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Abstract. The Rayleigh-Taylor instability plays an important roletie dynamics of several astronomical objects, in particula
in supernovae (SN) evolution. In this paper we develop arytoal approach to study the stability analysis of sphadric
expansion of the SN ejecta by using a special transformatitite co-moving coordinate frame. We first study a hon-atetiy
spherical expansion of a gas shell under the pressure otr@atsource. Then we analyze its stability with respect to eadlial,
non spherically symmetric perturbation of the of the shat consider the case where the polytropic constant of thet®N s
isy = 5/3 and we examine the evolution of a arbitrary shell pertuobafThe dispersion relation is derived. The growth rate of
the perturbation is found and its temporal and spatial ¢imius discussed. The stability domain depends on theagwl|
thickness, its acceleration, and the perturbation wagtten

1. Introduction

The Rayleigh-Taylor Instability (RTI) is a common phenoraén supernovae evolution. For a type Il supernova (SN), the
neutrino-driven RTI is predicted during the core collapsis.excited at the discontinuity surface between theeatithock wave
and the neutrino sphere (Janka & Miiller 1996). In superaavieriors, for example for the SN 1987A (Fryxell et al. 193he
RTI is thought to be responsible for the mixing of the heagnmednts (Ni, Si) with the light ones (He, H). This mixing prese
allows one to obtain a better interpretation of the lightveunf the SN 1987A.

In this paper we consider the type 1l SN explosion. When tleentfonuclear reactions cannot supply anymore the energy
required to maintain the pressure equilibrium in the staiGare collapses and produces a neutron star at its cdriter.rbtation
axis and the magnetic field lines are not parallel inside tgnon star, the former becomes a pulsar which graduallyests
the spinning energy into a flux of electromagnetic waves agh énergy particles. This pulsar wind blows up the inneetay
of the supernova and creates a dense shell expanding inrthensitellar medium — the SN remnant (SNR). This structura of
shell expanding under the pressure of a central pulsarlsdcalplerioni(Wieler & Panagia 1980).

This object experiences several hydrodynamic instadslitespecially, the inner shell surface is RT unstable dufia ac-
celeration phase. It is suggested that the RTI at the inmetasurface is responsible for the shell fragmentationfanthe
filamentary structure in the Crab nebula (Hester et al. |[199@) type la and type Il SNe, the RTI arises also at the outéacel
of an old SNR when the ejected shell is decelerated by thestettar medium|(Melazquez et al. 1998; Chevalier et 89219
Herant et al. 1991). The plerion stability analysis is caogied for the pulsar pressure is hon stationary, the dedsitribution
in the shell is not uniform and, in addition, one has to talte &ccount the velocity of the shell since it is in rapid exgan.

Although the RTI has been studied for a long time since thengmoing work of Lord Rayleighl (Rayleigh 1992)
and Sir G. Taylor(Taylor 1950), only a limited number of exaoalytical solutions is known. However, the application
of the RTI to the SN explosion, has been considered earlieBémnstein and Bookl (Bernstein & Book 1978), Reynolds
and Chevalier [(Reynolds & Chevalier 1984) and Blondin et (Blondin et al. 2001). Similar studies about the stability
of target implosions have also been performed in the fieldneftial confinement fusion_(Hattori et al. 1986; Han 1991,
Goncharov et al. 2000) (ICF). In these both domains the tdydramic instabilities develop in spherical geometry. Aligh
the spatial and temporal scales as well as signs of the shleltity and acceleration arefféirent, the qualitative results of both
series of publications are comparable.

However, the stability analysis is not completed yet. Thegby Hattori et al.[(Hattori et al. 1986) is limited to thaghation
period of the shell evolution and it assumes a uniform dgmsitfile. Bernstein and Book (Bernstein & Book 1978) cartied
the study of the RTI for a shell in expansion, but they congideonly an asymptotic limit of the RTI growth rate. Blondin e
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al. (Blondin et al. 2001) considered only the instabilitieat occur in the late phase of the SN evolution, when theaguell
is decelerated outside the pulsar nebula. The present pepades another aspect of the study, i.e., the early sthfeeSNR
evolution when the shell is accelerated (and its thicknes®ases - see later) by the pulsar wind. On the other has@yhroach
works also for the description in the compression of a csilagshell.

In this paper, Sectiol 2 provides the basic equations inah@aving frame. Trough this procedure, we transform the-non
stationary evolution of the shell into a steady motion. Weqren the stability analysis for the case of an ideal morm¥at gas.
An analytical solution for the unperturbed sphericallyrsyetric flow is given in Sectiod 3. We present the geometrydiscliss
about the physical parameters relevant to the conditioaspaflsar nebula-supernova remnant interaction. The &yailalysis
is performed in the co-moving coordinate frame and the dgspe relation is obtained in Secti@h 4. Sectidn 5 is devioetie
numerical study of the dispersion relation and the natute®finstable solution is studied in details in seciibn 6. fEneporal
evolution of the shell outer and inner surfaces are analiyz&ectior ). The conclusions are given in Seclibn 8.

2. Zooming coordinates

Let us consider a spatio-temporal evolution of the shelbexiing under the central pulsar pressure. Our model eqsatamsist
in the continuity and Euler equations for the gas densiynd the velocity:

dp + V- (ov) =0, 1)
ov+ (V- Vo )v= —%Vr p, (2)

for an ideal gas with a polytrope equation of stpte K p” and where the subscripts’‘and “r” stand for the partial derivative.
The diferential operators in the spherical coordinateg, ¢) read:

1
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wherev;, vy andv, are respectively the radial, azimuthal and tangential aorept of the velocity. Even for a radially symmetric
flow this system of equations isfiicult to solve because of the non-stationary character oftbhution.

Egs. 1) and [[2) are solved by using a time-dependent trematmn initially introduced by Munier and
Feix (Munier & Feix 1983) and, thereafter by Bouquet et labtiBuet et al. 198%; Blottiau et al. 1988) and nowadays rederr
in astrophysics as 'zooming coordinates’ (Hanawa & Matsian2000; Hennebelle 200[1; Shadmehri & Ghanbari 2001). It is a
specific coordinate transformation from the laboratorycept the co-moving, radially expanding frame. This new spac
labelled with a hat symbol and it is defined by the followinti®ns:

r=C(t)f, 6=0, ¢=4¢, dt=A%t)df (3)
p=DM®p, p=BMAH (4)
whereA, B, C, Dare the time dependent scaling functignandp are the density and pressure in the co-moving frame depend-
ing onr, 6, ¢ andf. The velocityvin the new frame is given by the classical definition:
oo 8
- df’

According to Eq.[[B), the velocity transformation reads:

V= %\7 +CF, (5)
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where the dot stands for the time derivative. These two eefs frames coincide at= = 0, that is:A(0) = B(0) = C(0) =
D(0) = 1. In the new frame the equation of state repds (D”/B)Kp* and Egs.[{l1) and12) become:

9p + Vi - (pV) = —Qup, (6)
N 1

O+ (V- Vi)U=—=V; p- QU - ST, 7)
P T

whereQq, N, Q, andr are the source terms arose due to the non-inertial natuhe afdw reference frame. We have:

C D BA4
_ A2 ~ —
Ql_A(3C+D),N D’
c A 1 Ca*
_ 2= _ 4 —
Q= 2K (c A)’ 2 C

whereQ;(i = 1,2) has the dimension of a frequenayjs a time andN is a dimensionless number. The scaling functions
A, B, C, D can be found from invariance considerations and conserviivs.

First of all, we are going to require that the EOS in the newngaremains invariant compared to the EOS in the initial
frame. In other words, the fluid keep the same thermodyndmioperties in the new space as in the physical one. The tondi
p = Kp? implies thatD”/B = 1 and, thereforeB = D”. This is the first constraint for the scaling function.

Second, requesting the same property for the continuitgtop i.e., the amount of matter is preserved from one spete
other, one deduce®; = 0 and we obtail = (1/C)3. The single equation left is the equation of motion. In otdéteep invariant
the pressure gradient force which originates from fundaeigrysics laws in the initial space, we taMe= 1. Combining the
former three relations for the scaling functions, one hakd€®e et al. 2005):

A=C®-D4 B=C® D=C3? (8)

At this stage, we have expressed the three scaling funcéipls andD in terms of the single on&Z, which is the function
governing the scaling between the radial coordinat@sdr”. However we have to satisfy two more conditions: thefioients
in the friction term and in the radial forces in EQl (7) becamspectively:

(3y-5)CC0D2 = 20, (©)
G2 =12 (10)

In order to have a stationary flow in the co-moving frame, lpattameters andQ, should be constant. An inspection of Eq$. (9)
and [ID) shows that the only way to satisfy these two comgds to se), = 0 by choosing the polytropic constant= 5/3
which corresponds to a mono-atomic ideal gas. Then, thidfniforce (proportional te) vanishes in EqL{6). Finally, the scaling
function C(t) is obtained from the resolution of thefiirential equatiof{10) and(t), B(t) andD(t) are derived from EqL]8).
This is the simplest case, which allows an analytical stidi@instability development for a non-stationary regiméhie space
(r,0,9,1).

For another value of (y # 5/3), the scale functioft is still defined by Eq.I{I0), but then the functitn(t) is neither zero
nor constant and it accounts for afiextive friction force in the co-moving frame. However, thigproach is not very fruitful
since a time-dependant dfieient appears in the rescaled equations and the problenmasomore complex in the ,)-space
than the initial one.

This result is clearly in apposition with our procedure whémnsists in making more simple a initial complex problem.

3. Unperturbed flow solution

With this choice ofy all codiicients in [6) and[{7) are constants and one may look for astatilially-symmetric solution for
these equations in the co-moving frame. It can be found kingel(f, f) = ¥y = 0, (F, ) = po(F), andp(f,t) = Po(f). Then the
solution reads:

22\ (r-1)
po(f) = po(0) ( - and

[ —

(11)

b}

72 y/(y-1)
Po(f) = Kpg(0) (1 - f_z)

1
where the central densips(0) = [f2 (y — 1)/2Ky7?]¥/0~1). This solution is spatially bounded fof > 0 in a sphere of radius
To return to the laboratory frame one must find the scalingtion C from Eq. [I0).
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In the case of a mono-atomic gas where 5/3, the solution to EqLTA0) is fully analytic and it is of mostérest for a wide
class of astronomical objects (Bernstein & Book 1978; varQ¥ealuw et al. 2004). The scaling functi@reads:

2 2

C(t) = (1+ @) . (12)

T T
whereC(0) = 1 and the constagt = ¥C(0) characterizes the shell initial velocigy(r) = r/z is the initial physical (, t) space.
The functionC(t) is plotted in Fig[L for three initial velocities. In all the case€ approaches the ballistic motio€(t) « t] for
t > 7, but fort < 7 the behaviors are quiteftierent. If the initial velocity is positive or zer@(t) is monotonic and the flow is
always in expansion. If the initial velocity is negatiyex 0, there is a minimum radius, which corresponds to a stagmatithe
timet, = 7|8|/(8% + 1), followed by an expansion regime.
Once the functioiC(t) is found, the integration of the fourth equationlih (3) po®s a relation between the two timeandt:

f=1g(t)
where g(t) = arctanp + (8% + 1)t/7] — arctang. (13)

Figure[2 shows the relation betweeandt for three values gf. Althought varies from zero to infinity in the laboratory frame,
fis bounded and it varies in the rangefi@x[ where the upper valuga, depends o and is given byiyay = 7(/2 — arctang).

As the functionC is known, one obtains the other scaling functié, B(t) andD(t) from Egs. [B). As a consequence, the
non-stationary solution in the laboratory frame can bevéerand we get:

i , 2 32

p(r,t) = po(0)C” (1"Ei65??] : (14)
2 )52

p(r,t) = K p5%(0)C® (1 - C(t)fo] , (15)

vi(r, ) = é (/3 + (B + 1)%). (16)

The solution describes a bubble expansion, with densitypedsure decreasing with time while the radius increasks. T
velocity increases linearly within the bubble. The flow ismqgressible and its divergence,

3 3 (B +1/7)
C T +Bt/0)2+2/77

decreases with time agt3vhent — oo, i.e., the volume of the flow grows with time. This solutiorutshbe found in a dferent
way by imposing initially the radial velocity profile (Lond& Rosen 1986) v, « r. However, the method we used here is more
efficient to perform the perturbation analysis presented helow

From the above solution one can construct a model for a sapamemnant blown-up by a pulsar wind. For that we remove
the inner part of the bubble within the sphere of radigis<” f; in the co-moving frame. The pressure of the removed fluid
is replaced by a radiative pressure, on the inner surfadeeoshell, attributed to the pulsar wind. The solution cqroesling,
therefore, to an expanding shell in the laboratory frambdsw in Fig[B. The inner (resp. outer) radius is given(y) = C(t) fo
[resp.rai(t) = C(t) F4].

The density, pressure and velocity profiles in the shelbfeltlirectly from Eqgs.[[14) {{16). They are given in Aig. 3. The
shell thicknes4 increases ak = C Lo wherelg = f; — fg is the initial shell thickness. The pressure law at the inmigrface of
the shell describes the pressure produced by the pulsar wind

Pro(®) = K °(0)C ( 70) (18)

divV = (17)

Figurel3(d) shows the time evolution of the pressure at therisurface of the shell. In particular, fos- 7 the pressure decreases
aspr, o« t=°. This temporal dependence of the pressure can be relatbd ftsar luminosityt (t) o« —d(pr,V)/dt, whereV is
the volume of the inner cavity bounded by the shell. Sincestiieme increases &3, the derivative of the produgt, V varies
according toC/C~3. As a result, asymptotically far > , one finds that.(t) « t=3. This dependence is in good agreement
with the classical model of pulsar luminosity. Indeed, adewg to Blondin et al.l(Blondin et al. 2001), fér> t the pulsar
luminosity decreases &3' where 2< u < 3 andr is the characteristic life time of the pulsar (Camilo et #108). Consequently,
the pressure law which follows from our analytical solut{@f) is relevant for a class of pulsars experiencing a slgwiown of
their rotation velocity.

In addition, the radial distribution of the flow velocity inuo model is also in agreement with observations. For in-
stance, the motion and structure of the filamentary enveddpiee Crab nebula has been studied by Trimble (Trimble 1968;
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Cadez et al. 2004). The motion of filaments is largely radial the velocity of each filament is approximately proporélo its
distance from the expansion centes; r. On the other hand, these observations indicate that tinedfiiés have been accelerated.
It turns out that this behavior can be probably fitted with analytical model by an appropriate adjustment of the pararsg
andr.

4. Study of the shell stability

In this section we study the linear stability of the expaggdéhell against Rayleigh-Taylor (RT) type perturbatiorssueming
that the shell is accelerated by the pulsar wind pressure. iatter of fact, this configuration is RT unstable for thétifjuid
(radiation) which pushes the heavy fluid (shell of the supearremnant). As it is shown in Figl 4, small perturbationthat
inner surface might grow during the acceleration phase wedteally break down the shell.

The stability analysis of the shell in the laboratory frameaomplicated since the background flow is non-stationattiaa
density and pressure vary with time and space. This anayysisich more simple in the co-moving frame since the unpleetlir
shell there is at rest. We define any perturbed physical gyai(f, 6, $,f) = do(f) + 50(F, 6, ¢,f) wheresg(f, 6, 4,1) is the
perturbation in thef{ f)-space, and the perturbed position of the inner boundadf is (6, ¢, f). SinceQ; = 0 and assuming
v =5/3,i.e.,Q = 0, one then obtains the following set of linearized hydraaiyit equations [Eq}(64(7)]:

~ 01 1 U
AP + f—zaf(rzpoévr) t e 33(SiNGPodTp)

+ﬁ 93(Pod¥y) = 0, (19)
po 0% = —0p5p — 772F 5p, (20)
F po 0¥ = —e6 P, (21)
F sing po 96 = —0,6p, (22)

wheresp = CZ(f)5p andC2(f) = (5/3)KpZ°(F) = (F? - #2)/3? is the square of the sound speed.

One needs also to take into account the boundary conditidhe interfacesy andr;. Let us assume that each of interfaces
undergoes the perturbatign(i = 0, 1) . Then one should request the continuity of the pressutdtemradial velocity at each
interfacer’= f; + n;, that is,

O = 6% (i),  d¢Po(fi) i + oP(f) =0, =01 (23)
Introducing the relative density perturbation (densitptrast)e = 6p/po, one can reduce the system of E@s] (19) (Z0), (21),
and [Z2) to a single second order partidfeliential equation (PDE):

2 2C2 7F 2f2
2~ 2 _ (2 922 0 -~ ~
6f6+2€—cwaf€+( f —?) r€+m€+
C2
—0__ [sin6dy(SiN6 dyé) + H2¢]. (24)
2 sin? o ¢

In this PDE, if we keep only the first term of the LHS and the fiest of the RHS, as well, one obtain the very simple PDE,
at?e = cgoagé, which just corresponds to the sound wave equation, as ®ghda EqIZW), much more terms arise and they
account for gravity dynamicalct existing in the initial (, t)-space.

From the equations of motioR{R@}-{22) and from the relatietweens andsp, the components of the flow velocity can be
expressed in terms of the density contrast:

0% = —C2, d¢& + %a (25)

PO0Uy = ~C20e, (26)

P sinBd;60s = —CZ0,€. (27)
The angular dependence of the perturbed quantities canitterwin terms of spherical harmoni¥gs(6, ¢):

&(F.0.9.9 = £(.9) Yim(6. ¢), (28)

7i(6,¢,9) = &(D) Yim(6, ¢), i = 0,1, (29)

wherel(f, f) andi(f); i = 0,1; are three functions to be determined later on, and whanelm are two integers wit > 0 and
m e [-1,1]. Then Eq.[[ZH) reduces to the equation for the radial fumcti

c2 a§2+(§ LS )af2+(—2f2 —'(';;1))2}. (30)

- 3C2¢2 34CY
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This is a linear PDE with time-independent flbeients. One is therefore allowed to consider an exponetirti@l dependence
for solutions. Denoting the eigenvalue an8(f) the eigenfunction, we represef(f,f) = (a/f1)S(F) expwf/r) and&(f) =

& expwft/7) (i = 0,1) whered; is the amplitude of the initial perturbation at the innefQ) - outer (1) surface, and we assume
thatd; < fj. Then Eq.I(3D) can be written in a dimensionless ordinaffgdintial equation (ODE):

s (2 7R \dS
dr? (R 1- RZ)dR

6(2R2-1) I(1+1) 3w?
((1—R2)2_ R 1-R

) S=0, (31)

whereR = f/f; varies fromR, = fp/f1 to Ry = 1. This equation can be reduced to a canonical form with duesformation

S(R) = R‘F(R)/(1 - RY):

2

d°F dF
X(X - 1)W +

x(/1+3)—(g+u) ix

2 _ 2 _ 2
(_,u +u |(|+1)+;1 + 4u I(|+1)+3a))|:=0,

+

ax 2 (32)

wherex = R?. It corresponds to the well-known hypergeometric equapimvided the coficient in the termF/x is zero, i.e,
w2 +p—1( +1) = 0. There are two solutions for the parametep; = | andu, = —(I + 1). Identifying Eq. [3R) with the
hypergeometric equation (Abramovitz & Stegun 1972), twedirly independent solutions write in terms of the hypengetoic
function¥ (, B; v, X) where the indicea, 8 andy are calculated for the two valugs, found above. The general the solution to
Eqg. (31) reads, therefore:

S(R) = R Cl F (1. b1 1, R?)

R(I+l)
+
1-R2

whereC; andC, are two arbitrary constants, and where:

CZ 7:(&27[32; Y2, Rz)? (33)

M1.2
=== +1+A, =—=+1-A,
a2 2 2 i1+ B2 >+
3
Y12 = 3 +tH12 (34)
with A = 4I(l+1)+4-3w? For the given set of indices¥ reduces to the associated Legendre func-

tions (Abramovitz & Stequn 1972), and we hav€(a1,B1;71.R?) « R'Y2P(R)/V1I-R2 and F (a2 B2;72. R?) «
R*2Q(R)/ V1 - R? whereP(R) = PYL2(VI-RP) andQ(R) = QY% (V1-RP). As consequence, the solutidi¥33) takes
the simplified form:

1

S(R) = W [C1P(R) + C2 Q(R)] . (35)

Next, the components of the perturbed velo6itif, 6, ¢, t) = 5\7(?, 6, ¢) exp wf/7) can be expressed in terms of the funct&in

V= — |-(1- Rz)—+2RS Yims
T

3w
6V = 30t R(1 R?) S 3¢ Yim, (36)
. & ~
oV = 3wrRsing (1~ R%) SyYim.

Coming back to EqI(35) to get the righ{R), the solution constants; andC, can be found from the boundary conditi¢n3 23.
Dropping the exponential time dependence of the pertwbathese boundary conditions provide:

3R

30S(R) = & ——
aS(R) a‘1—R2R:

R(1—R2)g—§ =S[2R?-w?(1-R?],i=0,1. (37)
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The derivative ofS [see Eq.[[(3b)] can be found analytically (Abramovitz & Stedi97?2):

ds -S(R

= R Rz)[(1 R%)(4 - A) - 3]
A+l

_W[QH(R) +CoQu(R)],

whereP;(R) = P'+1/22(V1 R2) andQy(R) = Qx'ls//zz(v1 — R2). Atthe inner boundar® = Ry, equationd{37) provide two linear
relations betweeﬁtl andC;:

C1 P(Ro) + C; Q(Ro) = 3R¥2 /1 - R,
3RA(1-RY) ( A ZR% )
A+ R(Z)

From these expressions one defines completely the con§taatelC, and one gets:

3R J1-R

C1P1(Ro) + C2 Q1(Ro) =

C= 3
J1-R 2R 1

QR (w2+A+ 1_R€)—Q1(Ro), (38)
3R J1-R

Com—%—
Vvi- 2

P(RO)TIR(Z)(LUZ+A+ L )P (39

whereB = P1(Ry)Q(Ro) — P(Ry)Q1(Ry). From Ref. ((Abramovitz & Stegun 1972), one can show tBas a constant equal to
-T'(A + )/T'(A — 1) whererl is the classical Euler gamma function.

With C; andC; given by Egs.[[38) and{B9), the soluti¢ni35) is completefjred. It depends on the mode numbem the
position of the inner surfad®, and on the free parameter The latter should be defined from the remaining boundardgitioms
at the outer interfacR = R;. The perturbations of the motion both interfacBs( Ry andR = R; = 1) cannot be taken initially
independently, and cannot further evolve independentijeéd, from first equatiofi{B7) at the outer surfRce R; = 1 one
finds:

1= 2 30 lmIS(R) (1~ RO)]. (40)

Notice that this relation does not forbid the calculatioritef divergence o6 near the outer boundary, because the density and
the sound speed of the unperturbed flow go to zero there. 8irteg. [3%),P andQ are rational functions of = V1 - R?, one
can expands in Taylor series foy — 0 and Eq.[[4D) becomes:

3&
jim | PA) + QL) o dP) o dQ } (41)
y—-0 y dy ly—o dy lyo

The first term in the right hand side &f{41) diverges if the euator is non-zero. Therefore, the only way to satisfy tlisriary
condition and to obtain a finite displacement at the outdaseris setting the numerator to zero. This condifieR(1)+C,Q(1) =

0 corresponds to the dispersion relation for the shell ity we are looking for. Using the explicit formulae f@; andC,, we
obtain:

A+ P(1)Qu(Ry) — Q(1)P1(Ro)
ﬁ P(Ro)Q(1) - P(1)Q(Ro)

(42)
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It will be shown later in Se€l6 that providdd]42) is satisfibe second boundary condition at the outer edge is also itiaiedy
satisfied.

Equation [4R) provides a relation between the growth rath@instability,w, and the mode numbeérlt is independent of
the azimuthal numban, because the unperturbed system is spherically-symnagtdidat will be shown later that, in addition, it
does not depend on the shell inner radigs

Moreover, from Eq.[{41) one obtains also a relation betwherdtsplacements at the shell surfaces:

JII(A+1)/2+1]
I[(A-1)/2]

(Cl \/g an n(A2+ D, e, \/g cos@ ) (43)

This will be used later on to analyze the temporal evolutibthe instability.

3 g

5. Numerical solution of the dispersion relation

The dispersion equatiof{/42) looks rather complicated améirat consider its numerical solution. For this purposerepeesent
it as a relation between two functior,(A) = Fr(A), depending on the parameterHere,F (A) = (I + 1)+ 4— A? = w? is the
left hand side of EqI{42) anEr(A), its right hand side. In Figl3;| andFr are plotted as a function of the varialdleand we
search for the intersection points of these two functiongjfieen parametersandRy. In order to have an unstable solutian?(
should be real and positive) the intersection must occurénupper right part of the plangg ;A) : 0< A < VIl + 1)+ 4 = A,
and O< Fg < I(l + 1) + 4. This defines the upper limit for the growth rate for a giVen? < [I(I + 1) + 4]/3. To have a stable
solution, the intersection must occur in the lower righttjpdithe plane Fri;A) : 0 < A < I+ 1)+4 = Ay andFgr < 0.
These restrictions are useful to constrain the numeridatiea of the dispersion equation.

An example of curve&r, F\ is shown in Fig[b. Both curves are surprisingly simple. TéfefunctionF, is just a parabola
which has a maximum at = 0 and becomes negative far> An. The right hand side has also a maximumat 0 and it
decreases withA. There are two intersection points: one corresponds®o- 0 (unstable mode) and another onewto < 0
(oscillating mode af = 6 for the present mode). The numerical solution indicataslibth intersection points are independent
of the shell thicknesRy. Especially, the point corresponding to unstable solstisralways located at = 3 for chosen value
| = 4. It will be shown below that this is a consequence of theneatfithe perturbed flow.

6. Behavior of the perturbed flow

Until now, we have considered a general solution for theysbed flow, without any assumption about its nature. Esfigciee
have been working with equations including compressititects. However, this rather simple solution for the instgbgrowth
may suggest that special properties should probably drighis section we are going to study the properties of théupeed
flow.

Sincedy(sinfdsYim)/ sing + (6§Y|m)/sinze = —I(I + 1)Y;m, and after the injection of the second derivativeSpfd?S/dR?

obtained from Eq[T31), the divergence of the perturbedailéV [given by Eqgs.[36)] reads,

div 6V = % {—s _R (d—s -~ E)} Yim- (44)
1

It is worth to note that from the second boundary conditiofl) (Be velocity divergence is zero at the boundaries. Nownake
a stronger assumption. Let us assume that the flow is incasibie everywhere, i.e., diW = 0 for any value of the radius
R. Then, from[24) we can express the first derivativépflS/dR, in terms ofS ansR and we can comput@S/dR?, as well.
Plugging these derivatives in the perturbation equalfidl, ®e find after some simplifications that the ffagent in front ofS
does not depend dRand the diferential equation reduces to a simple algebraic relatibndenw andl :

W - -1(1+1)=0. (45)

This relation is a consistency condition between the eigeterequation{31) [it is automatically satisfied] and ouritioldal
constraint coming from{34), i.e., requiring th&%¢ = 0 everywhere inside the shell. It is also consistent withktbendary
conditions [(3F). Therefore EJ_{U5) can be considered adittpersion relation. We have to admit that up to now we hate no
been able to find a solution to Eq.31), satisfyiiigl (37), thiiers from the one providing a zero divergence of the perturbed
velocity. In other words the solution that is “constraindny’ the boundary condition§{B7) describes an incompres&il
perturbation for which the dispersion relation is given B3

The solutions of this quartic polynomial equation readlgasi

w1 = % VI + 1, w34 = +i \/|— (46)
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Moreover, it should be emphasized that these solutionggtyfagree with the solutions of the general dispersioragon [42)

found numerically in the previous section. As a matter of,fear | = 4 we have found numerically? = 5 andw? = —4 leading

to w = + V5 andw = +2i, respectively. These values are those exactly obtained @) by replacind with the specific value
| = 4.

As consequence, the solution we have found assuming a ygwofile with a divergence equal to zero does not look anymor
as a “trick” to satisfy the whole set of constraints. Thisutes the proof that the RT unstable flow is indeed incompldssnd
the growth rate is unexpectively independent on the shilktiess. This result is quite new and is shown here in thigpap
for the first time, although some people studied before imitbethin and thick shells (see for instance the monography b
Kull (Kull 1991)). All the modes are unstable for any value loé tmode numbdrand the most unstable growth ratg]), among
w1 () andwo(l), is shown in Figlhb.

In addition, one can easily check that the flow is irrotatloiais property arises since the unperturbed flow is radiaé
vorticity of the perturbed flow in the laboratory franié (5)gisen by: curlsv = curl 69/C(t) sinceA(t) = C(t). As curlév = 0
from Egs. [3B), the perturbed flow is therefore also irrotadi in the “physical” space.

7. Evolution of the shell perturbations

The efect of the instability can be further analyzed by obsenviregdeformatios of the shell. It can be calculated from the veloc-
ity field in the rescaled frame by using the relati#idf = 7 which provides(f, 6, ¢, f) = (t/w)dV = (r/w) expt/7)sV(F, 6, ¢),
wheresV is given by [3b). Since the dispersion equation has foursr@), the general solution for the displacement is a linear
superposition of four modes. In particular, for the radiaptacement, one has :

4
&(RO,0,0 =8 ) N&R &I Yin(0, 9), (47)
i=1
where
A 1 ds;
ER= 5.0 [—(1— R 9 2Rsi],

are the displacement eigenmodes anare the mode amplitudea{> are real Az = A}). Moreover, as the functiof depends
onw? thené; = & andé; = &. We haves (Ry) = 1 also. This equality comes from the normalizatio@R) with the inner
initial displacemengg (see Sectiofl4). Thef(1) is given by Eq.023).

At this stage, we can calculate the deformation of the shethé initial spaceR, 4, ¢,t). From the scaling relation for the
distances [first equation of EqEl (3)] and from the relatfB®) petween andf, the radial displacemetit(R, 6, ¢, t) writes :

4
& (R 0,4,1) = 0C(O)Yim(6, ¢) Y Adi(Re” Y, (48)
i=1

whereag = C(0)ay = &9. The radial velocity perturbation is provided by Edj.(5)lwi(t) = C(t) sincey = 5/3:

Y=to et

wheresV is given by Egs.[[36). The derivation dE{49) requires furthetails. The velocities(r,t) andW(#, f) in the (. 1)
and (;f) spaces, respectively, are connected through[BEqg. (5). fh (e havev(t,f) = 6V, while the corresponding equation
is v(r,t) = ov + w(r,t) in (r,t) whereév is the velocity perturbation and whevg(r, t) is the background velocity given by
Vo(r, t) = C(t)r/C(t). Introducing these expression [d (5), one obtaind (49) éiately. In addition, we are going to introduce
the quantitysV(r, t) related tasv by 6v = 6V explwg(t)] (this relation is similar to the relation betweghandsV).

It is now possible to derive the constamts(i = 1,4) from the initial velocity perturbation profile in the phyal space.
In the hat space, the radial velocify; is given bysv, = dé /df. On the other hand since we ha#é(R,0) = §V;(R,0) at
t ={=0and ford = ¢ = 0, theA’s can be calculated from the boundary conditions takefi (&, 0) = ag Do, & (1, 0) = ag Dy,
6V (Ro, 0) = ag Vo, 6V;(1,0) = ag Vs in the physical space whef®y, D1, Vo andV; are four arbitrary parameters. Solving the
corresponding system of equations, we find :

1
Ao = ———r
Y27 2001 - by)

(49)

T

[Dl — Dob + 1(V1 - Vobz)] ) (50)

| +

A3,4 [Dobl -D1F i%(vl - Vobl)] , (51)

_ 1
2(by — by)

whereb; = 51,2(1) andb, = 53,4(1) and the eigenmodes are normalized by the cond§ti®) = 1 (i = 1,4). In the following we
study the evolution of several specific perturbations.
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First, we study the most unstable mode,= VI + 1 by settingA; = 1 andA;34 = 0. The solid lines in Fid7 show the time
evolution of the radial shell normalized displacement atitmer (a) and outer (b) interfaog,1/a0C(t), in the laboratory frame.

It depends on two parametets: the characteristic expansion time ghdthe initial shell velocity. The exponential law is valid
only fort < 7 (acceleration phase of the shell), indeed, exp[t)] — expit/7), thenno1/ao = expt/r), with C(t) — 1. For

t > 7, expg(t) — explwi(r/2 — arctang)] it following that 1701/a0(t/7) = explwi(r/2 — arctarB)] with C(t) — t/r. The shell
is in a ballistic motion and the perturbation increasesdihgi.e.,no1 o« t/7 - the functiong(t) is bounded an€(t) is a linear
function of time. In the figurEl7 the displacement is dividgdle scale functiol€(t) to exhibit clearly the perturbation growth
due to the RTI. It is interesting to note that in the case ob zeitial velocity the amplification factor¢/2? does not depend on
the expansion time. Moreover, the amplification is smaflére shell is always in expansion. In opposition, the angatibn can
be stronger for initially converging shepf < 0 but| 8 |> 1).

The numerical modgtode employed here is called Pansy (McCraory et al. 197 7qritputes the time development of three-
dimensional modes of coupled hydrodynamic, thermodynaamd transport phenomena, including heat flow, viscosity f
linearized about zeroth order spherically or cylindrigaymmetric compressible flows. The zeroth order solutigescalcu-
lated on a typical one-dimensional lagrangian grid and taedorm fi(t), where thef’ s are all of the necessary hydrodynamic
variables, and other variables including zone radius, ahdreyj is the radial zone index. First order quantities, of the form
f,fm(t)YLm(G) exp(img) for spherical geometry, are calculated witlffeiience equations which are linearly perturbed forms of
the former discretized zeroth order equations, rather dligsretizations of the linearly perturbed continuous #eorder equa-
tions. This relatively conservatifldamiltonian diferencing approach produces considerably improved tredtoigghenomena
requiring high resolution, especially artificial viscgsfor shocks in contrast with earlier form of Pansy which rieed higher
resolution for the same accuracy (Henderson et al.i1974).

The analytical solution for the inner and outer shell dispfaent of the unstable mode has been compared with the simu-
lations performed with the perturbation code Pansy. Theegent between the analytical solution and the simulatowaery
good. The diference is less than one percent. It is shown inHig. 7 thatnther iinterface growth is more rapid because this
surface is RT unstable, while the outer interface is in aontath the vacuum and does not show a substantial growtbokd
stable. The deviation between the theory and simulatiotiseabuter surface is larger than at the inner interface lsecas
more dificult for the code to handle the contact with vacuum.

From Eg.[IB), the amplification factor exgj(t)] for t — +oo is given by explyl + 1(r/2 - arctarg)]. Fors = 0, we recover
the special case studied by Bernstein and Book (Bernstein@B973) and the value they found is very close to the one we
have. For example, fdr= 40, Book and Bernstein calculated numerically the amptifice 10*, while our formula provides
exp(VI + 1r/2) = 2 x 10~

The asymptotic amplification depends strongly on the ihiidocity defined by the parametgfsee Eq.[[I6)]. For example,
if 8 = 1, the shell experiences a monotonic expansion phase, arahthlification decreases to®*lTherefore, the shell is less
fragile. However, fog = —1 the shell collapse initially and the amplification would1#. As a result, the shell becomes much
more fragile. We conclude therefore that most dangerogesththe shell evolution is the stagnation phase, which leas b
analyzed by Hattori et all._(Hattori et al. 1986).

The purely growing eigenmode that we have studied abovesponds to correlated perturbations between both surfaces
(inner and outer) which seems to be not too realistic. It Wdag more appropriate to consider either independentlipiéia
turbations of the inner and outer surfaces or the pertwbaif the inner surface only. According {0150) afdl(51), frimar
incompressible modes one can construct any kind of inigalysbation. Let us consider a case where the inner and imiiées
face displacements are opposite, ilBy,= 1, D1 = -1, Vo = Vi = 0. Hereafter we call this type of perturbation the “sausage”
This “sausage” could be produced in the outer shell of thebst@onvection phenomena arising just before its explasion

From Eqgs.[[8D) and{$1) one findsi = Az = (-1 - by)/[2(by — bp)] and Az = A4 = (by + 1)/[2(b1 — by)]. The radial profile
of the initial displacement within the shell is shown in F@d). The time evolution of such a shell perturbation in thigdratory
frame is shown in Fig[48c) for the mode= 4. We have normalized the displaceménby the scale functiomg C(t) just to
exhibit the amplification due to the RTI and suppress thd #iekness expansion. The growing perturbation at therisngace
of the shell due to the RTI is clearly shown, while the outefasre becomes spherical [see FIg. (8b)] because this aueit
stable. The perturbation grows for time period satisfytirgr when the shell is accelerated and one can see that the dispat
is larger along the polar axés= 0 [X axis on Fig.[Bb)].

Additional types of shell perturbations are interestingttady. Three of then exist : (i) the “kink” configuration fohieh the
inner and outer initial perturbations are the sag~= D; = 1, Vo = V1 = 0; (i) the “inner” shell perturbation for which only
the inner interface is initially perturbe®y = 1, D1 = 0, Vg = V1 = 0; (iii) the “velocity” alteration for which the positionsfo
the inner and outer surfaces are initially unperturbedisttthe inner velocity is perturbeBy = D; = 0, Vo = 1, V; = 0. This
configuration describes, for instance, a wind pulsar fluxttiaton.

The relative weight of the unstable mode in each of pertimhas given by the constant;. Hence, this parameter can
be used to compare the configurations. For the “sausage’vaéisdRy = 0.5 andl = 4 shown in FigCBA; = 0.56. For the
three other shell perturbations we find\; = 0.43 (“kink”), A; = 0.50 (“inner”), andA; = 0.22 for the “velocity” case.
Therefore, all the three displacement perturbations cordigpns, “sausage”, "kink” and "inner” are equally undealtHowever,
the amplification coficient for these three modes is approximately twice smailen for the growing single moda{ = 1 and
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Aj =0,j = 2,4). These modes can probably be excited more naturally fhenstipernova progenitor heterogeneities. Finally,
the "velocity” perturbation seems to be the less unstaldearhplification cofficient is more than four time smaller.

However, the respective importance offdient perturbations depend on the shell thickness and tde mamber. For exam-
ple, forRy = 0.9 and the same mode numbet 4 we find:A; = 1.41 for the “sausage” mod@,; = 0.22 (“kink”), A; = 0.80
(“inner”), andA; = 0.36 (“velocity”). In this case, the “sausage” mode is the nzstgerous and it grows even stronger than the
pure mode.

By knowing the mode amplification ciesient, one can conclude about the shell fragility. In otherdg, we are able to derive
a supernova shell fragmentation criterion due to the RTsuising that the disruption of the shell occurs when the plestion
amplitude becomes comparable to the shell thickness, titésion defines the critical amplitudeg, of the initial perturbation
for the shell disruption. We have immediately this critarin the hat space, with EQ{U7) fér= ¢ = 0, the displacement of the
inner interface on the X axis for the more unstable mode besai (Ro, 0,0,t) = ag A1 explw1g(t)] = (F1 — fo) = f1 (1 — Ry).

We can rewrite this criterion as :

3 ~ ﬂ efg(t)m, t — +oo. (52)

f1 A1
This critical amplitude depends on the mode numb#re shell thickness, and the type of perturbation. The édaris valid for
low modes] < Iy = 27Ry/(1 — Rp), with a breaking occurring in the linear regime. The highmerdes] > |y, seem to be less
dangerous. Although their amplification dbeient can be large, the corresponding perturbation emersn-linear regime and
grows less rapidly. In contrast, the lower modes, |y, are growing slowly and they lag behind the mdge Therefore, the
linear theory predicts that the most dangerous pertunbatioresponds to the modig and the critical initial amplitude is given
by Eq. [52) wheré is replaced witHy. For example, foR, = 0.65 andB = 0 the most dangerous modeljg ~ 12 with the
“sausage” or “inner” type of perturbatiom{ ~ 0.5). Then we obtaira, /f1 = 2.4 x 1073. The “velocity” mode is much less
dangerous since it correspondstp= 0.14.

As result, a perturbation amplitude as small &196 of the inner radius would be large enough to disrupt tled. Frigure[®
shows the initial shell with the critical perturbatiag for a “inner” configuration (panel a) and the shell close tergjption at
timet = 20r (panel b). The theory predicts that the shell will break dowsar the pole (X-axis).

8. Discussion and conclusion

In the first part of this paper, a non-stationary spherical flescribing the expansion of SN ejecta has been derivedglyiag a
rescaling method (Bouquet et al. 1985) to the Euler equafimma polytropic gas. This is a non-stationary solution tlescribes
the motion of a shell with initial finite thickneds. The shell dynamics is described by two parameters: thialin#locity 3 and
the expansion time. By changing the sign gf one may study implosions and explosions.

This solution is relevant for the description of the plerewwlution — type Il SN remnant driven by a central pulsar pues.
The temporal behavior of the pressure in our model is in ageee with the classical spin-down power law of the pulsaritum
nosity {Blondin et al. 2001). The paramefetakes into account the initial kinetic energy of the shehjah is released during
the explosion, and the timedescribes the life time of the pulsar at the center of thet@jec

The transformation from the laboratory frame to the co-mgveference frame allowed us to perform an analytical saidy
the 3D linear stability of this time-dependant radial flol€eTinearized hydrodynamic equations for a mono-atomi¢gas5/3)
have been solved using a decomposition of the perturbatigplierical harmonics. The dispersion relation defines tbeth
ratew of any modd in the co-moving frame, which corresponds to a finite amgltfan in the laboratory frame. The growth rate
is independent of the shell thickneRsand the azimuthal mode numbmarAlthough no assumptions have been made concerning
the perturbed flow, we found that the unstable perturbasondompressible and irrotational. An analytical exprassifor the
growth rate and the mode structure were confirmed by congatie analytical theory with numerical simulations penfed
with the perturbation code PANSY (McCrory et al. 1977). Thgnsand the magnitude of the initial velocity play an impaita
role in the RTI development. High initial velocities stabd the shell. In opposition, for the case of initially cqitng shell,

B < 0, the perturbation grows to much higher amplitudes.

By using a linear superposition of stable and unstable medestudied the dependence of the amplificatiorfiacient on the
initial decomposition. It was found that the deformationddhick shell of the inner interface is most dangerous ameesponds
to a amplification coficient twice smaller than for the unstable single mode. Whaitea thin shell the “sausage” configuration
seems to be the more dangerous mode. For a given shell teglRpave defined the mode, which is the most dangerous for
the shell disruption. A criterion is derived that definesd¢h#cal initial inner surface deformation that producdseymentation
of the shell.

A filamentary structure in the Crab nebula expansion has hlmsserved by Hester| (Hester et al. 1996) Sankrit et
al. (Sankrit et al. 1998). The structure of radial filamenbedies indicates that they have a common origin - the SNegph
cal shell. Such a filamentary structure has been reproduoedrfumerical simulations by Jun_(Jun 1998), who shows tit t
RTI driven by the acceleration of the thin shell providesrtien mechanism for the shell disruption. Our analytical gidaslin
a good agreement with these observations and numericalations. By considering a shell with the aspect ratio B9+ 0.9),
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the same as in the papér (Jun 1998), we deduce that most dasgeode i$y, = 60. This agrees with the fastest growing mode
observed in Jun’s simulations. Moreover, the amplitudeiiil perturbations+{ 1%) used ini(Jun 1998) follows from E@.{52)
for the realistic initial parameters: the velocity of shislb00 knjs, the initial radius 0.2 pc, and the explosion time 500 yrs
(this impliesg = 1.3). This demonstration suggests that our analytical madedlevant to study the stability analysis of various
SN remnants.

Finally, this work can be applied to ICF or, more generatystudy of RTI in laser target design.

In this respect, this study is directly useful to Laboratdstrophysics issues and it can be used to design approfasse
target to examine the RTI problem in SNR_(Ribeyre 2006).
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parameters ar@ = 0 andrp = 0.2f;. The velocity is normalized by, /r, the density — by the central densjty(0) and the
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vary with time. The inner surface is pushed by the pulsar windl it is RT unstable.
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Fig. 5. Plot of the two function§ | (A) andFgr(A, |, Ry) representing the left and the right hand sides of EQ. (42¢.iftersection
of these curves provides the valuefgfcorresponding to the solution of the dispersion equali@). Both curves depend on the
mode numbelandFg depends also on the shell thickn&dcurves are drawn fdRy = 0.1, 0.5 and 08). However, we see that
the intersection point does not move. In this exampie4, the value ofw? is 5 and—4, i.e.,| + 1 and-I and we see that the
intersection point is located at= 3.
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Fig. 6. Dependence of the dimensionless growth taten the mode numbérw = VI + 1 [from Eq. [Z®)].
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Fig. 7. Comparison between the time evolution of the inner (a) artdrdip) displacements of the shell for the more unstable
mode:A; = 1 andAz34 = 0 in the casé = 4 with a inner radiu®y = 0.5 andg = 0. The displacement is divided by the scale
functionC(t) to exhibit clearly the perturbation growth due to the RTheEe plot show a good agreement between the analytical
solution (solid line) and the simulation (dashed curvehulie perturbation code PANSY. Thei@irence between the two results

is less than one percent.
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Fig. 8. Plot of the initial “sausage” shell perturbation (a}at 0 and (b) at = 7. Panel (c) shows the time evolution of the inner
and outer shell displacements and (d) gives the initialldesgment within the the shell. The mode numbdris4 and the shell
thickness iRy = 0.5.
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Fig. 9. Plot of the initial inner shell perturbation tit= 0 (a) andt = 20r (b). The mode number is= 12 and the shell thickness
is Ry = 0.65. The relative initial inner shell perturbation is 0.24%.
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