follows. The radial gradient of pressure

should vanish atthe centre,i.e.

r P jx= 0 = 0 ) 4f
0
(0)+ g

0
(0)= 0 ; (15)

where the prim e
0
indicates the �rst derivative in term s of

theself-sim ilarindependentvariable x.In orderto obtain a

physically sensible solution off(x)related to them assden-

sity by algebraic expression (8),we requirean outerbound-

ary xb which is the sm allest value of solutions f(x) = 0.

The reason is,ifno solution is found for f(x) = 0 at a �-

nite x > 0,it m eans that the system extends to in�nity.

Therefore,thedim ensionalvelocity u = 2~r=(3t)willdiverge

towardsextrem ely largeradii.Such a divergentow velocity

isunacceptable in realistic astrophysicalgassystem s.

Hence,these boundary conditions determ ine a contin-

uous range of� values and the m axim um acceptable value

of�,denoted by � M hereafter,corresponding to a solution

f(x)wheref0(xb)= 0 also attheouterboundary f(xb)= 0.

By num ericalexplorations,solution f(x) for � > � M does

notgo to zero ata �nitex butoscillate with decreasing am -

plitudewith increasing x.D i�erentpro�lesofg(x)willlead

to di�erent values of�M .For the specialcase ofg(x)= 1,

the � range is 0 � � � �M = 0:00654376 which was �rst

2 The standard Lane-Em den equation isderived by presum ing a

constant entropy in a gas sphere under the self-gravity.For this

entropy to bea function ofr,wereferto theresulting equilibrium

equation as the generalpolytropic Lane-Em den equation.

determ ined by G W and also con�rm ed by Lou & Cao (2008)

with a corresponding fc � f(0)= 4:67047.

The localpolytropic sound speed isde�ned by

Vs =

„

@P

@�

«1=2

/
ˆ

g(x)�
1=3

˜1=2
: (16)

In the theory ofstellar oscillations,it is required that the

sound speed at the centre approaches a �nite value (e.g.

Unno etal.1979).W e im pose the sam e condition fora dy-

nam ic collapse.Hence,g
0
(0)= 0 and therefore f

0
(0)= 0.

O ncef(x)isobtained,itisstraightforward to calculate

the totalenclosed m assofthe collapsing core and the ratio

between them ean m assdensity and thecentralm assdensity

in term soff
0
(xb)and xb.Thetotalenclosed m assM ofthe

collapsing core isgiven by

M =

Z

rb

0

4�r
2
�dr=

4

3
�x

3

b

“

�c

�G

”3=2
»

��
3

xb
g(xb)f

0
(xb)

–

=
4

3
�x

3

b

“

�c

�G

”3=2 ��

�c
; (17)

where the ratio between the m ean m ass density �� and the

centralm assdensity �c isreadily identi�ed with

��

�c
= ��

3

xb
g(xb)f

0
(xb): (18)

Them ean m assdensity ��varieswith tbecauserb decreases

with tfor a hom ologous stellar core collapse.For � = � M ,

we have f
0
(xb)= 0 and therefore ��=�c = �M .

3 T H R EE-D IM EN SIO N A L P ER T U R B A T IO N S

W enow consider3D generalpolytropicperturbationsto the

background self-sim ilarhydrodynam iccollapse described in

theprevioussection in sphericalpolarcoordinates(r;�;’).

Flow variablesincluding sm allperturbationsareassum ed to

bearthe following form sof

u = _a(t)x +
a

tff
v1(x; �; ’)�(t); (19)

�=

“

�c

�G

”3=2

a(t)
� 3
f
3
(x)[1+ f1(x; �; ’)�(t)]; (20)

P =
�
3
c

(�G )2
a(t)

� 4
g(x)f

4
(x)[1+ �1(x; �; ’)�(t)]; (21)

� =
4

3

„

�
3
c

�G

«1=2

a(t)
� 1
[ (x)+  1(x; �; ’)�(t)]; (22)

where the subscript1 indicatesassociations with perturba-

tion term swhich aresm allcom pared to thebackground dy-

nam ic ow variables and the free-falltim escale tff is itself

tim e-dependentand iswritten in the speci�c form of

tff =

„

4

3
�G �c

«� 1=2

forall�

=

„

9�

2

«1=2

t for�> 0 : (23)
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In expressions (19)� (22) above,�(t) is a tim e-dependent

factorforperturbationsand isassum ed to bearthe form of

�(t) = exp

„

p

Z

t
� 1

ff dt

«

forall�

= exp

"

p

„

2

9�

«1=2

lnt

#

for�> 0 ; (24)

where the value of index param eter p indicates either in-

crease or decrease as wellas oscillations of perturbations

relativeto theself-sim ilardynam icbackground ow.Substi-

tuting expressions (19)� (22) into nonlinear PD Es (1)� (4)

with the standard linearization procedure,we obtain equa-

tionsgoverning 3D linearperturbations,viz.

m w 1 = �
3

4f3

ˆ

r
`

gf
4
�1

´

� f1r
`

gf
4
´˜

� r  1 ; (25)

ff1 + 3w 1 � r f + fr � w1 = 0 ; (26)

r
2
 1 = 3f

3
f1 ; (27)

g

„

�1 �
4

3
f1

«

+ w 1 � r g = 0 ; (28)

forvectorm om entum equation,m assconservation,Poisson

equation,and speci�c entropy conservation along stream -

lines,respectively,wherethevelocity perturbation v1 = pw 1

and m = p[p + (�=2)
1=2

]. Therefore we have two values

p = � (�=8)
1=2

� (�=8+ m )
1=2

fora given �and m .O urde�-

nition ofm herehasan oppositesign di�erenceascom pared

to G W de�nition im m ediately aftertheirequation (27).For

�=8+ m < 0,we have a com plex conjugate pair for p cor-

responding to oscillations,while for �=8+ m > 0,we have

two realvaluesofp corresponding to di�erentperturbation

growth ratesforupperplusand lowerm inussignsin p.

The angularcom ponentsof 1,f1 and �1 can be read-

ily separated outfrom the aboveperturbation equationsby

sphericalharm onics3 and w 1 takesthe speci�c form of

w 1 =

„

erw r + e�w t

@

@�
+ e’

w t

sin�

@

@’

«

Ylm (�;’): (29)

By thisform ofvelocity perturbation,theradialcom ponent

ofvorticity perturbation is zero,while the e� and e� com -

ponents ofvorticity perturbation do not vanish in general.

Thisallows the possible presence ofg� m ode perturbations

aswellasconvectivem otionsand isdistinctly di�erentfrom

irrotationalvelocity perturbations ofG W and Lai& G ol-

dreich (2000).In the following analysis,f1,�1 and  1 only

describetheradialvariationsofrespectiveperturbation vari-

ableswith theunderstandingthattherelevantangularparts

3 To avoid notational confusions,we use index m for spherical

harm onics Ylm (�; ’) to distinguish from eigenvalue param eter

m = p[p+ (�=2)1=2].The sphericalharm onics isde�ned by

Ylm (�;’)=

»

(2l+ 1)

4�

(l� m )!

(l+ m )!

–1=2

P
m

l (cos�)exp(im ’);

m = � l; � (l� 1); :::; l� 1; l;

where the associate Legendre polynom ialP m

l
(x) isde�ned as

P
m

l (x)= (1� x
2
)
jm j=2 d

jm jPl(x)

dxjm j

(e.g.G upta 1978).

involving thesphericalharm onicsYlm (�;’)havebeen sepa-

rated out.Using equation (28) and the angular (i.e.trans-

verse) com ponents ofequation (25) to elim inate �1 and f1

in the other three equations,one �nally arrives at the fol-

lowing fourth-ordersystem ofhom ogeneouslinearO D Esfor

3D generalpolytropic perturbations,viz.

1

x2

d

dx

„

x
2 d 1

dx

«

�
l(l+ 1) 1

x2

+
3f

2

g

„

m xw t �
3

4
f
dg

dx
w r +  1

«

= 0 ; (30)

"

m �
9f

16g

„

dg

dx

«2

�
9

4

df

dx

dg

dx

#

w r +
3m

4g

dg

dx
xw t

� m
d

dx
(xw t)+

3

4g

dg

dx
 1 = 0 ; (31)

f

x2

d

dx

`

x
2
w r

´

�
l(l+ 1)f

x
w t + 3

df

dx
w r

�
1

g

„

m xw t �
3

4
f
dg

dx
w r +  1

«

= 0 : (32)

Because ofthe background sphericalsym m etry,3D general

polytropic perturbationsare degenerate with respectto the

azim uthaldegreem asexpected (notethatm and m aretwo

distinctly di�erentparam etersin ournotations).

Regular boundary conditions at both the centre and

outer boundary are required to keep perturbations physi-

cally sensible.They are prescribed asfollows.
8

<

:

 1 / x
l
; w r = lw t forx ! 0

+

 1 / x
� (l+ 1)

; 3gw rdf=dx � m xwt =  1 forx = xb :

Boundary conditions at x ! 0
+
are im posed in order to

avoid singularity in perturbation solutions at the centre.

The other boundary condition at the m oving radius of a

collapsing core isto requirea zero Lagrangian pressureper-

turbation there,i.e.@P1=@t+ (u1 � r )P0 = 0.

Forthespecialcaseofg(x)= 1 corresponding to a con-

ventionalpolytropic gas,these perturbation equations au-

tom atically reduce to those ofG W as expected.Note that

our Euler equation is written in a vector form because the

curlof the velocity perturbation �eld will not vanish for

a generalpolytropic gas and thus the stream function ap-

proach ofG W (whose gradient representsthe velocity per-

turbation �eld)isnotsu�ciently inclusiveespecially in view

ofpossible g� m ode oscillationsand convectiveinstabilities.

However,fora conventionalpolytropic gasofconstant� or

g(x) = 1,a stream function can be de�ned and thus G W

expressed Euler equations in a scaler form by using such a

stream function.They perturb the stream function instead

of the velocity �eld directly.M ore speci�cally,if the per-

turbation stream function takes the form of 	 1Ylm , then

w 1 = r 	 1 gives

xw t = 	 1 ; w r =
d	 1

dx
:

This illustrates G W result being a specialsubcase of our

m ore generalpolytropic m odeldescription.In otherwords,

G W consideronly perturbed potentialowswithoutvortic-

ity perturbations;thisapproach su�cesforpurely acoustic

oscillations.Likewise,the irrotationalperturbation owsof

Lai& G oldreich (2000)should retain acousticp� m odesbut

exclude gravity g� m odes and convective m otions. In our
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perturbation approach,vorticity perturbations are present

and all possible oscillations for p� m odes, f� m odes, and

g� m odesare included in the m odelconsideration.

Severalsolution propertiesofthiseigenvalue perturba-

tion problem can be dem onstrated.Forexam ple,the eigen-

functions ofdi�erent eigenvalues m are m utually orthogo-

nal(see Appendix A).In Appendix B,the eigenvalues and

eigenfunctions can also be written in term s of the varia-

tionalprinciple(e.g.Chandrasekhar1964).In particular,we

dem onstrate in Appendix C thatthe totalenergy criterion

ofChandrasekhar (1939) is not su�cient to guarantee the

stability ofan equilibrium con�guration in view ofthe pos-

sible onset ofconvective instabilities for a variable speci�c

entropy distribution.

4 R ESU LT S O F P ER T U R B A T IO N A N A LY SIS

In this section,3D perturbation solutions are divided into

several classes analogous to the classi�cation schem es of

Cowling(1941),Cox (1976)and Unnoetal.(1979)forglobal

stellaroscillationsofstatic sphericalstars.

4.1 A G eneralC onsideration

Non-radialoscillation m odes ofa static sphericalstar have

been separated into di�erent branches according to their

respective dom inating restoring forces and their frequency

ranges(e.g.Cowling 1941).

The p� m odescorrespond to acoustic oscillation m odes

in which pressure force is the m ajor restoring force.G rav-

ity m odi�es such trapped sound waves in several ways.

The characteristics of such p� m odes are: (1) The peaks

ofperturbation functions tend to concentrate towards the

outerenvelopewith increasing degreel(i.e.largerlvalues).

(2) Their m ode frequencies are relatively high,com pared

with eigenfrequencies ofotherm odes such asf� m odes and

g� m odes.(3)Them orethenum berofradialnodesin eigen-

functions,the higherthe p� m ode eigenfrequencies and the

m ore longitudinal the oscillations are.The radial com po-

nentsofperturbed velocity dom inatetheoscillation in high-

degree (i.e.l� 1)m odes.

Anothertypeofoscillatory m odesistheso-called inter-

nalg� m odesin which gravitationalrestoring forcetakesthe

dom inantrole.In contrasttop� m odes,theg� m odecharac-

teristicsare:(1)Them axim a ofperturbation eigenfunctions

bury deeply in thestellarinterior.(2)Theirfrequenciesare

relatively low. (3) The frequency goes lower with the in-

crease ofthe num berofradialnodes (the well-known anti-

Sturm ian property,e.g.Lou 1995).As a lim iting case,the

frequency willapproach zero and the perturbation becom es

nearly horizontal.

Between p� m odesand g� m odes,there existthe tran-

sitionalf� m odeswhich havenonodesin both them assden-

sity perturbation and the radialcom ponentofvelocity per-

turbation.They are essentially surface m odes in that per-

turbations have evanescent behavioursbeneath the surface

layer.W hen the perturbation degree lbecom es very large,

theperturbation concentratesaround thesurfacelayer.This

m ode isclosely related to the so-called Lam b waves(Lam b

1932;Lou 1990,1991)which propagatein thehorizontaldi-

rection and vanish in the verticaldirection.These f� m odes

m ay also be regarded asthe lowest-orderp� m odes

M ore speci�cally,g� m odescan be furtherdivided into

two kinds, nam ely g
+
� m odes and g

�
� m odes (reading

g� plus m odes and g� m inus m odes,respectively),accord-

ing to whethertheeigenvaluem islessorgreaterthan zero.

Forglobal3D perturbationsin static stars,theform erclass

ofm odesisstable while thelatterclassisunstable;thesta-

bility property ofthese m odes (especially the g+ � m odes)

is m odi�ed in background dynam ic collapses as discussed

presently.Theexistence ofsuch two classesofg� m odesde-

pend on thesquareoftheso-called Brunt-V�ais�al�a buoyancy

frequency N ,de�ned explicitly by

N
2
� G

„

dln�

dr
�
1



dlnP

dr

«

(33)

where G isthe m agnitude ofthe localgravitationalacceler-

ation and  isthe polytropic index ofperturbations.

IfN 2 is positive everywhere,eigenvalues ofm are al-

waysnegative and only g
+
� m odesoccur.IfN

2
isnegative

everywhere,eigenvalues ofm are always positive and only

unstableg� � m odesoccur.IfN 2 ispositivein a certain part

ofthe system and negative in another part,both types of

g� m odesm ay occur(e.g.Lebovitz 1965a,b,1966 and Cox

1976 for stability properties ofoscillations in static stars).

Note that the gravitationalacceleration always points to-

wardsthe centre ofthe gas sphere (i.e.G > 0 by ournota-

tion).Therefore,thesign ofN 2 isdeterm ined by theexpres-

sion in the parenthesisofde�nition (33).In fact,ifthe sign

ofthe expression in the parenthesis is negative,thisregion

satis�es the Schwarzschild criterion for convective instabil-

ity (e.g.Lebovitz 1965a).Hence,the g
�
� m odes represent

convectively unstablem odes.In thesim plestinterpretation,

N is the buoyancy frequency associated with a perturbed

parcelofuid in a convectively stable m edium .M oreover,

Scuaire(1974)concluded foroscillationsin staticstarsthat

eigenfunctionsofg
�
� m odescan be oscillatory only in con-

vectively unstable region (i.e.N
2
< 0).O n the otherhand,

eigenfunctions ofg
+
� m odes can be oscillatory only in ra-

diative region (i.e.N
2
> 0).W e found sim ilar features for

perturbations in a hom ologously collapsing stellar core by

ourextensive num ericalexplorations.

Cowling (1941)showed and we readily con�rm by de�-

nition (33)thatfora conventionalpolytropic EoS P = ��


with � being constant for both dynam ic core collapse and

perturbations,theg� m odesaresim ply neutrally stablecon-

vectivem odeswith N
2
= 0asnoted byG W .Forthisreason,

G W investigated stability properties ofacoustic p� m odes

and suppressed vorticity perturbationsin theirm odelanal-

ysis by introducing a stream function for velocity pertur-

bation.W e note in passing thatthe situation with two dif-

ferentpolytropicindicesforcorecollapse and perturbations

deservesa furtherinvestigation.

In contrast, our general polytropic EoS allows fairly

free options ofspeci�c entropy evolution along stream lines

so that di�erent g(x)gives di�erent pro�les ofN
2
.Conse-

quently,g� m odes can occur in a hom ologously collapsing

stellarcore and can m odify the convective instability crite-

rion ofsuch adynam iccorecollapsein a non-trivialm anner.
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4.2 N um ericalExplorations

The num ericalschem es we use to solve this perturbation

problem aredescribed below.First,given apropervalueof�

param eterand a prescribed g(x),we use an explicitfourth-

order Runge-K utta schem e to num erically solve nonlinear

O D E (14) for f(x) and then determ ine allrelevant back-

ground self-sim ilar dynam ic ow variable pro�les,i.e. (x)

by �rst-order O D E (13),and then u(r; t),P (r; t),�(r; t)

and �(r; t) by equations (7)� (10) correspondingly. Hav-

ing done this,we discretize self-sim ilar perturbation O D Es

(30)� (32)by usingaproperm esh in ordertocastthiseigen-

value problem ofO D Es into a m atrix eigenvalue problem .

Becausesm alleigenvaluesarepractically im portant,inverse

iteration m ethod is em ployed to com pute eigenvalues ofm

accurately and to determ ine the corresponding eigenfunc-

tions (e.g. W ilkinson 1965). For the purpose of checking,

we substitute the obtained eigenvalues and eigenfunctions

into linearO D Es(30)� (32)to com pute the residueswhich

are su�ciently sm all.This veri�cation con�rm s the valid-

ity ofournum ericalm ethod.Fordouble check,the Runge-

K utta shooting m ethod isalso applied (i.e.starting num eri-

calintegrationsnearboth endstowardsthecentre)to verify

the eigenvalues and eigensolutions for perturbations.M ore

speci�cally,this perturbation problem involves undesirable

divergingsolutionstowardsboth ends.W eusethenum erical

resultsobtained from them atrix inverseiteration m ethod at

two respective points su�ciently close both ends and inte-

gratetowardseach othertom eetatam id-point.Thisavoids

the num ericaldi�culty ofdiverging solutionstowardsboth

endsatx = 0 and x = xb.

G iven a speci�ed pro�le of g(x) for the speci�c en-

tropy distribution with g
0(x) = 0 at x = 0 and a pertur-

bation degree lvalue,num ericalcom putations for 3D gen-

eralpolytropic perturbations lead to fam ilies ofeigenvalue

m (�)curves.O ne im portantfeature for these curvesas re-

vealed by our num ericalexplorations is that none ofthese

fam iliesofeigenvalue curvesintersectswith the m = 0 line,

i.e. each eigenvalue branch m (�) rem ains either above or

below m = 0 line.Physically,this indicates that when �

increasesfrom zero to them axim um �M ,no oscillationsini-

tially belonging to g� � m ode regim e jum p into g+ � m ode

regim e across the dem arcation m = 0. This is a general

em piricalconclusion on the basis ofour very extensive nu-

m ericalexplorations.

The physically relevant form of g(x), i.e. the radial

evolution of speci�c entropy along stream lines,requires a

com prehensiveunderstandingofnuclearprocessesinsidethe

high-density stellarcoreunderconsideration.In orderto ef-

fectively illustrate essentialfeatures ofour m odelthrough

num ericalexplorations,severalpossibletrialdistributionsof

speci�c entropy which haverelatively sim ple analytic form s

of g(x) are prescribed.It should be em phasized that our

m odelanalysisregarding g� m odesdoescarry m ore general

and im portantim plicationsforthe stellarcore collapse.

In the following,the conventionalpolytropic results of

G W m odelare�rstcarefully exam ined by ourapproach and

then threeothertypesofg(x)areprescribed to exploresta-

bility propertiesofp� m odes,f� m odesand g� m odes.
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Figure 1. The eigenvalues m for the three lowest-order l = 1

p� m odes versus � variation in a conventionalpolytropic stellar

core (i.e.constant � or g(x)= 1) in a hom ologous collapse.The

upper m ost one is an arti�cialm ode branch corresponding to a

displacem ent of the coordinate origin.The lower two branches

areacoustic p� m odeswith zero and one node in the radialveloc-

ity perturbation,respectively.The eigenvalues ofm converge to

� 25�M =8 in the lim it of� ! � M .The dashed curves represent

G W resultsforwhich wehavealready adjusted thesign di�erence

between eigenvaluesofoursand those ofG W .O ureigenvaluesm

di�erfrom thoseofG W signi�cantly,even though thecorrespond-

ing eigenfunctions agree very wellwith those ofG W .
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Figure 2. The three branches (solid curves) of eigenvalues m

forthe three lowest-order l= 2 p� m odes versus � variation in a

conventionalpolytropic stellar core (i.e.constant � or g(x)= 1)

in a hom ologous collapse.They are alleigenvalues for acoustic

p� m odeswith zero,one and two nodesin the radialvelocity per-

turbation,respectively and converge to � 25�M =8 in the lim itof

�! � M .The dashed curvesrepresentG W eigenvalues forwhich

we have already adjusted the sign di�erence between eigenvalues

ofours and G W ’s.A gain,our eigenvalues m di�er from those of

G W signi�cantly, while the corresponding eigenfunctions agree

very wellwith those ofG W .
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Figure 3. A coustic p� m ode eigenfunction pro�les of our

x2f5=4w t (solid curves)which isequalto rf
5=4w (dashed curves)

of G W for l = 2 and � = 0 (i.e.the static conventional Lane-

Em den sphere) are illustrated here for com parison. The eigen-

functions of G W are displayed by dashed curves; they are not

readily distinguishable,becausetheagreem entsoftheirsand ours

are extrem ely close.W e suspect that the eigenvalues ofG W as

shown in Figs.1 and 2 are in system atic errors.

Figure 4. H ere we show l= 2 p� m ode eigenfunctions with two

radialnodes in the transverse velocity perturbation for di�erent

values of�.These nodes concentrate towards the surface ofthe

dynam icstellarcoreas�approaches� M .Thedashed curvesshow

G W results taken from their �gure 3.O ur eigenfunctions agree

wellwith those ofG W butwith a considerable di�erences in the

corresponding eigenvalues m as displayed in Fig.2.

4.2.1 Com parisons with G W M odelResults

In order to com pare with G W results for acoustic pertur-

bations in a conventionalpolytropic gas with  = 4=3,we

sim ply setg(x)= 1 and letallterm scontaining derivatives

ofg(x)vanish;thissim pli�esperturbation O D Es(30)� (32)

considerably.Com paring ourresultswith those ofG W ,the

eigenvaluecurvesm (�)forthesam eoscillation p� m odesdo

notcoincidewith each otherwell.W ehavecarefully checked

our results in severalways and suspect system atic com pu-

tationalerrorsin thedeterm ination ofeigenvalues
4
by G W .

Figs.1 and 2 show the�rstthreebranchesforeigenvaluesof

m versus� for l= 1 and l= 2 p� m odes(the branch with

m >
�

0 for l= 1 is an exception).For visualcom parisons,

G W eigenvaluesare also displayed by dashed curvesin Figs

1 and 2.W e have speci�cally com pared the eigenfunctions

ofourswith those ofG W in Figs.3 and 4.W ithin num eri-

calerrors,thecorresponding eigenfunctionsagree with each

other very well.W e have carefully exam ined our com puta-

tionalproceduresand program sand m akesurethatthe�rst

three eigenvalues correspond to the �rst three lowest-order

p� m ode oscillations with 0,1 and 2 nodesalong the radial

direction.W esuspectsystem aticerrorsin thecom putational

resultsofG W in term softheireigenvalues.

Figs.3 and 4 show severaleigenfunctions for di�erent

eigenvaluesofm with speci�ed � valuesforthe background

dynam ic collapse.In Figs.3 and 4,dashed curvesare those

ofG W results.The coincidence oftheircurvesand oursare

very good.Fig.3 shows thatsim ilar to classicalnon-radial

oscillations ofa static sphericalstar,the nth lowest eigen-

valueofap� m odecorrespond toan eigenfunction with n� 1

num berofnodes.Fig.4 showsshapevariationsofeigenfunc-

tionsas�variesin succession.Thepositivem (�)curvein the

l= 1 caseisan arti�cialonewhoseeigenfunction represents

a m ovem ent ofthe coordinate origin.Another exceptional

curve noted by G W is for the case ofl= 0,representing a

di�erentchoiceofthetim eorigin.Exceptforthesetwo spe-

cialcases,eigenvalue m (�)curvesofallfam iliesapproach a

com m on lim itof� 25�M =8 in the lim itof�! � M .Curves

ofeigenvaluem (�)which arealwayssm allerthan � 25�M =8

m usthavesuch alim it.O therwise,an essentialsingularity of

solutionsappears forthe lim iting case of�= � M (see G W

for details).Note that eigenfunctions ofacoustic p� m odes

becom e concentrated towards the surface as � approaches

�M .This singular behaviour of�M should be regarded as

an artifactofthespecialm athem aticalcharacterofthislim -

iting solution.In reality,the Lagrangian pressure perturba-

tion vanishesatthefreesurface.A �nitesound speed atthe

surface ensuresthatthe norm alm odes are regular and the

eigenvaluesare isolated.
5

4 O ur m odel calculations and checks are carried out as fol-

lows.U sing them atrix inverseiteration procedure(e.g.W ilkinson

1965)which G W also used,we obtain an eigenvalue with itscor-

responding eigenfunctions.W e then insertthe eigenvalue and the

eigenfunctions into nonlinear O D Es (30)� (30) to verify the re-

sults.M eanwhile,given an initialvaluefrom the calculated eigen-

functions,we use an explicit fourth-order R unge-K utta schem e

to solve O D Es(30)� (30)with the calculated eigenvalue again to

double-check the correctness of the results.In this veri�cation,

regions near x = 0 and the outer boundary x = xb are excluded

to avoid diverging solutionsthere.W ethen calculateand com pare

thecounterpartresultsshown in the�guresofG W .A fterthat,we

�nd excellentcoincidence in eigenfunctions butsystem atic errors

in eigenvalues between oursand G W results.
5 A sthe lim iting case of�M only belongsto a purely m athem at-

icalsingularity and m akeslittle sense in physics,in the following

discussion,we present com m on features for general values of �

withoutany specialattention towards this lim iting case.
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Figure 5.Eigenvalues m forvariousoscillation m odesofseveral

lowest orders versus the angular sphericalharm onic degree lare

shown here.Three classes ofm odes,nam ely p� m odes,f� m odes

and g+ � m odes,are identi�ed according to the values ofm and

the structures of their corresponding eigenfunctions. N ote that

the speci�c entropy g(x) is an increasing function of x in the

form ofexpression (34) with �1 = 0:01 and param eter � = 0:001

isadopted.The g� � m odes do not existin this case.

4.2.2 Further Num ericalExplorations

W ith the physical requirem ent of g0(0) = 0, we consider

threetypesofvariable g(x)fornum ericalexplorations.The

�rst type is an increasing function ofx,the second type is

a decreasing function ofx and the last type has both in-

creasing and decreasing regionswith increasing x.Referring

to de�nition (33)ofN
2
forthebuoyancy frequency squared

which serves as the criterion for the existence of various

g� m odes,we �nd that the sign ofN
2
closely follows the

sign ofthe �rst derivative ofg(x).Thus in order to illus-

trate g� m odes under various situations,such three types

ofg(x)are chosen asrepresentatives.M ore speci�cally,the

threeform sofg(x)areprescribed aseven functionsofx and

are given by

g(x)= 1+
"1x

2

"1x2 + 1
; (34)

g(x)= 1�
"2x

2

2("2x2 + 1)
; (35)

g(x)= 1+ "3x
2
exp(� x

2
=2); (36)

where"1,"2,and "3 arethreeparam eterscalibrating theval-

uesofrespectivederivativesand thusthedegreeofvariation

forthe dim ensionlessg(x).

Severalfeaturesofnon-radialoscillationsarecontained

in thespectrum ofeigenvaluesm versussphericalharm onic

degreelfora given valueof�and a prescribed form ofg(x).

Figs.5,6 and 7 schem atically presentthe m ode spectra for

each type of speci�c entropy g(x) in equations (34),(35)

and (36),respectively.Param eters"1 = 0:01,"2 = 0:01 and

"3 = 0:1 are adopted for our num ericalcom putations.Fig.

8 zoom sin theneighborhood oftheordinatein Fig.7.Each

asterisk � in the four �guresrepresentscom puted eigenval-

uesm (i.e.theabscissa)fortwo orthreelowestorderm odes

versus the given sphericalharm onic degree l.As the back-
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λ=0.001
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Figure 6.Eigenvalues m forvariousoscillation m odesofseveral

lowest orders versus the angular sphericalharm onic degree lare

shown.Three classes of m odes,nam ely p� m odes,f� m ode and

g� � m odes are identi�ed according to the values of m and the

structuresoftheircorresponding eigenfunctions.O nly eigenvalues

m ofg� � m odes are greater than zero.In this case,the speci�c

entropy g(x)isa decreasing function ofx in theform ofexpression

(35) with �2 = 0:01 and param eter � = 0:001 is adopted. N o

g+ � m odes appear in this case.
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Figure 7. Eigenvalues of m param eter for various oscillation

m odes ofseverallowest orders versus the angular sphericalhar-

m onicdegreelareshown.Fourclassesofperturbation m odes,i.e.

p� m odes,f� m odes,g+ � m odesand g� � m odes,areidenti�ed ac-

cording to thevaluesofm .O nly eigenvaluesofm forconvectively

unstable g� � m odes are greater than zero.H ere,g(x) takes the

form ofexpression (36) with "3 = 0:1,neither purely increasing

norpurely decreasing,and param eter �= 0:001 isadopted.

ground dynam ic core collapse is spherically sym m etric,3D

perturbationsare degenerate with respectto the azim uthal

degree m (see footnote 2) as expected.Fig.9 further illus-

tratesthevariation ofm versus�and revealsthatno curve

ofm (�)goesacrossthe line ofm = 0.

By these �gures, it is clear to see the variation of

eigenvalues with changing l.The absolute values ofm for
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Figure 8. The enlargem ent ofregion around the ordinate axis

in Fig.7.It is clear that g+ � m odes and g� � m odes are strictly

divided by the dashed line m = 0. The g+ � and g� � m odes

are distinguished according to the sign of m ;the form er corre-

spondsto negative eigenvalues m while the lattercorresponds to

positive eigenvalues m .H owever,the criterion forconvective sta-

bility ism < � �=8 in a dynam ically collapsing stellarcore rather

than m < 0 for a static background.It is therefore possible for

g+ � m odes to becom e convectively unstable.
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Figure 9. Exam ples of eigenvalues m of l = 2 p� m odes,

f� m odes, g+ � m ode and g� � m ode are shown in this case of

g(x)= 1+ 0:01x2 exp(� x2=2).

p� m odes are largest.The higher the order ofa p� m ode,

thelargertheabsolute valueofthecorresponding m .M ore-

over,we�nd thatm isalwayssm allerthan � �=8,which lead

to an im aginary partin the powerindex oftim e-dependent

term �(t)forperturbations.

Eigenvalues ofg� m odes,in contrast,lie in the regim e

ofsm allerabsolute value m ,being furtherdivided into two

sub-m odes according to the signs ofN
2
.Figs.5,6 and 7

dem onstratethecriteria fortheexistenceofg
�
� m odesand

g
+
� m odes by N

2
,the square ofthe Brunt-V�ais�al�a buoy-

ancy frequency N .In Fig.5 where the form ofg(x) keeps

N
2
positive,only g

+
� m odesexistand they are thuscalcu-
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Figure 10.A s an exam ple,eigenfunctions ofa convectively un-

stable g� � m ode for a g(x) in the form of expression (36) are

shown.R elevant param eters are � = 0:001 and l = 2 and the

form of g(x) is shown in the �gure.The horizontal com ponent

w t (dashed curve) is larger than the radialcom ponent w r (solid

curve).H ere,g0(x)isshown by the dash-dotted curve.The peaks

of eigenfunctions concentrate in the region of g0(x) < 0 corre-

sponding to N 2 < 0.
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Figure 11. A s another exam ple of illustration, eigenfunctions

ofa stable g+ � m odes for a g(x) in the form ofexpression (36)

are shown. R elevant param eters are � = 0:001 and l = 2 and

the form ofg(x)isgiven in the �gure.The horizontalcom ponent

w t (dashed curve) is larger than the radialcom ponent w r (solid

curve).The speci�c entropy g0(x)isshown by dash-dotted curve.

The peaks of eigenfunctions concentrate in the central region,

distinctive from g� � m odes and p� m odes.

lated;g
�
� m odesdonotexistascon�rm ed by ournum erical

explorations.In Fig.6 where N
2
isnegative,only unstable

g� � m odes exist and they are thus calculated;g+ � m odes

do not exist as con�rm ed by our num erical explorations.

In Fig.7 where the sign ofN
2
varies in the region,both

types ofg� m odes exist and they are calculated by exam -

ples.Fig.8 clearly showsthe di�erence between g
�
� m odes

and g
+
� m odesin term sofeigenvaluesofm .
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Figure 12. A s the third exam ple of illustration, unstable

g+ � m odesareshown with theeigenvaluem exceeding � �=8.R el-

evant param eters and results are shown in the �gure.It is clear

that m + �=8 > 0 which corresponds to an unstable m ode.The

dash-dotted curve isg0(x).The concentration ofam plitude peaks

within theregion ofg0(x)> 0,i.e.N 2 > 0,and thenegative value

ofeigenvalue m both show that itisa g+ � m ode.

Recalling the tim e-dependent factor �(t) by de�ni-

tions (23) and (24) and the expression of param eter p =

� (�=8)1=2 � (m + �=8)1=2, we �nd that the criterion for

convective stability changeswith � value ofa dynam ic core

collapse. As discussed presently,the �rst term � (�=8)
1=2

is interpreted as the gas com pression e�ect.Therefore for

m + �=8 > 0 of two real values of � (m + �=8)
1=2

, one

m odedecayswith tim etwhiletheotherm odedivergeswith

tim e t.Form + �=8 < 0,both m odesoscillate with tim e t.

Consequently,the criterion for convective stability should

be m < � �=8 rather than sim ply m < 0.The m ost inter-

esting physicalconsequence is the appearance ofunstable

g+ � m odes ofsu�ciently high orders.Figs. 10,11 and 12

dem onstrateconcrete exam plesofunstableg
�
� m odes,sta-

ble g
+
� m odes and unstable g

+
� m odes,respectively.The

form ofspeci�centropy g(x)isdescribed by expression (36)

for�3 = 0:1.

Theuniquef� m odes(i.e.Lam b m odes),shown in these

�guresand treated asthelowestp� m odes,existonly forl�

2.They separate p� m odesfrom g� m odesin thesense that

the eigenvaluesm fallbetween the eigenvaluesofp� m odes

and those of g� m odes. An im portant feature is that the

eigenfunctions of f� m odes contain no nodes in the radial

com ponentofvelocity perturbation.

Non-radial oscillations of p� m odes, f� m odes and

g� m odes exist for l � 1 (in particular f� m odes requires

l� 2).O scillationsforl= 0 m odesare purely radialacous-

ticoscillationsasY00 = 1=(2�)
1=2

.Sincethehorizontalcom -

ponent vanishes,one can infer from the prim ary direction

ofperturbation ofdi�erentm odesthatonly p� m odesexist.

O urnum ericalresultscon�rm thisinferenceforaself-sim ilar

dynam iccorecollapsein thatonly stablep� m odesexistfor

purely radialoscillations.

M oreover, several characteristic features of g� m odes

are displayed in Figs.10,11 and 12.These perturbations

areprim arily horizontalasthehorizontalcom ponentofper-

turbation velocity is usually larger than the radialcom po-

nent ofperturbation velocity.The peaks ofg
+
� m odes are

trapped deeply in thestellarinteriorofthecollapsing stellar

core while peaks ofg� � m ode eigenfunctions appear in the

region ofN
2
< 0.Both have m uch di�erence from acous-

ticp� m odesin which theradialcom ponentofperturbation

dom inatesand oscillation peaksofeigenfunctionsappearto-

wardsthe surface layerofa collapsing stellarcore.

5 M O D EL C O N SID ER A T IO N S FO R SN E

Hom ologouscollapses have been invoked here to m odelthe

dynam icphaseofstellarcorecollapsepriortotheem ergence

ofa rebound shock and thesubsequentSN explosion.In nu-

m ericalsim ulations(e.g.Bruenn 1985)and theoreticalstud-

ies(G W ;Lai2000),thisphasewasclaim ed to bestable.W e

perform generalpolytropic3D perturbation analysison such

a hom ologouscorecollapse.Analogousto stellaroscillations

ofa static star,3D perturbationsduring thisdynam ic core

collapse can be classi�ed into severaldistinct m odes.The

m ost interesting and im portant revelation is that convec-

tively unstable g� m odes appear under generic conditions.

W hen this happens,severalphysicalconsequences for the

rem nant core follow,which m ay alter the scenario for the

breakup ofsphericalsym m etry during the core collapse.

5.1 R adialEvolution ofSpeci�c Entropy

In our m odelderivations and com putations,we start from

assum ptionsofa generalpolytropic gasand the self-sim ilar

collapse ofsuch a gas sphere under self-gravity.For a ho-

m ologous core collapse,we �nd thatthe generalpolytropic

EoS isautom atically satis�ed.A radialevolution ofspeci�c

entropy g(x)needsto be prescribed fora com plete solution

ofa hom ologous core collapse.M oreover,the instability of

such a dynam ic core collapse depends on the radialevolu-

tion ofspeci�centropy.A briefreview fortheradialentropy

distribution in the core collapse phase deem snecessary.

According to Bethe et al.(1979),entropy per nucleon

(in unitofBoltzm ann’sconstantkB )is� 1� 1:5 atelectron

capture where the m ean electron num ber per baryon Ye is

� 0:31.Thisentropy value varieslittle such thata conven-

tionalpolytropic EoS was adopted by G W .Nevertheless,

Bethe et al.(1979) noted that m ultiple nuclear processes

indeed change this value from this range and this entropy

variation servesastheconceptualbasisofourm odel.Forex-

am ple,when thebreakup of
56
Feoccursata m assdensity of

� 5:9� 1011 g cm � 3,entropy pernucleon variesfrom � 0:5

to � 1:5 ata tem peratureof� 1� 2 M eV.W hilea constant

speci�c entropy m ay be an expedient approxim ation,elec-

tron capture,neutrinotrappingand otherphysicalprocesses

certainly m ake the speci�c entropy vary with position and

tim e.Itisthisvariation ofspeci�centropy distribution that

leadstog� m odeconvectiveinstabilitiesduringastellarcore

collapse before the em ergence ofa rebound shock.

D uring thedeleptonization processofa stellarcorecol-

lapse,an entropy evolution according to num ericalsim ula-

tions (e.g.Bruenn 1985;Janka et al.1995,1996;Burrows

et al. 2006) m ight suggest that speci�c entropy increases

with increasing radius,asgrossly described by an increasing



12 Y.Cao and Y.-Q.Lou

type ofg(x).Bruenn (1985) displayed an increasing distri-

bution ofentropy versustheenclosed m ass.Astheenclosed

m assalwaysincreaseswith radius,thespeci�centropy then

ascends with increasing radius.M ore evidence com es from

sim ulationsforthe evolution afterthe core bounce.Several

m odelsillustratetheincreasing trend ofspeci�centropy dis-

tribution with radiusjustafterthe core bounce (e.g.Janka

etal.1995,1996;Burrowsetal.2006).Iftheentropy distri-

bution variesnotvery m uch through the core bounce,then

the speci�c entropy distribution m ight also be an increas-

ing function in the core collapse stage,corresponding to an

increasing trend ofg(x)versusx.

In short,the analysis ofBethe et al.(1979) indicates

thatentropy can vary in thecorecollapse phasewhileother

num ericalsim ulations(e.g.Bruenn 1985,1989a,b;Janka &

M �uller 1995,1996;Burrows et al.2006,2007b) suggested

an increasing distribution of entropy during the phase of

rebound shock.Therefore,theoveralldistribution ofentropy

m ightbeassum ed to increase with radius.Having said this,

the possibility cannot be ruled out thatin parts ofregions

the entropy m ay decrease with radiuslocally.

Bruenn (1985)pointed outthatentropy decreaseswith

density for m ass density <
�

10
12

g cm
� 3
.A turning point

�
�
appears here, above which the entropy increases with

density.The reason isthatata certain nucleardensity,the

energylevelof1f5=2 neutron shellin thenucleibecom es�lled

and theelectron captureby nucleiisno longerallowed (e.g.

Fulleretal.1982).According to thisresultand thefactthat

m assdensity isa decreasing function ofradius,when �> �
�

ata certain stage,thespeci�c entropy distribution m ay not

bea m onotonicincreasing function ofradius.Ifthisanalysis

reects the physical reality, there are likely som e regions

where the speci�c entropy decreases with radius.Besides,

detailed num ericalsim ulations(e.g.Janka etal.2007)with

m ore sophisticated EoS (e.g.Hillebrandt et al.1984;Shen

etal.1998) revealthatalthough the overalltendency isan

outward increase,theentropy distribution m ay haveregions

where the entropy dipsslightly.

The EoS and the speci�c entropy distribution rem ain

open questions.No de�nitive evidence requires necessarily

a constant or a m onotonically increasing speci�c entropy

distribution with increasing radiusduring the core collapse

phase.By our com putations,variable entropy regions cer-

tainly lead to unstableg� m odeswith possibly rapid growth

rates.These�ndingsbearim portantim plicationsto pertur-

bation growths during the core collapse prior to the em er-

gence ofa rebound shock and SN explosions.

5.2 D e�nition ofa C ollapsing Inner Stellar C ore

For the type of SNe involving stellar core collapses,a re-

bound shock em ergessurroundingthecentrebecausethein-

nercore isdrastically com pressed and sti�ened obeying the

EoS atnucleardensity.Aftersuch a corebounce,thecentral

neutron-rich core m ay becom e a proto-neutron star within

a m assrange of� 1� 3M� (e.g.Rhoades& Ru�ni1974).

O neexpectsthatin thepre-collapse stage,there should ex-

ist a dense centralcore with a com parable m ass collapsing

inwardsto form such a proto-neutron star.Som e num erical

sim ulations (e.g.W oosley,Heger & W eaver 2002) give the

centralcore m asses for progenitors ofvarious m asses with

di�erent m etallicities.The core m ass appears in the range

of� 1:2� 1:8M� (M � = 2� 10
33

g isthe solarm ass).

Fora sudden core collapse,the outerlayersofthe pro-

genitor m ay not m ove in im m ediately (Burrows 2000).As

thestellarcore rapidly contractsinwards,itm ay tem porar-

ily detach from outer shells and evolve independently.In

this sense, we conceive a collapsing core under the self-

gravity.M eanwhile,a quantitativede�nition would bedesir-

able.G W used theinvarianceoftheinnercorem assto con-

sider the m axim um centralpressure reduction percentage

from a � = 0 con�guration to a hom ologous core collapse.

However,G W valueof� 3% forthecentralpressure reduc-

tion ism uch lessthan theresultof� 26% in thesim ulation

ofBethe etal.(1979).G W de�ned a core m assas

M ic = 1:0449

„

�c

�c0

«3=2

M 0 ;

where M 0 and �c0 are the enclosed m ass and the value of

�c for the � = 0 initialstatic Lane-Em den core while the

coe�cient 1:0449 com es from the variation ofx
3

b��=�c as �

varies from 0 to the m axim um value �M .G W also noted

that the inner core m ass in the com putation ofVan Riper

(1978)is� 30% largerthan thatoftheirde�nition.

In reference to G W ,we de�ne the following innercore

m assinside theiron core ofthe progenitor.G iven a form of

speci�c entropy evolution g(x),we can determ ine �M and

then obtain by whatfactorc1,thevalueofx
3

b��=�c increases

as�increasesfrom 0 to � M .Asthisinnerenclosed m assM

is proportionalto x
3

b(��=�c)�
3=2
c ,ifwe know the value of�c

forthe two casesof�= 0 and �= � M ,the innercore m ass

isthen de�ned by

M ic = c1

„

�c

�c0

«3=2

M 0 :

This de�nition
6
has an advantage that it allows arbitrary

pressure reduction which triggersthe SN explosion,though

theinnercorem ay bevery sm allifthepressurereduction is

great,especially in theG W casesofconventionalpolytropic

EoS.In ourgeneralpolytropic EoS characterized by a g(x),

theinnercorem asscan belargeraccordingtothisde�nition.

In our m odeldevelopm ent,we actually use param eter

�c which istheproportionalcoe�cientbetween thepressure

P and �
4=3

atthecentreofa collapsing coreto estim atethe

innercore m ass.According to the resultsshown in �gure 4

ofHillebrandtetal.(1984)which gave P versus� relations

for di�erententropies and valuesofthe centralentropy for

progenitors with di�erent m etallicities (e.g.W oosley et al.

2002),weinferparam eter�c tobe >
�
10

14
cgsunits.Theto-

talenclosed corem assissensitiveto thevalueof�c because

ofthe power-law dependence of�
3=2
c .A form ofspeci�c en-

tropy distribution g(x) = 1 + 0:0001x
2
exp(� x

2
=2) which

deviatesslightly from a constantischosen hereasa dem on-

stration.For�c = 3� 1014 cgsunits,theenclosed corem ass

does notexceed � 0:7M � ;for �c = 5� 10
14

cgs units,the

6 In fact,thereisyetanotherde�nition fortheinnercoreby Yahil

(1983) in which the edge ofthe inner core lies on the radius of

m axim um infallvelocity.Itisnotapplicable here because Yahil’s

solution extends to in�nity and contains both the innercore and

outer envelope while our solution is valid up to a m oving radius

ofzero m assdensity.
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enclosed m assisaround � 1:5M � ;and for�c = 7� 1014 cgs

units,the enclosed core m ass can reach � 2:5M � .As ex-

pected,the centralpart givesthe m ain contribution to the

enclosed core m ass,i.e.m aterials are highly concentrated

around the centre.Typically,the chosen form ofg(x)does

not change the enclosed core m ass very m uch unless it de-

viatesfrom a constantsigni�cantly.

5.3 P roperties ofV arious Perturbation M odes

5.3.1 Stable oscillations ofp� m odes and f� m odes

The high-frequency acoustic oscillations of p� m odes and

f� m odesm ay occurin any prescribed form ofg(x)and are

stableduring thehom ologouscorecollapse.Thisconclusion

here is m ore generalthan that of G W for a conventional

polytropic stellar core collapse.In our m odelanalysis and

for convenience,f� m odes m ay be regarded as the lowest-

orderp� m odes.Hereafter,we do notdistinguish thelowest

orderp� m odesand f� m odesunlessf� m odesare necessar-

ily em phasized.Aseigenvaluesm ofp� m odesdecreasewith

increasing orders,ifthelowestorderm odeisstable,then all

acoustic p� m odes rem ain stable.The localanalysis in the

W entzel-K ram ers-Brillouin-Je�reys(W K BJ)approxim ation

suggeststhe stability ofhigh-orderp� m odes(G W ).

A notablefeature forperturbation m odesin a dynam ic

corecollapserevealsthatthetim e-dependentfactordoesnot

take on a Fourierharm onic form exp(i!t)with ! being the

angular frequency ofa perturbation.Instead,the tem poral

factoracquiresapower-law form ,exceptforthelim itingcase

of� ! 0 which consistently reduces to the description of

harm onic oscillations in a static generalpolytropic sphere.

For stable acoustic p� m odes,alleigenvalues m found are

negativeand m ake�=8+ m < 0where�featuresthecollaps-

ing core.Therefore,thepower-law index param eter�(t)has

both realand im aginary parts.The realparthasa speci�c

value of� 1=6,corresponding to the adiabatic am pli�cation

ofacoustic waves due to com pression ofgas collapsing to-

wardsthecentreasnoted by G W .Theim aginary partleads

to a form ofexp(i�lnt)with � = � (� 2m =�� 1=4)
1=2

=3 be-

ing a realnum ber;thisrepresentsan oscillation,butnotin

a conventionalsinusoidalform ofharm onics.

Fortheseoscillationsofp� m odesand f� m odesduringa

dynam iccorecollapse,analysesofG W and oursindicatesta-

bility.Ifoneincludese�ectsofradiative lossesand di�usive

processes,then som e ofthese acoustic oscillations m ay be-

com e overstable,i.e.oscillatory growthsin a dynam icback-

ground.Such overstable acoustic oscillations m ay serve as

seed acoustic uctuationsfor the SASI(e.g.Foglizzo 2001)

to operate during the subsequentem ergence ofan outgoing

rebound shock (e.g.Lou & W ang 2006,2007).

5.3.2 Perturbations ofg-m odes and instabilities

The m ost im portant results ofour m odelanalysis are that

som e g� m odes which were used to be regarded as convec-

tively neutralm odesunderthe conventionalpolytropic ap-

proxim ation (G W )can becom eunstablein a dynam icback-

ground with ageneralpolytropiccorecollapseundergravity.

Theoccurrence ofg
+
� and g

�
� m odesdependson thesign

ofN
2
ashighlighted in Section 4.1.

In addition to the power-law factor t
� 1=6 for oscilla-

tion am plitudes by the core collapse com pression, by us-

ing the m odi�ed onset criterion ofconvective instabilities,

i.e.m > � �=8 (see Section 4.2.2),we �nd that g� � m odes

and su�ciently high-order g
+
� m odes are unstable during

the core collapse.Here,g
�
� m odeswhose eigenvaluesm by

de�nition are always greater than zero are unstable.Table

1 provides inform ation of several illustrative exam ples of

g
�
� m odes;eigenvalues m ofg

+
� m odes approach 0 when

the order goes higher.As a result,its value m ust exceed

� �=8 when the order is high enough.Therefore high-order

g
+
� m odesbecom eunstable.Consequently,unlessforacon-

stantg(x),unstableg� m odesalwaysexist,becauseatleast

one ofthe two kindsofg� m odes occurs for a variable dis-

tribution ofspeci�c entropy.

Itshould be em phasized thatnum ericalsim ulations so

far have not shown drastic growths ofunstable convective

m odes found here.Part of the reason is that there exists

no system atic study on the stability of the core collapse.

O ne would have thought that num ericaltruncation errors

and errorsin thedeterm ination oftherm odynam icvariables

from a tabulated EO S are considerable.Itwould be highly

desirable to furtherpursue thisproblem num erically.

A physicalscenario is advanced below for g
+
� m odes.

W hen g
�
� m odes do not occur,unstable g

+
� m odes m ay

give rise to convective instabilitiesduring the core collapse.

Initially,the inner core ofa progenitor rem ains in a � = 0

con�guration for which g
+
� m odes oscillate stably.W hen

an insu�cient nuclear energy supply triggers a reduction

ofcore pressure,the inner core begins to collapse hom olo-

gously.Su�ciently high orderg
+
� m odesbecom e unstable,

starting to grow and break the sphericalsym m etry ofthe

collapsing core.Such convectiveinstability islim ited during

the core collapse because the growth rate does not exceed

t
� 1=6

/ a
� 1=4

because g
+
� m odesare de�ned by m < 0.If

the spatialscale ofthe core shrinks by a factor of� 103,

perturbation grows by a factor of� 6.This is com parable

to the com pression e�ectofa collapsing core.

W e speculate thatsuch g� m ode instabilities underfa-

vorable conditionsm ightbreak up a collapsing core ofhigh

density and inuence the form ation of the central com -

pactobjectand itscom panions,such asbinary pulsars(e.g.

Hulse& Taylor1975)and planetsaround neutron stars(e.g.

Bailes,Lyne& Shem ar1991;W olszczan & Frail1992).

Theim portanceofasym m etry hasbeen em phasized re-

cently for the core bounce in a progenitor star priorto SN

explosions.So far,one-dim ensionalm odelcannotlead to a

successfulSN explosion.Anotherconsensusisthattheneu-

trino heating m echanism alone also fails to produce a SN

explosion as the energy of& 10
50

ergs appears insu�cient

by oneortwo ordersofm agnitude(e.g.K irauta etal.2006;

Burrowsetal.2007a).In recentyears,physicalm echanism s

involvingtwo kindsofuctuationshavebeen proposed toef-

fectively extracttheavailable gravitationalenergy to power

SN explosions.O neistheSASIprocess,which invokesacous-

ticuctuationsto transferenergy.Theotherprocessrelying

on l= 1 g� m odesappearsatseveralhundred m icroseconds

afterthe core bounce assim ulated by Burrowsetal.(2006,

2007a,b).These two energy transfer processes destroy the

sphericalsym m etry and m ake SN explosionsanisotropic.

Regarding the origin ofsuch oscillatory m odes oruc-

tuations,ourproposed instabilitieswhich take place during
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Table 1.Thepower-law index � [1=36+ 2m =(9�)]1=2 in thetim e-

dependentfactor�(t)(seeeqns(23)and (24))forthelowestorder

l= 2 unstable g� � m odes varies with � values for the dynam ic

core collapse.There are two valuesofp resulting from one eigen-

value m ;as the plus sign corresponds to stable m odes,we only

list the index ofunstable m odes with m inus signs in calculating

index p.In calculationsofthisexam ple,we �nd thatthe decrease

ofeigenvalue m does not exceed 0:6% when � increases from 0

(static core) to the m axim um value �M = 0:00607.The speci�c

entropy distribution g(x) = 1 � 0:1x2 exp(� x2) is adopted ac-

cording to expression (36).

� � [1=36+ 2m =(9�)]1=2

0.001 � 1:663

0.002 � 1:181

0.003 � 0:969

0.004 � 0:843

0.005 � 0:757

0.006 � 0:694

�M = 0:00607 � 0:690

the core collapse phase before the em ergence ofa rebound

shock should have already destroyed the sphericalsym m e-

try.The condition for the occurrence of such instabilities

appearsgeneric,only requiring a variable radialspeci�c en-

tropy distribution.Physically,the g� � m odes and unstable

g
+
� m odes lead to convections.By de�nition (33) for the

Brunt-V�ais�al�a frequency N ,inequality N
2
> 0 isequivalent

to the Schwarzschild criterion for convective stability in a

star.Theglobaleigenfunction ofa g
�
� m odedescribescon-

vective m otions in a hom ologous core collapse.Fora given

m ode,we can calculate the tim e evolution ofthe perturba-

tion.Table 1 gives an exam ple ofthe powerindicesfor the

lowest order l= 2 m ode underthe prescribed form (36) of

g(x)= 1� 0:1x
2
exp(� x

2
).According to Table1,thepower-

law index variesin a wide range,allowing forboth fastand

slow perturbation growths,indicating the trend thatinsta-

bilitiesgo into the nonlinearregim e.

5.4 C om parisons w ith Stellar O scillations

Apparentsim ilaritiesexistin parallelbetween stellaroscilla-

tionsofastaticstarand 3D generalpolytropicperturbations

in a hom ologouscorecollapse.Theclassi�cation ofdi�erent

oscillatory m odesareintroduced in referenceto stellaroscil-

lationsand thedegeneracy with respectto azim uthaldegree

m isexpected (see footnote 2).Acoustic p� m odesexistfor

allvalues ofperturbation degree land rem ain stable.The

acousticf� m odesexistforl� 2and also rem ain stable.The

criterion fortheexistenceoftwo di�erenttypesofg� m odes

rem ains the sam e,by using the sign of the square of the

Brunt-V�ais�al�abuoyancyfrequency N
2
de�ned by expression

(33).Sim ilar to stellar oscillations,am plitudesofg� m odes

concentrate around the core while those of p� m odes ap-

proach the outer layer especially for high-degree lacoustic

oscillations.M orespeci�cally,peakam plitudesofg
�
� m odes

appearin the radialregionswith N 2
< 0.

M eanwhile,notable di�erencesfrom stellar oscillations

also arise in ourperturbation analysis.Asthe m ostim por-

tantfeatures,theonsetcriterion forconvectiveinstability is

m odi�ed in referenceto thewell-known Schwarzschild crite-

rion.Consequently,notonly g
�
� m odesbutalso su�ciently

high orderg
+
� m odesbecom eunstable.W eprovidespeci�c

exam ples to dem onstrate this novelphenom enon thatm ay

giveriseto severalpossibilitiesto innerstellarcorecollapses

priortotheem ergenceofrebound shocksand SN explosions.

The tim e-dependentfactor no longertakesthe exponential

form butisreplaced by a power-law form .

5.5 C om parisons w ith Earlier M odelR esults

Conceptually,ourperturbation analysisduring thephaseof

stellarcorecollapseshowsintim ateconnectionstoperturba-

tionsbefore the com m encem entofstellarcore collapse and

afterthe onsetofcore bounce.

Physically,theorigin ofperturbationscan befairly nat-

uralfor m assive progenitor stars.In term s ofstellar evolu-

tion and dynam ics,stellaroscillationsofp� m odes,f� m odes

and g� m odes m ay welloccur in m assive stars,such as red

orbluegiantspriorto an innercorecollapse(e.g.M urphy et

al.2004).Nuclearburning in m assive starscan also provide

seed perturbations (e.g.Bazan & Arnett 1998;M eakin &

Arnett2006,2007a,b).Such pre-existing stellaroscillations

and perturbationsassociated with nuclearburning serve as

sourcesofuctuationsduring thecorecollapsephasebefore

the em ergence ofa rebound shock around the centre.

G W studied theacousticstability ofcorecollapsephase

for a conventionalpolytropic gas and noted that g� m odes

areallconvectively neutraland p� m odesare allstable.Lai

(2000)extended thispolytropicacousticstability analysisto

dynam ic solutions ofYahil(1983) and concluded that un-

stable acoustic bar m odes (i.e.l = 2) exist for  � 1:09.

The instability iscaused by an insu�cientpressure against

perturbationsdue to a soft EoS and m ay indicate star for-

m ation.A cloud with this instability tends to deform into

an ellipsoid, in which fragm entation m ight occur. Except

for this, no other unstable m odes relevant to Yahil solu-

tions were found in Lai’s exploration.Laialso claim s that

Shu (1977) isotherm al EW CS is unstable. In the context

of Type II SNe,he stated that no destructive oscillation

m odes exist in the collapsing core before form ing a proto-

neutron star.Theseconclusionsarebased on theassum ption

ofa conventionalpolytropicgas.Thefactisthatseveralnu-

clear processes in SN explosions m ost likely m ake speci�c

entropy distribution variable.Then g� m odesare no longer

convectively neutral.In particular,their stability now be-

com es sensitive to the evolution ofspeci�c entropy.These

unstable g� m odesshould play signi�cantrolesforcom pact

rem nantsand SNe.

Lai(2000) analyzed and claim ed the stability ofYahil

(1983) solution when  ’ 4=3; the background dynam ic

owsdi�erfrom ours.Lai& G oldreich (2000)found acous-

ticinstability growing during dynam icows.However,their

proposed instability only grows in the supersonic region

wheretheouterenveloperesides(Yahil1983)whilethecore

stillcollapsessubsonically.A m ain assum ption forthese re-

sultsisthesam econventionalpolytropicEoS forbackground

ow and perturbations.Thusg� m odesareconvectivelyneu-

tralin theiranalysisand only acoustic p� m odesexist.
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5.6 SeveralA spects ofSN Explosions

O necan assessconsequencesofg� m odeinstabilitiesduring

thephaseofthecorecollapsepriortoSNe.Such g� m odein-

stabilitiescan grow and evolvenonlinearly and severalplau-

sible scenariosm ay be speculated.

In the presence of a series of core nuclear processes,

including neutronization and electron capture,uctuations

in the speci�c entropy during the core-collapse phase isin-

evitable;in particular,such unstable g� m odes,i.e.convec-

tive instabilities destroy the sphericalsym m etry of a col-

lapsing core before the em ergence ofa rebound shock.This

is a likely m echanism ofproducing asphericity now seem -

ingly necessary forSN explosions.Two m ajorconsequences

ofsuch g� m odeinstabilitiesareasfollows.(i)Theform ation

and properm otion ofa proto-neutron starcan be a�ected.

As the collapse becom es aspherical,the proto-neutron star

m ay also becom easpherical.Underfavorableconditions,we

speculate thatsuch convectiveinstabilitiesm ightbeviolent

enough to tear a proto-neutron star into pieces.(ii) Such

instabilities are expected to distortthe shape ofa rebound

shock front.Com pared with currentnum ericalsim ulations,

in which a rebound shock front is initially spherical,then

becom es non-sphericaland bends towards a particular di-

rection where gasisdriven out,ourproposed non-spherical

shock frontatthebeginning m ightgive rise to considerable

di�erencesforthese num ericalsim ulations.

There are severalconjecturesifourproposed instabili-

tiesplay a m ajor role in SN explosions.The l= 1 g� m ode

instability m ay giveriseto kicksofproto-neutron stars.The

l= 2instability m ay splitthecentralm assivecoreapartand

im pliesa possible form ation ofbinary pulsars;by adjusting

the param eters in our m odel,we can have low-order l= 2

g� m ode instability in a centralcore whose enclosed m ass

is� 2M � .High-orderand high-degreeg� m odeinstabilities

always have a tendency to tear a centralcore into pieces.

Asa consequence,even though core collapse occurs during

which neutronization is triggered and energetic neutrinos

burst out,the outgoing rebound shock m ay leave behind

a collection of broken clum ps.W e suggest this possibility

because in observationsno centralcom pactobjectisfound

in som e SN rem nants,including SN1987A (Chevalier 1992;

M anchester2007;M cCray 2009 private com m unications).

O ne im portant prediction of our proposed unstable

g� m ode convective instabilities before and during the re-

bound shock em ergence istheresulting turbulentm ixing of

heavierelem entsin theinnerlayersofthecore forSNe.Ac-

cordingtotheevolution theoryofm assivestars(e.g.Nom oto

& Hashim oto1988;W oosley & W eaver1995),di�erentheavy

elem ents(e.g.Fe,Si,O ,C etc.)liein ordered corelayersfrom

insideout.W ithoutconvectiveinstabilitiesoccurring before

the em ergence ofa rebound shock,these elem entallayers

should be m ore or less keptduring a SN explosion.In this

situation,boundariesbetween elem entalshellsare expected

tobeidenti�able.In contrast,forourproposed g� m odecon-

vectiveinstabilities,theresultingconvectiveturbulencewith

su�ciently fastgrowthsm ixeselem entsFe,Si,O ,C in dif-

ferentcore layers.Thisconvectivem ixing m echanism ofthe

core turbulence should bear observationalconsequences in

detecting various heavy nuclear species and m apping their

spatialdistributionsin SN rem nants.

5.6.1 Speculations on kicks ofradio pulsars

O bservationalevidence,including high neutron star pecu-

liarvelocities(e.g.Lyne& Lorim er1994;Cordesetal.1993;

Burrows2000;Arzoum anian etal.2002;Hobbsetal.2005),

thedetection ofgeodeticprecession in thebinary pulsarPSR

1913+ 16 (e.g.W ex etal.2000),thespin-orbitm isalignm ent

(e.g.K aspiet al.1996),im plies \kick" processes by which

proto-neutron starsgain considerablekineticenergiesduring

SN explosions.Threem ajorm echanism shavebeen pursued

(e.g.Lai,Cherno�& Cordes2001).Here,ourproposed l= 1

g� m odeinstabilitiesin a collapsing corebelong to hydrody-

nam ically driven \kicks".W eshallnotdwellupon theother

two,viz.electrom agnetically driven \kicks" and neutrino-

m agnetic �eld driven \kicks".

Thedipolem odesofl= 1,includingp� m odesand both

types ofg� m odes,are characterized by possible displace-

m entsofthecentralcorem assasalready noted in stellaros-

cillations(e.g.Christensen-D alsgaard 1976).Assuch dipole

m odesinvolve the core m ass m otion aboutthe equilibrium

centre,the core m ass gains a certain am ountofkinetic en-

ergy.D uring the violent rebound shock breakout ofa SN,

thiscore m assm ovem entenablesthe rem nantcom pactob-

jectto furthergain kinetic energy and m ove away from the

equilibrium centre.Theoverallcentreofm assshould rem ain

�xed in space.This is a physically plausible ‘kick’process.

O bservationally,proper velocities ofnascent neutron stars

aretypically � 450� 90 km s
� 1

(e.g.Lyne& Lorim er1994)

and can reach ashigh as� 1600 km s
� 1

(e.g.Cordesetal.

1993;Burrows 2000).For allperturbations with l6= 1,the

boundary condition atx ! 0 requiresa zero velocity there.

In these cases,thecore m assand theequilibrium centreco-

incide.Fig.14o�ersan exam pleofunstablel= 1g+ � m ode.

Unstable l= 1 g� m odes oflow orders during the core col-

lapsephasein a m assiveprogenitorstarm ay giveriseto the

initial‘kick’ofa nascentproto-neutron starasjointresults

ofnonlinear collapse evolution,rebound shock and SN ex-

plosion.Here,the requirem ent oflow-order g� m odes is to

enclose a su�cient am ount ofcore m ass to be kicked out.

O urm odelresultsindicatethatwith a plausibledistribution

ofspeci�c entropy,low-orderl= 1 g� m odescan indeed be

unstableduringcorecollapse.Low-orderg� m odesensuresa

su�cientam ountofm assinside the innerm ostnode.W ith

such instabilities,a sizable m ass in the centralcore can be

kicked away from the equilibrium centre.

W em ay apply this\kick" scenario to a plausible situa-

tion in which severalphysicalvariablesare assigned typical

valuesfora stellarcore.From Hillebrandtetal.(1984)and

W oosley etal.(2002),thecentralcoe�cient� c isestim ated

as � 5� 1014 cgs unit.The tim e tis characterized by the

free-falltim escale � (G �)
� 1=2

in the order ofa few to sev-

eraltensofm illisecond when the m assdensity �fallsin the

range of� 1010 � 1014 g cm � 3.In ourm odel,the tim e tis

negative(i.e.tim ereversal)fora hom ologously corecollapse

solution;we thustake the initialtim e to be � 50 m s.Here,

g(x) = 1 + 0:001x2 represents a slight increase ofspeci�c

entropy with increasing x.The case of�= 0:006 isclose to

the m axim um value �M ofa physically allowed � and also

leadsto a centralm assdensity of� 1010 g cm � 3 consistent

with sim ulation results(e.g.Bruenn 1985).

Fig.13 illustrates the initialdynam ic core collapse of

such a situation,including the radius r,the collapsing ve-
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Figure 13. This exam ple presents the initial dynam ic back-
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0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

0 

x

g
+
−

m
o

d
e

 e
ig

e
n

fu
n

c
ti
o

n
s

w
r

w
t

λ=0.006

g(x)=1+0.001x
2

m=−0.00065482

m+λ/8=9.5175×10
−5

>0

Figure 14. W e show an exam ple of the l = 1 lowest order

g+ � m ode. Param eters for this oscillatory m ode are displayed

in the �gure. This is a convectively unstable g+ � m ode with

m + �=8 > 0.W e can see that the centre ofm ass has a veloc-

ity am plitude,which contributes to the kick velocity ofthe core.

locity � u and the m ass density � versusthe enclosed m ass

M . Fig. 14 shows a l = 1 dipole unstable g+ � m ode in

which the centralcore has m axim um perturbation am pli-

tudes.It is estim ated that the sound speed ofthe central

core is (P c=�c)
1=2 >

�
109 cm s� 1 where the subscriptc in-

dicatesphysicalvariablesatthecentrex = 0.Fora velocity

perturbation only ofa few percent ofthe sound speed,it

can stillbe severalhundred kilom eters persecond which is

grossly consistentwith observed kick velocitiesofradio pul-

sars(e.g.Lyne& Lorim er1994).A som ewhatlargervelocity

perturbation am plitude (say 10% ofthe core sound speed)

m ayalsogiverisetoakickvelocity of� 1600 km s
� 1

oreven

higher.W e propose thatthislower-orderl= 1 g� m ode in-

stability isa plausiblem echanism leading to kicksofcentral

rem nantcom pactobjectsin theafterm ath ofSN explosions.

5.6.2 Speculations on form ing binary pulsars

A few binary pulsars have been detected,including the fa-

m ousPSR1913+ 16 (Hulse & Taylor1975).Ideashavebeen

proposed to explain their form ation (e.g.Flannery & van

den Heuvel1975).O ur l= 2 g� m ode instabilities suggest

an alternative yet plausible origin of such binary pulsars.

Unstable l = 2 g� m odes of low orders developed during

thestellarcorecollapseofa m assiveprogenitorm ightbreak

the dense core apart before and during the em ergence ofa

rebound shock and eventually give rise to binary com pact

objects.The violent SN explosion drives the two com pact

blobs apart.The spinsofthe two blobs and the binary or-

bitalm otion pick up partofthe angularm om entum ofthe

m assive progenitor star.The m ass ofeach com ponents in

PSR1913+ 16 is estim ated to be � 1M � (e.g.Flannery &

van den Heuvel1975).For a central�c of� 7 � 1014 cgs

unit,theenclosed corem asscan be >
�
2M � .Thatwould be

a su�ciently m assive core fora possible splitinto two com -

pact objects due to nonlinear evolution ofunstable l = 2

g� m odesand subsequentcore rebounce and SN explosion.

5.6.3 Speculations on breaking up neutron-rich cores

W e also speculate that under possible and favorable con-

ditions,the growth ofunstable high-orderhigh-degree (e.g.

l� 3)g� m odesand theirnonlinearevolution m ightlead to

an eventualbreakup ofacentralproto-neutron starafterthe

rebound shock em ergence and subsequentSN explosion.In

thisscenario,theneutronization doesoccurduring thebrief

core-collapse phase and high-energy neutrinos escape after

a short m om ent oftrapping,but without form ing a coher-

entcentralneutron starin the end.The expected com pact

rem nant is actually shredded into pieces by the nonlinear

evolution ofhigh-orderand high-degree unstableconvective

g� m odes.SN1987A m ight be such an exam ple,for which

no signalsfrom a centralcom pactobjecthaveeverbeen de-

tected (e.g.Chevalier1992;M anchester2007;M cCray 2009

private com m unications).Unstable high-order high-degree

g� m odesunderotherconditionsm ightalso lead to the for-

m ation of planets orbiting around a neutron star. These

planets can hardly be those before the SN explosion be-

cause they can seldom survive under the expansion ofthe

progenitorgiantand thestrongstellarwind aswellastheSN

explosion.These high-orderhigh-degree unstable g� m odes

during the core collapse m ight help certain am ount ofgas

concentrated in isolated blobs,leading to the possible for-

m ation ofplanets around a new-born neutron star.A few

neutron starswith planetshave been detected observation-

ally (e.g.Bailesetal.1991;W olszczan & Frail1992).

W e have revealed and em phasized unstable growths of

g� m ode convective instabilities during the inner core col-

lapseunderself-gravity insidea m assiveprogenitorstarand

speculated severalphysicalconsequencesofsuch instabilities

aboutcentralcom pactrem nantsofSNe.Togetherwith other

physicalprocessesatdi�erentstages,such g� m ode convec-

tive instabilitiespriorto the em ergence ofa rebound shock

can beanecessary ingredienttoachievesuccessfulSN explo-
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sions.M oreover,di�erent m odes ofoscillations in our clas-

si�cation provide sourcesofperturbationsduring the em er-

gence ofa rebound shock,forexam ple,the l= 1 g� m odes

discussed by Burrowsetal.(2006,2007a,b)m ay have well

originated from our l= 1 g
+
� and g

�
� m odes during the

stellarcorecollapsephasebeforethecorebounce.Nonlinear

evolution ofdiverseinitialuctuationsin variousstellarcore

collapse conditionsisexpected to give rise to a diversity of

possible outcom esforrem nantcoresofSNe.

6 SU M M A R Y A N D C O N C LU SIO N S

W e have system atically investigated physicalproperties of

3D perturbations in a hydrodynam ic background of self-

sim ilar core collapse with a general polytropic EoS for a

relativistically hotgasof = 4=3,asstudied in Lou & Cao

(2008).Forboth background and perturbations,thetwoval-

uesof are taken to be the sam e;the case oftwo di�erent

values of  willbe explored separately.Analogous to the

m ode classi�cation ofstellar oscillations in a non-rotating

static star (e.g.Cowling 1941),our 3D generalpolytropic

perturbationsaredivided intofourdistinctclassesofm odes,

viz.p� m odes,f� m odes,g
+
� m odes (i.e.with m < 0) and

g
�
� m odes (i.e.with m > 0),according to theireigenvalue

regim esofparam eterm in equation (25).

Stability properties of these di�erent perturbation

m odes are analyzed.Sim ilar to stellar oscillations, acous-

tic p� m odes and f� m odes rem ain stable for 3D general

polytropicperturbationsin hom ologousstellarcorecollapse.

This m ore general conclusion also con�rm s the acoustic

p� m ode stabilitiesclaim ed by G W although theirp� m ode

eigenvalues appear in system atic errors.The tem poralam -

pli�cation factort
� 1=6

in the perturbation m agnitude isas-

sociated with thebackground gascom pression during a ho-

m ologous inner core collapse.In contrast,g
�
� m odes and

su�ciently high-orderg
+
� m odesare both convectively un-

stable m odes because the onset criterion ofconvective in-

stabilities is now shifted from m > 0 for a static general

polytropic sphere to m > � �=8 for a collapsing general

polytropic core where � > 0 characterizes the hydrody-

nam icbackground ofa hom ologously collapsing stellarcore.

The existence of both types ofg� m odes depends on N
2
,

the square ofthe Brunt� V�ais�al�a buoyancy frequency (see

de�nition 33) which is determ ined by the evolution ofthe

speci�c entropy distribution g(x).M eanwhile,above what

value of perturbation degree l the g� m odes are unstable

alsodependson thespeci�cform ofg(x).Asan exam ple,the

lowest-order l= 1 unstable g
+
� m ode is shown in Fig.14.

Thepeak am plitudesofg� � m odesliein regionsofN 2
< 0,

which isanalogousto thosein stellaroscillations.Theseun-

stable g� m odeslead to growths ofconvective m otionsin a

self-sim ilar collapsing stellar core.Their divergent growths

scale aspowerlawsin tim e t(with t< 0)while stable per-

turbation m odesoscillate in the m annerofexp(i�lnt).

In analyzing thisperturbation problem ,we also realize

thatthe globalenergy criterion ofChandrasekhar(1939)is

not su�cient to ensure the stability of generalpolytropic

equilibria in view ofthe possible occurrence ofconvective

instabilitiesforvariableentropy distributions(AppendixC).

Com pared topossiblesourcesofperturbationsproposed

in earlierm odels,includingtheso-called \�� m echanism "be-

foretheonsetofinnercorecollapse and SASIafterthecore

bounce,our g� m ode convective instabilities occur during

the dynam ic core collapse. Contrary to earlier theoretical

notions,thepre-SN stellarcorecollapsephaseism ostlikely

convectively unstable due to both types ofg� m ode insta-

bilities.Thisisbecausean exactly constantspeci�centropy

everywherein a stellarcoreshould beextrem ely rarein any

realistic progenitor star (e.g.Bruenn 1985).Therefore,the

sphericalsym m etry ofa self-sim ilar collapsing stellar core

should beactually broken up earlierthan presum ed by m ost

previousm odelsofSNe.

In ourscenario,oscillationsoftheprogenitorstarserve

as the m ost naturalsource for 3D perturbations.Forsom e

regionsofg
0
(x)< 0 leading to N

2
< 0 locally,the unstable

g� � m odes,ofwhich low-degreem odesm ay havesu�ciently

fastgrowth rates,willsoon dom inateand destroy thespher-

icalsym m etry.Ifg
0
(x)> 0 everywhere,high-orderunstable

g+ � m odes will grow in a self-sim ilar collapsing core and

evolve nonlinearly.

In the presence ofinevitable core g� m ode convective

instabilities,severalpossibleconsequencesm ay follow.M ost

prom inently,theearly break-up ofsphericalsym m etry m ay

lead to energy concentration in particular directions and

there is thus no need for a rebound shock to push against

the entire outer envelope. The low-order unstable l = 1

g� m odesm ay give rise to the initialkick ofa rem nantcen-

tralcom pact object. M eanwhile unstable g� m odes corre-

spond to the growth ofconvective m otions which m ay stir

up heavier elem ents Fe,Si,O and C in di�erent inner lay-

ers of the collapsing core inside a m assive progenitor via

convective turbulence so thata m ixed distribution ofthese

elem entstovariousextentsin SN rem nantsisexpected.This

prediction ofourm odelcan betested by nuclearabundance

observationsin SNe.

W efurthersuspectthatthenonlinearevolution oflow-

orderunstablel= 2g� m odeinstabilitiesm ightdisintegrate

thecentralproto-neutron starcoreintotwoblobstoform bi-

nary pulsarsystem sunderfavorableconditions.O therhigh-

orderhigh-degreeunstableg� m odesm ighteven preventthe

form ation ofa coherentcentralcom pactobjectby breaking

thecoreinto m ultiplepieces.Itisspeculated thatthism ight

happen to supernova SN1987A withoutsignals from a cen-

tralrem nant com pact object.High-degree and high-order

g� m odeinstabilitiesm ay lead tosm allerblobsoflow m asses

which m ighteventually form planetsaround a neutron star

aftera SN explosion.
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A P P EN D IX A : O R T H O G O N A LIT Y O F

EIG EN SO LU T IO N S W IT H D IFFER EN T M

W e can now prove thateigenfunctionsofdi�erenteigenval-

uesm arem utually orthogonal.In thefollowing illustration,

superscripts
(1)

and
(2)

are utilized to distinguish di�erent

eigenfunctions and eigenvalues.Let us proceed to evaluate

the integralof

m
(1)

Z
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3
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The lastterm on the RHS ofeq.(A1)leadsto
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The �rst integration on the RHS of eq (A1) can be re-

expressed as
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and the second integration on the RHS ofeq (A1)isequal

to

3

Z

f
3
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1
r f � w
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dV +

3

4

Z

f
4
f
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1
r g� w
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Note that both f and g depend only on x.Therefore,the

resultindicatesthatthe integral
Z

f
3
w

(1)
� w

(2)
dV

ism anifestly sym m etric in term sofsuperscripts
(1)

and
(2)
.

Consequently,theorthogonality ofeigenfunctionsisproved.

A P P EN D IX B : VA R IA T IO N A L P R IN C IP LE

Thevariationalprinciple(e.g.Chandrasekhar1964)can also

be applied to thiseigenvalue problem .Referring to the for-

m ulain theproofoforthogonality in Appendix A,theeigen-

value can be written asthe ratio oftwo integrals,viz.

m = I2=I1 ; (B1)

where

I1 =

Z

f
3
w

2
dV ; (B2)
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Using thevariationalprinciple,wewillshow thattheeigen-

value param eter m has a stationary property when I1 and

I2 are evaluated in term s ofthe true proper solutions.Ac-

cording to equation (B1),

�m = (�I2 � m �I1)=I1 ; (B4)

where �I1 and �I2 are the changesin I1 and I2 in response

to the variation �w in w .W e have

�I1 = 2
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f
3
w � �w dV ; (B5)

and
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K eeping in m ind ofequations (25)� (28),we can write the

variation �I2 as

�I2 = 2
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By equations(B5)and (B7),itthen followsthat�m = 0 if

m f
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3
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which is precisely equation (25)for the eigenvalue problem

ofourm odelform ulation.

A P P EN D IX C : T O TA L EN ER G Y O F A

G EN ER A L LA N E-EM D EN SP H ER E

In them odelform ulation ofLou & Cao (2008),thesituation

of � = 0 represents the lim iting static generalpolytropic

sphere. For the conventional polytropic equation of state

(i.e.a constantspeci�c entropy everywhere independentof

tim e t),thegoverning equation ofthestatic equilibrium re-

turnsto thewell-known Lane-Em den equation (e.g.Edding-

ton 1926;Chandrasekhar1939).Forageneralpolytropicgas

sphere with a variable radialdistribution ofthe speci�c en-

tropy,we referto the governing equation with �= 0 asthe

generalLane-Em den equation (see footnote 1 in the m ain

text).W e em phasize thatthe linear stability property now

dependson theradialdistribution ofthespeci�c entropy.If

the speci�c entropy decreases with radius r,corresponding

to a decreasing g(x),convectively unstable g
�
� m odes will

develop and drivethestaticsphereoutofequilibrium con�g-

uration.The totalenergy thatisequalto the gravitational
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energy plus the therm alenergy together stillrem ains zero

for = 4=3;however,thissituation underthe conventional

polytropicassum ption isreferred toasbeing m arginally sta-

ble by Chandrasekhar(1939).

The hydrostatic equilibrium equationsare

dM

dr
= 4�r

2
� ; (C1)

dP

dr
= �

G M �

r2
: (C2)

Using equation (C1) to elim inate M in equation (C2) and

assum ing theradialdistribution ofP=�

,onereadily arrives

atthe dim ensionalgeneralLane-Em den equation whose di-

m ensionlessform appearsasequation (14)with �= 0.

Thetotalenergy ofthesystem can bederived asfollows.

The totalgravitationalenergy is

E G = �

Z

G M �

r
4�r

2
dr=

Z

dP

dr
4�r

3
dr (C3)

and the totaltherm alenergy is

E T =

Z

P

(� 1)�
4�r

2
�dr=

4�

(� 1)

Z

P r
2
dr : (C4)

The totalenergy ofa generalLane-Em den sphere is

E = E G + E T = � (3� 4)ET ; (C5)

where �nite pressure atthe centre and zero pressure atthe

stellar surface are presum ed.Consequently,we prove that

irrespectiveoftheradialdistribution ofthespeci�centropy,

thetotalenergy ofa generalpolytropicLane-Em den sphere

rem ainszero for = 4=3.Evidently,thisdoesnotguarantee

the linearstability ofsuch a equilibrium con�guration.

Thesim pletotalenergy criterion isnotenough to judge

thestability oftheequilibrium con�guration.Thestatem ent

ofChandrasekhar(1939) isonly valid because the assum p-

tion of a conventional polytropic gas excludes g� m odes,

leaving them as convectively neutral.In fact,linear stabil-

ity properties rely on the radialdistribution ofthe speci�c

entropy.For instance,we �nd in this paper g
�
� m ode in-

stability fora static generalpolytropic Lane-Em den sphere

with the square ofthe Brunt-V�ais�al�a frequency N 2
< 0 in

som e parts.W e therefore conclude that sim ply using the

polytropicindex  to judgethestability property ofa static

sphere is not enough for a generalpolytropic Lane-Em den

sphere.O nestillneedsto perform a detailed linearstability

analysisforsuch a hydrostatic equilibrium con�guration.


	Introduction
	Spherical Homologous Stellar Core Collapses
	Three-Dimensional Perturbations
	Results of Perturbation Analysis
	A General Consideration 
	Numerical Explorations

	Model Considerations for SNe
	Radial Evolution of Specific Entropy
	Definition of a Collapsing Inner Stellar Core
	Properties of Various Perturbation Modes 
	Comparisons with Stellar Oscillations
	Comparisons with Earlier Model Results
	Several Aspects of SN Explosions

	Summary and Conclusions
	Orthogonality of Eigensolutions with Different m
	Variational Principle
	Total Energy of a   General Lane-Emden Sphere

