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W hy a Single-Star M odelC annot Explain the B polar N ebula of
Eta Carinae

N oam Soker

ABSTRACT

Iexam ine the angularm om entum evolution during the 1837-1856 G reat E rup—
tion ofthem assive star Carinae. I nd thatthenew estin ate ofthem assblown
during that eruption in plies that the envelope of Car substantially spun-down
during the 20 years eruption. Single-star m odels, m ost of which require the en—
velope to rotate close to the break-up velociy, cannot account for the bipolar
nebula the Homunculus fomed from m atter expelled In that eruption. The
kinetic energy and m om entum of the H om unculus further constrains single-star
models. Idiscusshow Carcan t Into a uni ed m odel for the formm ation of
bipolar Iobes where two oppositely efected gts In ate two lobes (or bubbles).
These ®ts are blown by an accretion disk, which requires stellar com panions in
the case of bijpolar nebulae around stellar ob Ects.

K ey words: biharies: close circum stellarm atter stars: individual: Carhhae stars:
mass loss stars: winds

1. Introduction

The bipolar structure of the Eta Carinae ( Car) nebula the Homunculis is not
unique. Its basic structure, that of bubbl pair, where each bubbl is bounded by a thin
dense shell, lled with a low density interior, and having a narrow waist between them, is
Seen In m any diverse ob gcts. Exam ples include the Perseus cluster of galaxies (Fabian et
al. 2002), the symbiotic neébula He 2-104 (Corradi& Schwarz 1995; Corradiet al. 2001; here
the dense shell is not closed), and the planetary nebula PN ) NGC 3587 PN G 1484+ 57.0;
eg. Guerrero et al. 2003). The sin ilarity between bubble pairs in clusters of galaxies and
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In PN sisdiscussed In Soker (2003a; 2004a), while n Soker (2004b) I discuss the sin ilarity

of these system s with symbiotic nebulae and the bijpolar neébula of Car. In clusters of
galaxies such bubbles are known to be form ed by oppositely efected #ts, which are detected

by radio em ission (eg. Hydra A; M dNam ara et a.2000). In a series of papers I argue that

this suggests that bubble pairs in PN s (Soker 2003a,b; 2004a) and sym biotic nebulae (Soker
2004b) are also form ed by such Fts (note that not allPN s are shaped by gts). In partic—
ular, there are m ore and m ore observations show Ing and hinting at the presence of £ts in

sym biotic system s (9., K ellogg, Pedely, & Lyon 2001; B rocksopp et al. 2004), in PN s, and

PN progenitors (eg. Imaiet al. 2002; H irano et al. 2004; Sahaiet al 2003).

In previous papers I attribute the bipolar structure of Car (eg., Ishibashiet al. 2003)
and the presently blown fast polar wind found by Sm ith et al. (2003a) to interaction w ih
the binary com panion (Soker 2001, 2003c). In particular, in Soker (2001) I proposed that
the bijpolarnebula was shaped by Etsblown by the com panion, via an accretion disk, during
the 20 years G reat E ruption a century and a halfago. In that paper I listed som e argum ents
In avorof such am odel. However, thenew nding ofSm ith et al. 2003b) ofa m orem assive
Hom unculus, and ssveralnew papersusing a single starm odel forthe shaping ofthew ind and
circum stellarm atterof Car (eg. Dwarkadas & Owocki2002; Sm ith et al. 2003a; G onzalez
et al. 2004; van Boekel et al. 2003) m otivate m e to reconsider the single starm odel. O ther
papers In recent years study the role of rotation and/orbinary com panion in  Car. Stothers
(1999) nd that the rotation does not a ect m uch the Instability of lum inous blue variables
(LBV), which is In support of the view I take in the present paper. D avidson (1999; see
also D avidson 2000), on the other hand, argues that a binary model for Car is not \a
Panacea". Tacospt D avidson’s view that som e crucialaspectsofthe Careruptions are due
solely to the behavior of the m assive star, and not to the com panion. M y m ain interest is in
show Ing that the bjpolar structure of the nebula is due to a binary com panion. In section
2 I study the mom entum and energy budget of Car. In section 3 I consider the required
stellar angularm om entum in single-starm odels. Iwillnot ollow the evolution of rotating
m assive stars with any speci ¢ m odel (for these see, eg., Heger & Langer 2000; M aeder,
& M eynet 2003; M eynet & M aeder 2003). I will use analytical approach. In section 4 I

summ arizemy nding that single-star m odels encounter severe problam s.

2. W ind’s energy and m om entum

Som e ofthe argum ents given here are not new . H owever, Iput them in a broader context
In light of the new estin ated m ass that was blown during the 20 years G reat E ruption
Mgg /7 12M (Sm ih et al 2003b). For a wind driven by radiation pressure the e ective
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num ber of tim es a photon is scattered by the wind m aterial, ie. in the positive radial
direction, is given by

M-, vy L M- Vi
s’ =700 —%— ; 1)
L=c 1073L 05M  yr 't 600 km s !

where M, is the mass loss rate into the wind, v, is the temm hal wind speed, L is the
stellar lum inosiy, and c the light speed. The di erent variables are scaled w ith the m ass
loss rate (Sm ith et al. 2003b) and lum nosity © avidson & Hum phreys 1997) during the
G reat Eruption. This is a very large num ber, which is not encountered in other stars. For
exam ple, in most PN s and highly evolved red giant starsng < 1 Knapp 1986). The PN
w ith the highest value of o 600 in the list given by Kanpp (1986) is NGC 2346. The
central star ofthisPN contains a close binary com panion (Bond 2000), which went through
a comm on envelope evolution and released large am ount or orbital energy. T herefore, the
binary com panion isbehind the large value of ; In the PN NGC 2346. Sm ith et al. (2003b)
notice that such a high value of ¢ occurs in explosions. H owever, the m ass loss rate during
the G reat Eruptions lasted for 20 years, a tin e longerby m ore than an order ofm agnitude
than the dynam icaltineof Car, even if it swelled to 10AU . Shaviv (2001) com paresthe
supertddington w ind of the G reat E ruption to that of novae and obtains satisfactory tto
the G reat E ruption out ow, assum ing spherical w ind. A though he assum es a steady state
m ass lossprocess, the photospheric radiis of the nova efgcted m ass expandsby several orders
ofm agniude during the explosion, and the m ass lnvolved occupies a thin layer on the white
dw arf surface prior to the explosion. The 10M efpcted m ass in the G reat E ruption, on
the other hand, originated in a thick envelope layer of Car. In addition, the form ation of
the bipolar structure in an explosive event requires di erent m odels than the one I criticize
In the present paper. T he resuls of Shaviy (2001), though, show that a singlk star can lose
m ass at a high rate. Such a high m ass loss rate is needed in the presently proposed binary
m odel, but here the wind speed, hence the m om entum and kinetic energy supplied by the
prim ary, can bemuch lower.

The new estin ated energy ofthe Homunculus isEgzo,  13°%  16° erg (Sm ith et al.
2003b) . The ratio of this energy to the energy radiated during the 20 years G reat E ruption

is

1
EHom L EHom

L  20yr b Toer 5 109 erg
This in plies that half the energy lberated during the G reat E ruption was radiated, and
half was oconverted to the kinetic energy of the wind. The present m ass loss rate of .
2 10°M yr ! (van Boekelet al.2003) overthe 150 years span since the G reat E ruption
contrbutes negligible am ount to this energy.

@)
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T he required transfer e ciency ofm om entum and energy from radiation to the wind in
single starm odels of Car ismuch higher than in any other ob £ct blow Ing sim ilar w inds.
T hese values are m ore typical for binary system s, as I now discuss. In principle there are
tw o processes by which a binary com panion can account for such a high kinetic energy ofthe
wind. First, the binary system can release orbitalenergy E .5 /7 05GM M ,=ar where M ;
and M , are the two m asses Inward to the nalorbital ssparation of ar, and assum ing that
the naloroital ssparation ismuch am aller than the initial orbital ssparation. If a fraction

of the released orbital energy is deposited Into the expelled m ass, then the nal oroial
separation for a com panion to explain the H om unculus energy is

1
E g on M M
as . 70 — oo _— L ’ R : 3)
5 109 ey 05  120M 30M

The presently cbserved orbital period is 55 yr, which for prin ary and com panion m asses
ofM; = 120M and M, = 30M , regectively, Inplies an average orbital ssparation of
a 165 AU (for cbservational support for the presence of a binary and its properties see,
eg. Dam ineli 1996; Ishibashi et al. 1999; D am neli et al. 2000; Corcoran et al. 2001ab;
P ittard & Corooran 2002; Duncan & W hite 2003 Femandez Lajis et al. 2003). T herefore,
the orbital energy of the presently cbserved binary system cannot account for the kinetic
energy of the Hom unculus. However, Car could have swallowed a closer, lowerm ass third
star during its G reat E ruption. For exam pl, a third starwih M ;= 5M oould have spiral
down to the core of Car, and released m ore than the required energy. T he Lesser E ruption
0f 1890 m akes this scenario unlkely, although it can’t be ruled out based on pure physical

argum ents.

In the second process, the com panion is outside the prin ary envelope, it accretes m ass
via an accretion disk and blow stwo Fts (ora collin ated fast wind: CFW ). In this scenario,
which was proposed for the form ation of the Hom unculus In Soker (2001; where m ore sup-—
porting argum ents are given), the primary in Car expelled itsmass at low soeeds. In
principle, the com panion m ay accretes half of the m ass expelled by the prim ary and blow a
fraction of 02 at a speed equals to its escape velocity v 2000 km s'. Foran accreted
m ass of 10M the energy carried In the fts is then 8 1# erg, enough to account
for the energy of the Hom unculus. In addition, In such a socenario a substantial fraction of
the energy radiated by the system during the great eruption cam e from the accretion energy
onto the com panion. Recently, Sm ith & M orse (2004) reported the discovery of extrem ely
fastmaterial, v> 3200km s !,in Car. They attrbute thism aterial to m ass loss from the
prn ary star. In the binary m odel, on the other hand, this extrem ely fast m aterialwas rst
accreted onto an accretion disk around the com panion, and then was efpcted at this high
Soeed.
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3. The angular m om entum evolution of Car
3.1. M om ent of Inertia

Follow ing Soker & Harpaz (1999) ? Iexam ine the ratio ofthe density at the photosphere,
pr tO the average envelope density .. A s shown below, this ratio indicates the m om ent of
Inertia, a relevant quantity for the slow Ing down process. T he photosoheric density is given
by K ppenhahn & W eigert 1990)
2 m g GM

P 3 kg R2 T @

where my isthem ean m assperparticle, kg istheBoltzm ann constant, and isthe opacity.
Substituting typicalvalues for Car in the last equation gives

1 T 3 L, 1 M, ;

=15 107 ——— an 3; 5
P lan2 g ! 104 K 107L 120M J ! ©)

where a black body lum nosity was assuan d to elin inate the stellar radius. U sing the (solar
com position) opaciy as given by A lexander & Ferguson 1994; see also Rogers & Iglesias
1992), I nd the follow ing approxin ate, but adequate, tting In the relkvant photosoheric
densities

10T=10*K)* am? g ! f©r5;000K . T . 8;500K )
1

lan?g or 8500K . T:

I take the envelope m ass M o, to contain about half of the Car stelarmass. For
LBV as Car, the envelopem ass is expected to be lower, hence Increasing the slow ing down
process and strengthening the e ect studied here. The average density In the envelope is
given by

T 6 L 2y - ;

M con
gan ~: (7)

=—>_7 10°
4 R3=3 104 K 107L, 60M

Aswas shown for AGB stars (Soker & Hampaz 1999), and can be checked for m ore m assive
stars, when  isnot much smaller than ,, the envelope density pro le is shallow . In low
m ass envelopes, the density pro ke isaln ost at in the outer region (Soker & Harpaz 1999).
Form assive stars this can be seen In them odelofan initial 120M  star which was reduced

°N ote that the density scale in Figs. 1-5 of SH 99 is too low by a factor of 10; the correct scale is displayed
In theirFig. 6.
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to 66:0M ascalculated by Stothers & Chin (1993). In thatm odel (their g. 2), thee ective
tem perature isT, = 8000K , and lum nosity 2 10L .Theradiusis 700R . Theenvelpe
m ass is very low, because of the m ass lost by the star. O n average, the density pro le from

005R tothe surfaceis / r !. The param eters in the evolved 120M m odelofM aeder
(1981) without mass ossare L / 10°L , T, / 4000 K, R ’ 2000R , and M o, = 30M
From the equations above, and using the correct opaciy for low densities of 3 10*
Ind ,=10 " gan *and =5 10°gan °. The ratio of 50 ism oderate, and the
density pro le in the outer envelope is ./ r 3.

T he structure of the envelope considered above determ ines the m om ent of inertia of the
star (that of the core is negligble for giants)

I= M ..R%: @)

For an envelope density pro e of ./ r ? one nds = 2=9,whilk for ./ r ° the vale
is = Bh®R=ry)] !, where ry, isthe inner radiis of the envelope. In the m odel described
above of M aeder (1981), R=ry, ' 10, and I nd " 0:45. For stesper density pro ks
the value of is Iower. In the sun, for exam ple, equations (B)—(7) give a very large ratio
of log( .= ) " 5. The density pro le in most of the solar Interior (peside the very outer
envelope) can be tted by

)= oexp( Kr); )
wih KR = 1054 Bahcall, Pinsonneaul, & Basu 2001). For such a pro ¥, and wih
i R, them om ent of inertia coe cient is '/ 8=(KR)2.Forthesunthjsgjyes = 0:07.

This subsection shows that the ratio ,= ; can be used as a crude indicator for the
mom ent of inertia. The exact value of can't be predicted from this ratio, but for the
present goal it is enough to use the crude relation

S 02y ®rbg(.- ). 2
01 02 for2. og(,=,) . 4 (10)
. 01 ford. log(.=p):

32. Angular M om entum Loss

Consider an envelope of a giant star rotating as a solid body. T he angular m om entum
loss rate from the envelope to the wind is

Jona = !R°M-; (1)

where ! , isthe stellar angular velocity, J isthe stellar angularm om entum , and dependson
the m ass loss geom etry: for a constant m ass loss rate per unit area on the surace = 2=3,
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whilke for an equatorialmass loss = 1. Sm ih et al. (2003b) argue for an enhanoed polar
m ass loss rate during the G reat E ruption, for which < 2=3. However, still som e extra
m ass resides in the equatorialplane even according to Sm ith et al. (2003b). T herefore, Iw ill
take ' 05 07 forthe G reat E ruption m ass loss geom etry. T he change of the envelope’s
angularm om entum w ith m ass loss is given by (€4g., Soker & Harpaz 2000)

dh Jeny dh! dinI

= + = : 12)
dInM oy dhMoy dIM o ™ env)

If the structure of the atm osphere does not change much whilke mass loss occurs then
dhI=dIhM oy = 1and isconstant. The solution of the lJast equation becom es

— = : (13)

3.3. Angular Velocity Evolution D uring the G reat E ruption

M ost singlestarm odels T am aware of for the form ation of the H om unculus require

Car to rotate at (!=!xe) & 07, where ! isthe angular velocity of the stellar envelope
and !g ¢ is the Keplerian velocity on the equator (ie. the break-up angular velocity).
Dwarkadas & Owodcki (2002) and Sm ith et al. 2003a), for exam ple, take = 0:9, whik
M aeder & Despoques (2001) take = 08 0:9. The m odel presented by Langer, G arc a—
Segura, & M ac Low (1999) is di erent in that they consider the ratio of um inosity to the
Eddington lm it. Sin ilar considerations are qualitatively presented by Zethson et al. (1999)
to acoount for the slow epcta In the equatorial plane of Car. They em phasize that even
slow Iy rotating lum inous stars can have highly non-spherical m ass loss geom etry. They
also point out that their m odel cannot explain why the slow efcta are n dense com pact
condensations. In the binary m odel, these condensations are assum ed to be form ed by the
In uence ofthe com panion. Them odelofLangeret al. (1999) which givestwo lobes sin ilar
tothosein Carhave . 02. However, m ost of the m ass in their m odel is being lost
at low velocities,. 400 km s !, and i resides in the equatorial plane rather than in the
Homunculus. Therefore, the total kinetic energy in their m odel is much below that of the
Homunculus. Aerts, Lamers, & M olenberghs (2004) study the in uence of rotation on the
m ass loss from Car, and also nd the wind velocity to be too low . Therefore, In what
follow s Twill refer only to the m odels require & 0:7.

To facilitated an analytical treatm ent that w ill dem onstrate the problem s of a rotating
single star, I consider two extrem e cases: an eruption accom panied by expansion of the
envelope to R 10AU (g.Davidson & Humphreys 1997), and an eruption leaving the
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Carprm ary star a hot star. The angularm om entum of Car at the beginning ofthe G reat
E ruption is determm ined by both sihgle star evolution and binary interaction. To posses fast
rotation, though, the starm ust have interacted w ith a stellar com panion, because single stars
slow down wih mass loss M aeder & M eynet 2000), eg. lJarge m ass loss events before the
G reat E ruption, such as the one proposed by Bohigas et al. (2000), would have substantially
slowed down Car. Asa star lke Car expandstoR 10 AU, itsmoment of nertia
Increases both because of the Increase In size and the hcrease n m om ent of the hertia
coe cient  (&g. 8).Presently, Carhasaradiusof 100R and an e ective tam perature
of 20;000 30;000 K (Hillier et al. 2001; Sm ith et a12003a). Forsuch amodel . 0:1
by equations (5), (7) and (10). For a G reat Eruption lum nosity of 10’®L  and a radius
of 10 AU, the e ective tem perature becom es 8;300K,and I nd 0d. Such an
expansion im plies, because of conservation of angular m om entum , that the envelope must
rotate very slow Iy, even ifbefore expnation the starwas aln ost at break-up angular velocity.
I take now the Pollow Ing param eters: totalm ass lost during the G reat E ruption equal to
M ¢g = 12M ; an envelope m ass of about half the stellarm ass, orM gnvo 70M  at the
beginning of the great eruption (as stated above, this is an upper lin it on the envelope
m ass; the envelope m ass is Ikely to be lower, increasing the e ect studied here); m ass loss
geometry with = 05 (see discussion ollow ing eq. 11); and = 0:1 0d5. For thes
param eters, 1= (=) 1= 4.By equation (13), the envelope angular velocity at the
end ofthe Great Eruption is ¢ = (58=70)* = 05 o, where | isthe (on-din ensional)
angular velocity before m ass loss starts but after expansion. At the m iddle of the G reat
Erption, , = o64=70)* = 07 ,. For = 0:15, as In the extended 60M m odel of
M aeder (1981), these valuesare ¢ = 065 gand , = 08 ;. Since In this scenario the
angular velocity at the beginning ofthe G reat E ruption should be very Iow aswell | 1,
I conclude that in the case when Car expanded during the G reat E ruption the angular
velocity is very low, and a single starm odel cannot account for the bipolar structure.

Consider now the other extrem e, where Car ram ained a hot star during the G reat
Eruption. Equations ) (7) and (10) mplies . 0d.Again,Itake = 035, ie., amoderate
polarenhanced m ass loss rate. The value of cannotbe too Iow . This isbecause a low value
of inplieshighly enhanced m ass loss rate along polar directions. T his, however, w illm ake
the problem of the radiation m om entum transfer to the wind (eq. 1), even m ore ssvere, as
only radiation escaping along the polar directions accelkerate the m ass there. Therefore, a
valie of = 4, as In the extended envelope case, m ay be an underestin ate. In any case,
for this value of , and for a m axinum , possblk value of ( = 1, the angular velocity and
m iddle and end ofthe G reat Eruptionsare , = 07 and ¢ = 035, respectively.

The main conclusion of this section is that as a singke star, Car could not have
m alntained a fast rotation during the 20 years G reat E ruption.
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4. Summ ary

M ost sihgle-star m odels for the form ation ofthe bijpolarnebula the Homunculis of

Car are based on fast rotation of the progenitor during the 20 years G reat E ruption, 1843~
1856. These m odels do not consider the origin of the fast rotation, or the way the envelope
m aintains its fast rotation during the G reat Eruption. A sihgle-star soin-up m echanisn as
proposed by Heger & Langer (1998) requires the outer convective part of the envelope to
Jossm ass to nner regions. This w ill decrease substantially the ratio M ov=M envo In equation
(13), hence substantially reducing the angular velocity as a resul of the mass loss. The
single-star m odels for the bipolar G reat E ruption, therefore, do not directly address the
question of what is the m ain factor behind the bipolar structure. There is, however, m ore
to the single starm odel. Sm ih et al. (2003a), for exam ple, attrloute the 5.5 year period to
angularm om entum redistribution in the envelope. T he star eruptively expels lJarge am ount
ofm ass and angular m om entum , such that its surface slows down. The star then relaxes,
and angular m om entum di uses outward. A fter a period of 5.5 years, the surface rotates
fast enough fora new eruption to occur. A lthough I see som e problem sw ith this scenario, it
does, however, show that the angularm om entum evolution In a single star scenario ism ore
com plicated than what I describbed in previous sections.

T he goalof the present paper was to show that the origin of the fast envelope rotation
required by these m odels cannot be ignored. Even when fast rotation occurs, it isnot clear
how much it can a ect Instabilities and them ass loss process (Stothers 1999) Iused general
considerations, rather than a speci ¢ model. (M ost papers dealing with a fast rotating
progenior of Car do not actually provide such a stellarm odel!) The st problm is the
Initial fast rotation required. This n principle can be provided by a relatively low m ass
com panion which entered the envelope of Car In the past. Them ore di cul problem to
overocom €, as I showed in section 3 above, is to m aintain a fast envelope rotation during the
G reat Eruption itself. On top of the angular m om entum problam , the m odels are further
constrained by the huge m om entum and kinetic energy of the m ass blown during the great
eruption (section 2 above). T hese, for exam ple, rule out a m odelwhere m ost of the m ass is
blown from the polar caps of the progenitor.

Binary com panions, on the other hand, can rhtively easily account for the shaping
of the Homunculus (Soker 2001), and the energy and m om entum of the G reat E ruption
(section 2 bove). The basic process is that of a com panion accreting from the prim ary
w ind, fom ing an accretion disk, and blow ing two opposite Fts. The energy source is the
graviational energy of the m ass accreted on the com panion. Com paring LBV ’s nebulae
w ith other ob fcts, eg., PN s, strongly suggests that binary interaction is indeed behind the
shaping of these non-spherical nebulae (Eeg. O 'Hara et al. 2003). The binary m odel has



{ 10 {

another advantage: it incorporates Car nto a uni ed m odel explaining all ob Fcts having
two low density lobes w ith an equatorial waist between them ; som etin es these are tem ed
bubbl pair. T hese cb cts include clusters of galaxies, w here the bubbles are X -ray de cient
bubbls, sym biotic nebulae, and planetary nebulae (see Soker 2003 ao; 2004a) . T he shaping
In all these ob Fcts is via supersonic £ts. The Fts are blown by accretion disks at a spoeed
about equal to the escape velocity from the accreting ob ct (Livio 2000).

Follow Ing the analytical exploratory papers of the shaping problm from abinary-m odel
perspective (Soker 2001; 2003c, and the present paper), the next step in understanding the
shaping ofthe H om unculus isto conduct a 3D num erical sin ulation ofthem ass transfer from

Car to its com panion, lncluding two oppositely efected ts, w ith possbly wide opening
angle (Soker 2004a), and including the ordoitalm otion.
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