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W e study the two-dim ensionalstructure of thin transonic accretion discs in the

vicinity ofa non-spinning black hole within the fram ework ofhydrodynam icalver-

sion of the G rad-Shafranov equation. O ur analysis focuses on the region inside

the m arginally stable orbit(M SO ),r < rm s. W e show that allcom ponents ofthe

dynam icalforce in the disc becom e signi� cant near the sonic surface and (espe-

cially) in the supersonic region. U nder certain conditions,the disc structure can

befarfrom radial,and wereview the a� ected discproperties,in particularthe role

ofthe criticalcondition at the sonic surface. Finally,we present a sim ple m odel

aim ed at explaining the quasi-periodicaloscillations that have been observed in

the infra-red and X -ray radiation ofthe G alactic Centre.

1. Introduction

Theinvestigation ofaccretion 
 owsnearblack holes(BHs)isundoubtedly
ofgreatastrophysicalinterest. Substantialenergy release m usttake place
nearBHs,and generalrelativity e� ects,attributabletostronggravitational
� elds,m ustshow up there.Depending on externalconditions,both quasi-
sphericaland disc accretion 
 ows can be realized. The structure ofthin
accretion discs has been the subject ofm any papers. M any results were
included in textbooks[1,2].Lynden-Bell[3]wasthe� rstto pointoutthat
superm assive BHs surrounded by accretion discs could exist in galactic
nuclei. Subsequently,a theory for such discs was developed that is now
called the standard m odel,orthe m odelofthe �� disc[4,5,6].
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Sincethen thestandarddiscthicknessprescriptionhasbeen widelyused,

H � r
cs

vK
; (1)

wherethe disc thicknessH isassum ed to be determ ined by the balanceof
gravitationaland accretingm atterpressureforceswith thedynam icalforce
neglected. This relation was later used in the renowned approach where
allquantitieswere averaged overthe disc thickness[7],with a lotofsuch
one-dim ensionalm odelsfollowing[8,9,10,11,12,13,14,15,16,17].Asfor
thetwo-dim ensionalstructureofaccretion discs,itwasinvestigated m ostly
only num erically and only forthick discs[9,18,19,20].

Even though standard discthicknessprescription (1)and theaveraging
procedure are likely to be valid in the region ofstable orbits r> rm s [1],
they in our view require a m ore serious analysis. It is the assum ption
thatthe transverse velocity v� m ay always be neglected in thin accretion
discs allthe way up to horizon [21],i.e.that the disc thickness is always
determ ined by (1),that is the m ost debatable [22]. This assum ption is
widely used,explicitly orim plicitly,virtually in allpapersdevoted to thin
accretion discs[23,24].

Thereisabriefdiscussion on thin discsin thisvolum ethatcoverstheory
shortcom ingsand a briefdescription ofourapproach (cf.Sec.nam ed Thin
disk in [22]). In this paper we brie
 y describe our study ofsubsonic and
transonicregionsofthin discsfollowed in Sec.5 by theelaboratediscussion
ofthe supersonic 
 ow. Finally,in Sec.6 we develop a toy m odelfor ex-
plaining theobserved quasi-periodicaloscillationsdetected in theinfra-red
and X-ray observationsofthe G C.

2. B asic equations

W e considerthin disc accretion on to a BH in the region where there are
no stablecircularorbits.Thecontribution ofviscosity should no longerbe
signi� canthere [22]. Hence we m ay assum e thatan idealhydrodynam ics
approach is suitable wellenough for describing the 
 ow structure in this
innerarea ofthe accretion disc. Below,unlessspeci� cally stated,we con-
sider the case ofnon-spinning BH,i.e.use the Schwarzschild m etric,and
use a system ofunitswith c= G = 1:W e m easure radialdistancesin the
unitsofM ,the BH m ass.

In Boyer-Lindquistcoordinatesthe Schwarzschild m etric is[25]

ds2 = � �2dt2 + gikdx
idxk; (2)
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where

�2 = 1� 2=r; grr = ��2 ; g�� = r2; g’’ = $ 2 = r2 sin2 �: (3)

W e reduce ourdiscussion to the case ofaxisym m etric stationary 
 ows.
For an ideal
 ow there are three integrals ofm otion conserved along the
stream lines, nam ely entropy, S, energy E = ��
, and z-com ponent of
angular m om entum L = �$ u’̂,where � = (�m + P )=n (�m is internal
energy density,P = nT ispressure)isrelativisticenthalpy.Therelativistic
Bernoulliequation u2

p̂
= 
2 � u2

’̂
� 1,where û

p
is the physicalpoloidal

4-velocity com ponent[22,26,27],now becom es

u2p̂ =
E 2 � �2L2=$ 2 � �2�2

�2�2
: (4)

Below we use another angularvariable � = �=2� � and for the sake
ofsim pli� cation we adoptthe polytropic equation ofstate P = k(S)n� so
thattem peratureand sound velocity can be written as[1]

T = k(S)n� �1; c2s =
�

�
k(S)n� �1: (5)

3. Subsonic 
ow

Following Sec.1,weassum ethatthe�-disctheory holdsoutsidetheM SO .
W e adopt the 
 ow velocity com ponents,which this theory yields on the
M SO r= rm s;

a asthe� rstthreeboundary conditionsforourproblem .For
the sake ofsim plicity we considerthe radialvelocity,which isresponsible
forthein
 ow,tobeconstantatthesurfacer= rm s and equaltou0 and the
toroidalvelocity to be exactly equalto thatofa free particle revolving at
r = rm s.

b W e also assum e the speed ofsound to be constantatthe M SO ,
cs = c0 = const. Having introduced � m s [27]| the Lagrange coordinate
ofstream linesatthe M SO | forcs � 1,i.e.non-relativistictem perature,
weobtain from (4)and (5),

u2p̂ = u20 + w 2 +
2

� � 1

�
c20 � c2s

�
+
1

3

�
� 2
m s� �2

�
+ ::: (6)

The quantity

w 2(r)=
e20 � �2l20=r

2 � �2

�2
�

1

�2

(6� r)3

9r3
; (7)

aA nearly parallelin
 ow with a sm allradialvelocity vr � �SSc
2
s=vK � cs � 1;rm s =

3rg,where rg = 2M isthe gravitationalradiusofthe BH ofm ass M .
bFor a free particle revolving at r = rm s around a non-spinning BH we have [25]

u’̂ (rm s)= 1=
p

3;�0 = �(rm s)=
p
2=3;
0 = 
(rm s)=

p
4=3:
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wheree0 = E 0=�0 and l0 = L=(�0 cos� m s),isthe poloidalfour-velocity of
a free particlehaving zero poloidalvelocity atthe M SO .

In the extrem e subsonic case, up̂ � cs, the G rad-Shafranov hydro-
dynam ic equation is signi� cantly sim pli� ed [22,27]. The num ericalre-
sults are shown in Fig.1. In the subsonic region,r� < r � rm s � 3rg,
the disc thickness rapidly dim inishes, and at the sonic surface we have
H (r�) = u0=c0H (rm s), so that you cannot neglect the dynam icalforce
there.

W e stress that taking the dynam icalforce into account is indeed ex-
trem ely im portant.Thisisbecause,unlike zero-orderstandard disc thick-
nessprescription (1),theG rad-Shafranovequation hassecond orderderiva-
tives,i.e.containstwo additionaldegreesoffreedom .Thism eansthatthe
criticalcondition only � xes one ofthese degreesoffreedom (e.g.im poses
som elim itationson theform ofthe
 ow)ratherthan determ inestheangular
m om entum ofthe accreting m atter[22,27].

4. Transonic 
ow

In order to verify our conclusions we consider the 
 ow structure in the
vicinity ofthesonicsurfacein m oredetail.Sincethesm ooth transonic
 ow
isanalyticalata singularpointr= r�;� = 0 [28],itispossible to express
thequantitiesvia a seriesofpowersofh = (r� r�)=r� and � .Substituting
theseexpansionsinto equationsofm otion wegeta setofequationson the
coe� cientswhich allowsusto reconstructthe
 ow structurein thevicinity
ofthe sonicpoint(see Fig.2),in particular

u2p̂ = c2
�

�

1� 2�1h +
1

6
(� � 1)

a20

c20
� 2 +

2

3
(� + 1)�21�

2

�

;

c
2
s = c

2
�

�

1+ (� � 1)�1h +
1

6
(� � 1)

a20

c20
� 2

�
1

3
(� � 1)(� + 1)�21�

2

�

; (8)

where a0 = [2=(� + 1)](� + 1)=2(� �1)c0=u0 givesthe com pression ofstream -
lines,a0 = H (rm s)=H (r�),and �1 � u

�1
0 .Equation (8)yieldsshape ofthe

sonicsurface,u
p̂
= cs;ithasthestandardparabolicform h = (� + 1)�1� 2=3.

Sincethetransonic
 ow in theform ofa nozzle(seeFig.2)haslongitu-
dinaland transversalscalesofone orderofm agnitude [28],nearthe sonic
surface we have �rk � �r? ;i.e.�rk � H (r�).Hence forthin discs(i.e.for
c0 � 1) this longitudinalscale is always m uch sm aller than the distance
from the BH,�rk=r� � H (r�)=r� � 1. O nly by taking the transversal
velocity into accountdo we retain the sm alllongitudinalscale �rk � rg:

Thisscaleisleftoutduring the standard one-dim ensionalapproach.
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5. Supersonic 
ow

Since the pressuregradientbecom esinsigni� cantin the supersonicregion,
the m atter m oveshere along the trajectoriesoffree particles. Neglecting
the r �P term in the �-com ponent ofrelativistic Euler equation [29],we
have[21]

�u r̂

@(ru
�̂
)

@r
+
(ru

�̂
)

r2

@(ru
�̂
)

@�
+ (u’̂)

2 tan� = 0: (9)

Here,using the conservation law ofangularm om entum ,u’̂ can be easily
expressed in term sofradius:u’̂ = 2

p
3=r.W ealsointroducedim ensionless

functions f(r) and g(r): � f(r) = ru
�̂
and g(r) = � �ur̂ > 0. Using (9)

and the de� nitions above,we obtain an ordinary di� erentialequation for
f(r)which could be solved ifweknew g(r):

df

dr
=
f2 + 12

r2g(r)
: (10)

From (4)we have u2
p̂
! w 2 asr! rg. O n the otherhand,u

p̂
� c� �

c0 for r . r�. Therefore, the following approxim ation should be valid
throughoutthe rg < r< r� region,g(r)�

p
(�w)2 + (�c�)2.

Equation (10)governsthesupersonic
 ow structureforthecaseofnon-
spinning BH.To geta betterm atch with observations(cf.Sec.6),wealso
considera m oregeneralcaseofspinning BH,i.e.a K errBH with non-zero
speci� c angularm om entum a. After som e calculation,equation (10) can
be generalized to the K errm etricwith a strikingly sim ple form ,

df

dr
=
f2 + a2

�
1� e20

�
+ l20

r2~g(r)
; (11)

where ~g(r)isa straightforward generalization ofg(r)to the K errcase;we
om it it here due to space lim itations. For the Schwarzschild BH (a = 0,
e0 =

p
8=9,l0 = 2

p
3 [28])equation (11)reducesback to (10).

Integrating (11),weobtain

f(r)= �tan

�

�

Z
r

r�

d�

�2g(�)
+
�

2

�

; (12)

where � =
p
a2 (1� e20)+ l20 and �=2 hasbeen to a good accuracy substi-

tuted forthe integration constantarctan
�
f(r�)=

p
3
�
.c

The results ofnum ericalcalculations are presented in Fig.1. In the

cFor r just below r�;the function f should be positive to re
 ect the fact that the 
 ow

diverges. Then,f = 0 corresponds to the point where the divergency � nishes,and the


 ow starts to converge.
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r
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g

g
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0

Θ/c
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*
1

Figure 1. The structure ofa thin accretion disc (actual

scale) for c0 = 10�2 ,u0 = 10�5 after passing the M SO

r = 3rg (a = 0,Schwarzschild case).A ssu� cientdissipa-

tion can take place in the vicinity ofthe � rstnode r = r1,

we do notprolong the 
 ow linesto the region r < r1.

sonic surface

y

x

v<cs
v>cs

Figure 2. Schem atics of

thin disc stream lines pro-

� learound thesonicpoint.

The 
 ow has the form of

the standard nozzle. H ere

x = � h,and y = � .

supersonicregion the
 ow perform stransversaloscillationsabouttheequa-
torialplane,their frequency independent oftheir am plitude. W e see as
wellthatthem axim um thicknessofthediscin thesupersonic(and,hence,
ballistic) region,which is controlled by the transverse com ponent ofthe
gravitationalforce,actually coincides with the disc thickness within the
stableorbitsregion,r> rm s,wherestandard estim ate(1)iscorrect.

O nce diverged,the 
 ow convergesonce again ata ‘nodal’pointcloser
to theBH.Theradialpositionsthenodesaregiven by theim plicitform ula
f(rn)= � 1 ;i.e.

�

Z
r�

rn

d�

�2g(�)
= n�; (13)

wheren isthenodenum ber;thenodewith n = 0 correspondsto thesonic
surface.In thisform ula thesonicradiusr� � r0 can beto a good accuracy
approxim ated by rm s = rm s(a) the expression for which can be found in
m ost textbooks [1]. Figure 3 shows the positions ofnodes for di� erent
valuesofc0 (the positionsdo notdepend on u0 foru0 � c0)and the BH
spin param eter a. The m atter traveltim e between the nodes has weak
dependence notonly on u0 butalso on c0 aswell. Thisprovidesa m eans
for testing the theory via observations,and we do this in the following
section.



A pril11,2024 17:1 W SPC/Trim Size:9in x 6in forProceedings BeskinChekhovs

7

0.001 0.01 0.1

c0

2

3

4

r

5

6

7

0.001 0.01 0.1

a
=

-
0
.
5

a
=
0

a
=
0.5

Figure 3. R adialpositions (in the units of M ) of the

nodes for a range of initial sound velocities. D otted,

dashed, and solid curves correspond to the cases a =

� 0:5,a = 0,and a = 0:5 respectively.Each curve relates

theradialposition ofa nodeto a valueoftheinitialsound

velocity.Intersection pointsofthese curveswith the line

c0 = const give the the nodes’radialpositions for that

particular value ofc0.
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=
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0
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T
=
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5
0
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m
s

Figure 4. R elation ofa vs.

M . D ashed, dash-dotted,

and solid lines com e from

m atching T (700 � 100 s),

Tm s (2200 � 300 s),and T0

(1100 � 100 s) respectively.

The resulting error polygon

isbolded.

6. A pplications to observations

Suppose som e perturbation in the disc (a \chunk")approachesthe M SO .
W e expectto observe radiation com ing from the chunk with the period of
itsorbitalm otion,

Tm s(a)= 2�
�

r3=2m s + a

�

; (14)

where a isthe angularm om entum perunitm assofthe BH and rm s isan
estim ate ofthe distance from the BH to the chunk [1]. After a num ber
ofrotations,the chunk reaches the M SO and passes through the nodal
structure derived earlier (cf. Sec.5) generating a 
 are. Each tim e the
chunk passesthrough a node,itgeneratessom e additionalradiation,and
thereforethe
 areislikely to consistofseveralpeaks.W ebelievethatitis
thesepeaksthatwerediscovered in theinfra-red and X-ray observationsof
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the G C [30,31].
Thetim eintervalbetween thedetection oftwosubsequentpeaksequals

the tim e ittakesforthe chunk to passbetween two adjacentnodes(n-th
and (n � 1)-th),T(1)n ,plusthedi� erencein traveltim esto theobserverfor
the radiation com ing from the n-th and (n � 1)-th nodes,T(2)n :

Tn = T (1)
n

+ T (2)
n

; (15)

wheren isthe index ofthe observed tim e interval(counting from one).
The� rstterm in r.h.s.of(15)can be easily obtained from theanalysis

ofparticle’sgeodesicsin the equatorialplane[1]

T (1)
n

(a;cs)=

Z
rn �1

rn

ut

ur
dr=

Z
rn �1

rn

(� e0g
tt+ l0g

t’)j�= �=2
g(r)

dr; (16)

wherethecoe� cientsoftheinversem etricaregtt = � �2=(�2� )and gt’ =
!gtt; the de� nitions of � , �, � , and ! can be found elsewhere in this
volum e[22].

Forde� nitenessand sim plicity,we assum e thatthe observerislocated
along therotation axisoftheBH.O n itsway to theobserver,theradiation
travelsalong the nullgeodesic thatoriginatesata node in the equatorial
plane (e.g.r = rn,� = �=2)and reachesthe observeratin� nity (r = 1 ,
� = 0). Using these asboundary conditionsfornullgeodesicsin the K err
m etric [32],we num erically � nd T(2)n (a;cs).

Figure5showsthedependenceofobserved tim eintervalson thevalueof
thespeed ofsound in thedisc.Although each individualtim eintervalm ay
depend on c0,the range [Tm in(a),Tm ax(a)]ofobserved tim e intervals(see
thecaption to Fig.5)isindependentofc0.W ith such weak dependenceon
thespeed ofsound in thedisc,wehaveonly two m atching param eters:the
speci� c spin a and the m assM ofthe BH.

In the 
 are precursor section we associate the period Tm s with the
2200� 300 s one (group 5,cf.Table 2 in [30]) and the tim e intervalT1
with the period of1100� 100 s(group 4 in [30]). In consistency with the
infra-red observationsofthe 
 are,the periods T1,T2,etc.chirp with the
peak num ber[31],i.e.resem bletheQ PO structureand thusform acum ula-
tivepeak ofalargerwidth shifted to higherfrequencieson the
 ares’power
density spectra (700� 100s,group 3,cf.Fig.3aand 4a in [30]).W ecan es-
tim atetheaveragefrequency ofthispeak as1=T = 1=2(1=Tm in + 1=Tm ax).
Theresultsoftheperiods’m atchingprocedureareshown in Fig.4.Despite
largeuncertaintiesin theobservationaldata allowingsigni� cantfreedom of
a and M ,high positivevaluesofa (i.e.thediscorbiting in thesam edirec-
tion asthe BH spin)areclearly ruled out.
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0.01 0.1
c0

35

40

45

50

55

60

Tn

0.01 0.1

T
1

T
2

Figure 5. The dependence oftim e intervals between the peaks in a 
 are on the speed

of sound in the disc, c0, for a m oderately spinning BH (a = � 0:5). The upperm ost

curve correspondsto the tim e intervalT1 between the the 0th and 1stpeaks,the second

curve from the top corresponds to the tim e intervalT2 between the 1st and 2nd ones,

etc.A llintervalsTn behave very sim ilarly:they � rstdecrease with c0 and then abruptly

increase to in� nity due to tim e dilation when the innerm ostnode in the paircom esclose

to theBH horizon (which isindicated with upward arrows).Even though individualtim e

intervals between subsequent peaks in the 
 are m ay depend on the tem perature in the

disc (which is proportionalto c2
0
,see (5)),their m inim um and m axim um values rem ain

the sam e for the range of sound velocities where there are severalintervals observed.

In the particular case of a = � 0:5, illustrated in the � gure, we have Tm in � 32 and

Tm ax � 60 with allother tim e intervalslying in between.
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