arXiv:1412.6447v1 [gr-qc] 19 Dec 2014

Noname manuscript No. (will be inserted by the editor)

Von Zeipel’s theorem for a magnetized circular flow around a compact object

O. Zanotti · D. Pugliese

Received: date / Accepted: date

Abstract We analyze a class of physical properties, forming the content of the so-called von Zeipel theorem, which characterizes stationary, axisymmetric, non-selfgravitating perfect fluids in circular motion in the gravitational field of a compact object. We consider the extension of the theorem to the magnetohydrodynamic regime, under the assumption of an infinitely conductive fluid, both in the Newtonian and in the relativistic framework. When the magnetic field is toroidal, the conditions required by the theorem are equivalent to integrability conditions, as it is the case for purely hydrodynamic flows. When the magnetic field is poloidal, the analysis for the relativistic regime is substantially different with respect to the Newtonian case and additional constraints, in the form of PDEs, must be imposed on the magnetic field in order to guarantee that the angular velocity Ω depends only on the specific angular momentum ℓ. In order to deduce such physical constraints, it is crucial to adopt special coordinates, which are adapted to the Ω = const surfaces. The physical significance of these results is briefly discussed.

Keywords general relativity · magnetohydrodynamics · black holes · von Zeipel theorem

1 Introduction

In Newtonian hydrodynamics, the so-called von Zeipel theorem [45] specifies the physical conditions to which all stationary, axially symmetric, perfect flu-

O. Zanotti Università di Trento, Laboratorio di Matematica Applicata, Via Messiano 77, I-38123 Trento, Italy E-mail: olindo.zanotti@unitn.it

D. Pugliese Institute of Physics, Faculty of Philosophy & Science, Silesian University in Opava, Bezručovo náměstí 13, CZ-74601 Opava, Czech Republic

ids in circular motion must obey in order for the angular velocity Ω to depend only on the distance from the rotation axis. Abramowicz formulated the relativistic version^1 of the von Zeipel theorem [2,3], highlighting that the angular velocity Ω and the specific angular momentum ℓ have common iso-surfaces, with the topology of a cylinder, if and only if the rotating fluid is barotropic. This property was used soon after to build equilibrium solutions of geometrically thick disks (tori) around black holes [20,1,26]. In fact, the von Zeipel theorem for a purely hydrodynamic flow represents a set of integrability conditions for computing the equilibrium solution. Over the years, these analytic or semi-analytic solutions, sometimes referred to as “Polish doughnuts”, turned out to be very useful to study various kinds of fluid instabilities and potentially detectable physical effects around compact objects, either black holes or neutron stars [4,5,36,14,6,40,48,13,30,37,38,42].

Though rather simplified, geometrically thick discs are still attracting a lot of interest in high energy astrophysics. From one side, they are currently adopted as initial conditions in general relativistic hydrodynamic and magnetohydrodynamic numerical simulations of accretion flows [44,21,9,32,28], even in the presence of radiation fields [41,29,47]. Moreover, an additional indication supporting their astrophysical relevance is provided by the outcome of fully relativistic numerical simulations, which clearly show that high-density tori are indeed produced after the merger of neutron star binaries collapsing onto a black hole [39].

A substantial but necessary complication in the study of geometrically thick discs is represented by magnetic fields, as it is now generally accepted that in accretion flows magnetic fields are of fundamental importance to account for the outward transport of angular momentum induced by the magnetorotational instability. A few years ago, the Polish doughnut model was extended to flows with a toroidal magnetic field [25,7,46] and later adopted in various astrophysical applications [31,23]. However, in these works it is not discussed whether and how the von Zeipel theorem can be rephrased when a magnetic field is present. In this paper we fill this gap by studying the von Zeipel theorem for a magnetized circular flow around a compact object, by considering, separately, the case of a toroidal and of a poloidal magnetic field. While for the former case we find that von Zeipel theorem still provides an integrability condition, which is met, for instance, in the model by [25], for the latter case the magnetic field needs to be constrained by two additional partial differential equations. We emphasize that it is not our intention to compute an equilibrium model, which would involve the solution of the Grad- Shafranov equation, but rather to clarify the physical conditions required by the von Zeipel theorem for a magnetized flow. We also stress that in some circumstances, like for instance in the interior of neutron stars, the magnetic field has a twisted topology (see [17,16]), but in our analysis we have not

1 The original version of the theorem by von Zeipel considers the role of a radiation field (see [18] for a modern account), while in this paper we have in mind the “von Zeipel’s theorem in General Relativity”, called in this way for the first time presumably by Thorne [2] and which has nothing to do with radiation effects.

considered this possibility, nor the issue of the various magnetic instabilities which may arise.

Since Newtonian physics can still provide useful comparisons, we first start from the Newtonian version of the von Zeipel theorem. Although our discussion is motivated by the astrophysical applications mentioned so far, in what follows we do not assume any particular form of the spacetime metric. Our only assumptions will be those of stationarity and axisymmetry for both gravity and matter, and of a perfect, infinitely conductive non-selfgravitating fluid in purely circular motion around a compact object.

We set the speed of light c = 1, the gravitational constant G = 1, and we adopt the Lorentz-Heaviside notation for the electromagnetic quantities, such that all √ 4π factors disappear. Greek indices run from 0 to 3, Latin indices run from 1 to 3 and we use the Einstein summation convention of repeated indices.

2 Newtonian version

The Newtonian version of von Zeipel’s theorem in the absence of magnetic fields states that the iso-density and iso-pressure surfaces within a rotating object coincide if and only if the angular velocity is a function of the distance from the rotation axis only [43]. If a magnetic field is present, a weaker version of this theorem can be proved. To this scope, we consider a stationary and axisymmetric system and a set of cylindrical coordinates (r, ϕ, z). The two relevant Euler equations can be written as ∂_iΦ + 1 ρ ∂_ip − δ^r_i Ω^2r = 1 ρ ((∇ × B) × B)_i , i = r, z , (1)

where Φ is the gravitational potential, ρ is the gas density, p is the pressure, Ω is the angular velocity of the rotating fluid and B is the magnetic field. To simplify our treatment, in the following we separately consider the case of a purely toroidal and of a purely poloidal magnetic field, while keeping equation (1) as the reference equation.

2.1 Toroidal magnetic field

When the magnetic field is toroidal, the components of the poloidal vector on the right hand side of equation (1) are given by

((∇ × B) × B)_i = −∂_i(rB_ϕ) B_ϕ r , i = r, z . (2) If we take the partial derivative ∂_j of (1) and then multiply it with e_{kji}, all the symmetric terms in i and j disappear, and we are left with e_{kji} ∂_j ρ∂_ip ρ^2 + e_{kji}∂_j (δ^r_i Ω^2r) = e_{kji}∂_i(rB_ϕ)∂_j ( B_ϕ rρ ) . (3)

In the absence of a magnetic field, the right hand side of the above equation vanishes and we would have the statement of the theorem as reported in [43]. On the contrary, if the magnetic field is not zero, then we can only provide a sufficient condition for the theorem. Namely, we can say that if

1. the equation of state is barotropic, p = p(ρ), and 2. (a) B_ϕ ∼ r^{−1}, or, (b) B_ϕ ∼ rρ, or (c) B_ϕ/rρ = f(rB_ϕ),

then the angular velocity would only depend on the distance from the rotation axis.

Note, for instance, that [34] proposed an equilibrium model for a barotropic, magnetized and geometrically thick disc around a central object by assuming that the toroidal magnetic field scales like B^2_ϕ ∼ r^{2(μ−1)}ρ^μ. This choice indeed satisfies von Zeipel’s theorem and it corresponds to constraint 2(c) above, with f(rB_ϕ) = (rB_ϕ)^{1−2/μ}. It should be noted that the fulfillment of von Zeipel’s hypothesis not only guarantees that Ω = Ω(r) but it also provides the functional dependencies among B_ϕ, ρ and r that allows to write the Euler equation in a potential form. In fact, we essentially imposed the vanishing of the curl of the right hand side of equation (1), so we looked for those cases when ((∇ × B) × B)/ρ can be written as the gradient of a scalar.

2.2 Poloidal magnetic field

In cylindrical coordinates, a poloidal magnetic field can be written as B = 1 r ∇Ψ × e_ϕ = ( − ∂_zΨ r , 0, ∂_rΨ r ) , (4)

where e_ϕ is the unit vector along the ϕ direction and Ψ, that physically represents the magnetic flux through a z = z_0, r = r_0 circle, is the ϕ-component of the electromagnetic vector potential.^2 While in the case of toroidal magnetic fields the Maxwell equations ∇ · B = 0 and ∇ × E = 0 are automatically satisfied under the assumption of stationarity and axisymmetry, when the magnetic field is poloidal they need to be properly taken into account, and they lead to so called Ferraro’s iso-rotation law, namely B · ∇Ω = 0. Hence, a necessary condition to have Ω = Ω(r) is that B^r = 0, or, equivalently, that Ψ = Ψ(r). As a result,

(∇ × B) × B = (−B_z∂_rB_z, 0, 0) , (5)

and by computing the curl of equation (1) we find 2Ωr∇Ω × e_r = − ∇ρ ρ^2 × ∇p − B_z ρ^2

∂_zρ ∂_rB_z e_ϕ . (6)

From (6), a weaker version of von Zeipel’s theorem for a poloidal magnetic field can be deduced. Namely, if

2 In non-relativistic studies, Ψ is usually called the magnetic stream function or magnetic flux function.

1. the equation of state is barotropic, p = p(ρ), 2. B^r = 0, and 3. (a) B_z = const, or, (b) ρ = ρ(r) ,

then Ω = Ω(r). We note, incidentally, that a Newtonian star with a dipolar magnetic field will not satisfy this version of von Zeipel’s theorem, since B^r ≠ 0.

3 General relativistic version

The general relativistic version of von Zeipel’s theorem in the absence of magnetic fields is due to [2] and it states that in a stationary and axisymmetric system the surfaces of constant angular velocity Ω and the surfaces of constant specific angular momentum ℓ coincide if and only if the rotating fluid is barotropic, i.e. it has an equation of state p = p(e), where e is the total energy density. Now we consider how this theorem can be rephrased if magnetic fields are present, again by distinguishing between the two main magnetic field topologies. Let us first recall the form of the energy momentum tensor for an magnetized flow with infinite conductivity, namely [8]

T^{αβ} = (ω + b^2)u^αu^β + (p + b^2/2)g^{αβ} − b^αb^β , (7)

where u^α are the components of the four velocity of the fluid, b^α are the components of the four vector magnetic field, b^2 = b_αb^α, g_{αβ} are the coefficients of the metric, while ω = e + p is the enthalpy density. If we adopt a system of coordinates (t, x^1, x^2, ϕ) where t and ϕ are the coordinates associated to the temporal and axial Killing vectors, respectively, then the four velocity of the circular motion is u^α = u^t(1, 0, 0, Ω), where Ω = u^ϕ/u^t is the angular velocity. Finally, the specific angular momentum mentioned in the theorem is ℓ = −u_ϕ/u_t, which is related to Ω by Ω = − g_{tϕ} + g_{tt}ℓ g_{ϕϕ} + g_{tϕ}ℓ . (8)

The relativistic Euler equation can be written as [10]

(ω + b^2)a_α + ∇_α ( p + b^2 2 ) + u_αu^π∇_π(p + b^2) + u_αb^2∇_πu^π − ∇_π(b_αb^π) = 0 .

As a result of the symmetries, u^α∇_α(p + b^2) = ∇_αu^α = 0. Moreover, the four acceleration for the circular motion is [2]

a_α = −∇_α ln u^t + ℓ 1 − Ωℓ ∇_αΩ . (9)

Combining all this, the Euler equation (9) becomes

− ∇_α ln u^t + u^tu_ϕ∇_αΩ = −

∇_α(p + b^2/2) ω + b^2 + ∇_π(b^πb_α) ω + b^2

, (10) where u^tu_ϕ = ℓ/(1 − Ωℓ). In ideal magnetohydrodynamics, the fluid acceleration obeys a few additional contraction relations, namely [8]

a_αb^α = ∇_αb^α = − b^α∂_αp ω , (11)

that will be used below. Finally, according to Ferraro’s iso-rotation law valid for stationary and axisymmetric systems, the normals to the equipotentials of Ω and of Ψ are parallel, hence Ω = Ω(Ψ), (see [27,10,22]).

3.1 Toroidal magnetic field

When the magnetic field is purely toroidal, it has been shown by [25] that Eq. (10) can be rewritten as

− ∇_α ln u^t + u^tu_ϕ∇_αΩ + ∇_αp ω + ∇_α(Lb^2) 2Lω = 0 , (12)

where L = g^2_{tϕ} − g_{tt}g_{ϕϕ}. If we now take the covariant derivative ∇_β of (12) and then we multiply it by the completely antisymmetric tensor ϵ^{αβγδ}, all the symmetric terms in (α, β) vanish, and we find ϵ^{αβγδ}∇_αΩ∇_β (u^tu_ϕ) = ϵ^{αβγδ} ∇_αp∇_β ω ω^2 − ϵ^{αβγδ}∇_α(Lb^2)∇_β ( 1 2Lω ) . (13)

In the absence of the magnetic field, the last term on the right hand side of this equation would vanish, and we would have the statement of von Zeipel’s theorem as provided in [2]. In the presence of a magnetic field, a weaker version of von Zeipel’s theorem can be formulated by saying that Ω = const surfaces coincide with ℓ = const surfaces if

1. the equation of state is barotropic, i.e. p = p(e), and 2. (a) Lb^2 = const, or (b) Lω = const, or (c) Lb^2 = f(Lω) .

Note that, for instance, in the equilibrium model proposed by [25] b^2 ∼ L^{η−1}ω^η, with η a real index, and this choice does satisfy von Zeipel theorem as it corresponds to constraint 2(c), with f a power law, i.e. Lb^2 ∼ (Lω)^η . Also note that, as expected, the Newtonian limits of constraints 2(a), 2(b) and 2(c) just found span the same physical conditions provided by their Newtonian analogs that we found in Sec. 2.1.

3.2 Poloidal magnetic field

In the relativistic framework, the treatment of the poloidal magnetic field is significantly more involved than that of toroidal magnetic fields, and in what follows we use several results proved by Bekenstein & Oron [10,11]. We first exploit the freedom in the choice of the coordinates system to adopt coordinates x^1 = z and x^2 = χ such that χ is constant along Ψ = const surfaces, i.e. Ψ = Ψ(χ), while z is constant along the normals to those surfaces. In the following, and just for notational convenience, we will refer to (z, χ) as to the B-O coordinates. An example of such coordinates is reported in Appendix A for the Schwarzschild metric.

We now recall a property highlighted by [35], who showed that a spacetime containing a purely toroidal flow with a purely poloidal (or purely toroidal) magnetic field is circular, meaning that in the chosen B-O coordinates the metric can be written in “diagonal plus one” form as

ds^2 = g_{tt}dt^2 + 2g_{tϕ}dtdϕ + g_{ϕϕ}dϕ^2 + g_{zz}dz^2 + g_{χχ}dχ^2 . (14)

Moreover, from the definition of magnetic field in terms of the electromagnetic tensor, namely b^α =^∗ F^{αβ} u_β , where^∗F^{αβ} is the dual of F^{αβ} , using the fact that there is no meridional motion (u^z = u^χ = 0) and that F_{αβ} u^β = 0 (because of infinite conductivity) one finds ([11])

b^t = b^ϕ = 0 , (15)

b^i = ϵ^{ij} u^t √ −g ∂_j Ψ i, j = z, χ , (16) where ϵ^{zχ} = −ϵ^{χz} = 1, ϵ^{zz} = ϵ^{χχ} = 0 and where g is the determinant of the metric (14). Therefore, the magnetic field lines lie on the equipotentials of Ψ, namely b^α∂_αΨ = 0 , (17)

which, due to Ferraro’s iso-rotation law, also implies

b^α∂_αΩ = 0 . (18)

We therefore expect that the magnetic field lines lie on the surfaces of constant magnetic potential Ψ (magnetic surfaces), which coincide with the surfaces of constant angular velocity Ω. This property prevents the generation of a toroidal component of the magnetic field, even in the presence of differential rotation.^3 The choice of the coordinates (z, χ) as described above turns out to be rather useful, because the poloidal magnetic field components are

b^z = 1 u^t √ −g ∂_χΨ , (19)

b^χ = 0 , (20)

while, from Eq. (18), it also follows that

∂_zΩ = 0 =⇒ Ω = Ω(χ) = Ω(Ψ) . (21)

We note that the coordinate χ resembles closely the cylindrical coordinate r of the Newtonian case, for which we found B^r = 0 from Ferraro’s iso-rotation

3 If the poloidal magnetic field lines lie on the Ψ = const surfaces, and if these surfaces coincide with the Ω = const surfaces, then the magnetic field lines will not “feel” rotational effects.

law, in analogy to Eq. (20). By combining Eq. (11) and Eq. (20), the fluid acceleration along the z-direction can be written as

a_z = −∂_z ln u^t = ∇_αb^α b^z = − ∂_zp ω . (22)

Focusing on the last equality of Eq. (22) and writing explicitly the fourdivergence of a four-vector, we obtain

∂_z ln ( b √ −g √ g_{zz} ) = − ∂_zp ω , (23)

where b = (b^zb_z)^{1/2}. Equation (23) places a first condition on the derivative ∂_zb, and can be used to write ∂_z b/b as function of the metric and of the field. The interesting aspect of this equation is that it only involves derivatives along the coordinate z. We emphasize that it has nothing to do with von Zeipel’s theorem, and it is a consequence of the adopted B-O coordinates.

The Euler equation (10) can also be written in terms of the new coordinates (z, χ). Before doing that, we write the magnetic terms on the right hand side of Eq. (10) as − 1 2 ∇_αb^2 + ∇_π(b^πb_α) = b^π(∂_π b_α − ∂_αb_π) − b_αb^z∂_z ln u^t , (24)

where we have again used Eq. (11), with a_z given by Eq. (22). Hence, we can now write (10) in the two components χ and z to obtain

− ∂_χ ln u^t + u^tu_ϕ∂_χΩ = − ∂_χp ω + b^2 − b^z∂_χb_z ω + b^2

(25)

−∂_z ln u^t = − ∂_z p ω + b^2 − b^2∂_z ln u^t ω + b^2

. (26)

After taking the z-derivative of the first equation and the χ-derivative of the second one, we find

− ∂_z∂_χ ln u^t + ∂_z(K(ℓ)∂_χΩ) = ∂_z ( − ∂_χp ω + b^2 ) − ∂_z ( b^z∂_χb_z ω + b^2 ) (27)

−∂_χ∂_z ln u^t = −∂_χ ( ∂_z p ω + b^2 ) − ∂_χ ( b^2∂_z ln u^t ω + b^2 ) , (28)

where we have defined the term K(ℓ, Ω) ≡ u^tu_ϕ = l/(1 − Ωl) . (29) We now subtract Eq. (28) from Eq. (27) to find the following condition ∂_z (K(ℓ, Ω)) ∂_χΩ = ∂_z ( ∂_χp ω ) − ∂_z ( ∂_χp ω + b^2 ) − ∂_z ( b^z∂_χb_z ω + b^2 )

1^{st} −term + ∂_χ ( ∂_zp ω + b^2 ) − ∂_z ( ∂_χp ω ) + ∂_χ ( b^2∂_z ln u^t ω + b^2 )

2^{nd}−term

, (30) where, for reasons that will be immediately transparent, we have added and subtracted the term ∂_z (_{∂χp} ω ) , and where we have used ∂_z Ω = 0. A generalized von Zeipel theorem can therefore be formulated by saying that Ω = const surfaces coincide with l = const surfaces if the right hand side of equation (30) vanishes. In fact, when this is the case, the left hand side must satisfy

∂_z (K(ℓ, Ω)) ∂_χΩ = 0 =⇒ ∂_z (K(ℓ, Ω)) = ∂_lK∂_z ℓ + ∂_Ω K∂_z Ω = ∂_lK∂_z ℓ = 0 , (31) from which it follows that ∂_zl = 0. Since ∂_zΩ = 0, this means that the surfaces at ℓ = const are the same as those at Ω = const. We therefore concentrate our attention on the right side of Eq. (30). Under the assumption of barotropic equation of state, namely that p = p(e), and using Eq. (22) we obtain

∂_z ∂_χ ln u^t = ∂_χ∂_z ln u^t = ∂_χ ( ∂_zp ω ) = ∂_z ( ∂_χp ω ) . (32)

As a result, the 2^{nd} − term of Eq. (30) is identically zero, as dictated by Eq. (28). On the other hand, the 1^{st} − term of Eq. (30) can be analyzed to obtain an expression for the partial derivative of b along χ. In fact, by imposing the vanishing of the 1^{st} − term we find ∂_z [ b^2 ω(ω + b^2) ∂_χp − b^z∂_χb_z ω + b^2 ] = 0 . (33)

Hence, the quantity in the square brackets must be a function of the coordinate χ only, and therefore of Ψ only. Hence, (see Appendix B for the details)

b^2 2(ω + b^2) [ 2 ∂_χp ω − ∂_χ ln(b^2g_{zz}) ] = P(Ψ) . (34)

The constraint expressed by Eq. (33) can be further manipulated, leading to

∂_z ln ( ω b^2 ) [ ∂_χ ln(b^2g_{zz}) − 2 ∂_χp ω ] = 2 ( ω + b^2 ω ) ∂_χ∂_z ln(b^2 √ −g) . (35)

We emphasize that Eq. (35) and Eq. (23) form a system of partial differential equations for the magnetic field b and the rest mass density ρ. To recap, when the magnetic field is poloidal, Ω = const surfaces coincide with ℓ = const surfaces if 1. the equation of state is barotropic, i.e. p = p(e), and 2. the magnetic field obeys the PDE (35), or, equivalently, if the left hand side of (34) is a function of Ψ only, where (z, χ) are the B-O coordinates such that b^χ = 0.

A special case for which Eq. (23) admits a relatively simple solutions is discussed in Appendix C. It is also worth commenting about the relevance of our result in the context of the solution of the Grad-Shafranov (GS) equation, which is a highly non-linear partial differential equation in the unknown flux function Ψ. Notoriously, the GS equation is used to compute stationary and axisymmetric magnetohydrodynamics solutions admitting a number of integral of motions, which depend only on Ψ. In the relativistic regime it has been analyzed by several authors in various physical contexts, including astrophysical jets, relativistic stars and magnetospheres of compact objects (see [15], [33], [19], [24], [12], [22]). The GS equation, however, provides no information about the relation among Ω and ℓ and the solution that is obtained in general does not satisfy the conditions of von Zeipel theorem. Our results show that, in order for the GS equation to give a solution with the property that Ω = Ω(ℓ), there must by an additional function P(Ψ), defined by (34) in B-O coordinates, which depends only on Ψ.

4 Conclusions

We have studied the conditions under which the surfaces of constant angular velocity Ω coincide with those of constant specific angular momentum ℓ for a stationary and axisymmetric magnetized perfect fluid in circular motion around a compact object. In the case of a purely toroidal magnetic field, such conditions amount to integrability conditions, both in the Newtonian and in the relativistic regime. The relativistic treatment of the poloidal magnetic field is more involved, and it is convenient to adopt suitable coordinates (z, χ), such that χ is constant along Ψ = const surfaces, while z is constant along the normals to those surfaces. In this way it is possible to show that Ω = const surfaces coincide with ℓ = const surfaces if the equation of state is barotropic, and if a function P(Ψ) exists, given by Eq. (34), which depends only on Ψ. These results become relevant when the construction of an equilibrium solution with a poloidal magnetic field is considered, a task that we will consider in the future through the numerical solution of the Grad-Shafranov equation.

Acknowledgements We thank Marek Abramowicz for useful discussions undertaken at the beginning of this project. D.P. would like to thank the institutional support of the Faculty of Philosophy and Science of the Silesian University of Opava.

References

1. Abramowicz, M., Jaroszynski, M., Sikora, M.: Relativistic, accreting disks. Astron.

Astrophys. 63, 221–224 (1978) 2. Abramowicz, M.A.: The Relativistic von Zeipel’s Theorem. Acta Astronomica 21, 81 (1971) 3. Abramowicz, M.A.: Theory of Level Surfaces Inside Relativistic: Rotating Stars. II.

Acta Astronomica 24, 45 (1974) 4. Abramowicz, M.A., Calvani, M., Nobili, L.: Thick accretion disks with super-Eddington luminosities. Astrophys. J. 242, 772–788 (1980). DOI 10.1086/158512 5. Abramowicz, M.A., Calvani, M., Nobili, L.: Runaway instability in accretion disks orbiting black holes. Nature 302, 597–599 (1983). DOI 10.1038/302597a0 6. Abramowicz, M.A., Karas, V., Lanza, A.: On the runaway instability of relativistic tori.

Astron. Astrophys. 331, 1143–1146 (1998)

7. Adámek, K., Stuchlík, Z.: Magnetized tori in the field of Kerr superspinars. Classical and Quantum Gravity 30(20), 205007 (2013). DOI 10.1088/0264-9381/30/20/205007 8. Anile, A.M.: Relativistic Fluids and Magneto-fluids. Cambridge University Press (1990) 9. Barkov, M.V., Baushev, A.N.: Accretion of a massive magnetized torus on a rotating black hole. New Astronomy 16, 46–56 (2011). DOI 10.1016/j.newast.2010.07.001 10. Bekenstein, J.D., Oron, E.: New conservation laws in general-relativistic magnetohydrodynamics. Phys. Rev. D 18, 1809–1819 (1978). DOI 10.1103/PhysRevD.18.1809 11. Bekenstein, J.D., Oron, E.: Interior magnetohydrodynamic structure of a rotating relativistic star. Phys. Rev. D 19, 2827–2837 (1979). DOI 10.1103/PhysRevD.19.2827 12. Beskin, V.S.: MHD Flows in Compact Astrophysical Objects: Accretion, Winds and Jets. Springer, Berlin (2009) 13. Blaes, O.M., Arras, P., Fragile, P.C.: Oscillation modes of relativistic slender tori. Mon.

Not. R. Astron. Soc. 369, 1235–1252 (2006). DOI 10.1111/j.1365-2966.2006.10370.x 14. Blaes, O.M., Hawley, J.F.: Nonaxisymmetric disk instabilities - A linear and nonlinear synthesis. Astrophys. J. 326, 277–291 (1988). DOI 10.1086/166089 15. Camenzind, M.: Hydromagnetic flows from rapidly rotating compact objects. II - The relativistic axisymmetric jet equilibrium. Astronomy and Astrophysics 184, 341–360 (1987) 16. Ciolfi, R.: Magnetic field instabiities in neutron stars. Astronomische Nachrichten 335(3), 285–290 (2014). Cited By (since 1996)1 17. Ciolfi, R., Ferrari, V., Gualtieri, L., Pons, J.A.: Relativistic models of magnetars: the twisted torus magnetic field configuration. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 397, 913–924 (2009). DOI 10.1111/j.1365-2966.2009.14990.x 18. Claret, A.: On the deviations of the classical von Zeipel’s theorem at the upper layers of rotating stars. Astron. Astrophys. 538, A3 (2012). DOI 10.1051/0004-6361/201117419 19. Fendt, C., Camenzind, M.: On collimated stellar jet magnetospheres. II. Dynamical structure of collimating wind flows. Astronomy and Astrophysics 313, 591–604 (1996) 20. Fishbone, L.G., Moncrief, V.: Relativistic fluid disks in orbit around Kerr black holes.

Astrophys. J. 207, 962–976 (1976) 21. Fragile, P.C., Meier, D.L.: General Relativistic Magnetohydrodynamic Simulations of the Hard State as a Magnetically Dominated Accretion Flow. Astrop. J. 693, 771–783 (2009). DOI 10.1088/0004-637X/693/1/771 22. Gourgoulhon, E., Markakis, C., Uryū, K., Eriguchi, Y.: Magnetohydrodynamics in stationary and axisymmetric spacetimes: A fully covariant approach. Phys. Rev. D 83(10), 104007 (2011). DOI 10.1103/PhysRevD.83.104007 23. Hamerský, J., Karas, V.: Effect of the toroidal magnetic field on the runaway instability of relativistic tori. Astron. Astrophys. 555, A32 (2013). DOI 10.1051/0004-6361/ 201321500 24. Ioka, K., Sasaki, M.: Grad-Shafranov equation in noncircular stationary axisymmetric spacetimes. Phys. Rev. D 67(12), 124026 (2003). DOI 10.1103/PhysRevD.67.124026 25. Komissarov, S.S.: Magnetized tori around Kerr black holes: analytic solutions with a toroidal magnetic field. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 368, 993–1000 (2006). DOI 10.1111/j.1365-2966.2006.10183.x 26. Kozlowski, M., Jaroszynski, M., Abramowicz, M.A.: The analytic theory of fluid disks orbiting the Kerr black hole. Astron. and Astrophys. 63, 209–220 (1978) 27. Mason, D.P.: Analogs in general relativity of Ferraro’s law of isorotation. General Relativity and Gravitation 8, 871–876 (1977). DOI 10.1007/BF00759591 28. McKinney, J.C., Tchekhovskoy, A., Blandford, R.D.: General relativistic magnetohydrodynamic simulations of magnetically choked accretion flows around black holes. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 423, 3083–3117 (2012). DOI 10.1111/j.1365-2966.2012.21074.x 29. McKinney, J.C., Tchekhovskoy, A., Sadowski, A., Narayan, R.: Three-Dimensional General Relativistic Radiation Magnetohydrodynamical Simulation of Super-Eddington Accretion, using a new code HARMRAD with M1 Closure. ArXiv e-prints (2013) 30. Montero, P.J., Font, J.A., Shibata, M.: Influence of Self-Gravity on the Runaway Instability of Black-Hole-Torus Systems. Physical Review Letters 104(19), 191101 (2010). DOI 10.1103/PhysRevLett.104.191101 31. Montero, P.J., Zanotti, O., Font, J.A., Rezzolla, L.: Dynamics of magnetized relativistic tori oscillating around black holes. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 378, 1101–1110 (2007). DOI 10.1111/j.1365-2966.2007.11844.x

32. Narayan, R., SÄ dowski, A., Penna, R.F., Kulkarni, A.K.: GRMHD simulations of magnetized advection-dominated accretion on a non-spinning black hole: role of outflows. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 426, 3241–3259 (2012). DOI 10.1111/j.1365-2966.2012.22002. x 33. Nitta, S.Y., Takahashi, M., Tomimatsu, A.: Effects of magnetohydrodynamic accretion flows on global structure of a Kerr black-hole magnetosphere. Phys. Rev. D 44, 2295– 2305 (1991). DOI 10.1103/PhysRevD.44.2295 34. Okada, R., Fukue, J., Matsumoto, R.: A model of astrophysical tori with magnetic fields.

Astronomical Society of Japan, Publications 41, 133–140 (1989) 35. Oron, A.: Relativistic magnetized star with poloidal and toroidal fields. Phys. Rev. D 66(2), 023,006 (2002). DOI 10.1103/PhysRevD.66.023006 36. Papaloizou, J.C.B., Pringle, J.E.: The dynamical stability of differentially rotating discs with constant specific angular momentum. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 208, 721–750 (1984) 37. Pugliese, D., Montani, G.: Squeezing of toroidal accretion disks. EPL (Europhysics Letters) 101, 19,001 (2013). DOI 10.1209/0295-5075/101/19001 38. Pugliese, D., Montani, G., Bernardini, M.G.: On the polish doughnut accretion disc via the effective potential approach. Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomical Society (2012). DOI 10.1093/mnras/sts051. URL

http://mnras.oxfordjournals.org/content/early/2012/11/01/mnras.sts051.abstract

39. Rezzolla, L., Baiotti, L., Giacomazzo, B., Link, D., Font, J.A.: Accurate evolutions of unequal-mass neutron-star binaries: properties of the torus and short GRB engines. Classical Quantum Gravity 27(11), 114,105 (2010). DOI 10.1088/0264-9381/27/11/ 114105 40. Rezzolla, L., Yoshida, S., Zanotti, O.: Oscillations of vertically integrated relativistic tori - I. Axisymmetric modes in a Schwarzschild space-time. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 344, 978–992 (2003). DOI 10.1046/j.1365-8711.2003.07023.x 41. Sa̧dowski, A., Narayan, R., McKinney, J.C., Tchekhovskoy, A.: Numerical simulations of super-critical black hole accretion flows in general relativity. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 439, 503–520 (2014). DOI 10.1093/mnras/stt2479 42. Slaný, P., Kovář, J., Stuchlík, Z., Karas, V.: Charged Tori in Spherical Gravitational and Dipolar Magnetic Fields. Astrophys. J. Suppl. 205, 3 (2013). DOI 10.1088/0067-0049/ 205/1/3 43. Tassoul, J.L.: Theory of Rotating Stars. Princeton University Press (1978) 44. Villiers, J.P.D., Hawley, J.F.: Global general relativistic magnetohydrodynamic simulations of accretion tori. Astrophys. J. 592, 1060 (2003) 45. von Zeipel, H.: The radiative equilibrium of a rotating system of gaseous masses. Mon.

Not. Roy. Soc. 84, 665–683 (1924) 46. Wielgus, M., Fragile, P.C., Wang, Z., Wilson, J.: Local Stability of Strongly Magnetized Black Hole Tori (2014) 47. Zanotti, O.: Model for an optically thick torus in local thermodynamic equilibrium around a black hole. Astron. Astrophys. 563, A17 (2014). DOI 10.1051/0004-6361/ 201323334 48. Zanotti, O., Rezzolla, L., Font, J.A.: Quasi-periodic accretion and gravitational waves from oscillating ”toroidal neutron stars” around a Schwarzschild black hole. Mon. Not. Roy. Soc. 341, 832 (2003)

A Example of B-O coordinates in the Schwarzschild metric

As an example of how to choose the B-O coordinates (z, χ) in a specific context, let us briefly consider the case of a magnetized fluid rotating with constant specific angular momentum ℓ in a Schwarzschild metric. From the iso-rotation law we know that Ω = Ω(Ψ), and since we are looking for a coordinate χ = χ(Ψ), we can simply take χ = Ω. However, in the Schwarzschild metric Ω = −g_{tt}ℓ/g_{ϕϕ} and, since ℓ = const, we can choose χ = (1 − 2/r) r^2 sin^2 θ

. (36)

On the other hand, the coordinate z can be computed from the requirement that the orthogonality between z and χ is preserved, i.e. g_{zχ} = 0. Straightforward metric coefficients transformations yield z = (r − 3) cos θ . (37) In terms of such B-O coordinates it is then possible to write the constraints expressed by Eq. (23) and by Eq. (35) to guarantee that Ω = Ω(ℓ).

B Derivation of Eq. (35)

We first note that, in the coordinates (χ, z), b^2 = b_αb^α = b_z b^z , and

b^z = b √ g_{zz} , b_z = b √ g_{zz} , (38)

b^z ∂_ib_z =

∂_ib^2 2 − 1 2 M_ib^2, M_i ≡ g_{zz} ∂_ig^{zz} = ∂_i ln g^{zz} = −∂_i ln g_{zz} . (39)

Using these definitions, it is possible to rewrite Eq. (33) as

∂_z {_{b2} 2(ω + b^2) [ 2 ∂_χp ω − ∂_χ ln b^2 − ∂_χ ln g_{zz} ]} = 0. (40)

If we expand the derivatives in Eq. (40), we obtain

2∂_z (_{∂χp} ω ) − ∂_z ∂_χ ln(b^2g_{zz}) + ∂_z ln (_{b2} ω + b^2 ) [ 2 ∂_χp ω − ∂_χ ln(b^2g_{zz}) ] = 0 , (41)

which, by using Eq. (23), can also be written as

− 2∂_χ∂_z ln(b^2

√_{−g) + ∂z ln} (_b2

ω + b^2 ) [ 2 ∂_χp ω − ∂_χ ln(b^2g_{zz} ) ] = 0 , (42)

or, equivalently ∂_χ ln(b^2g_{zz}) = 2 ∂_χp ω − 2∂_χ∂_z ln((b^2 √ −g)) ∂_z ln (_{b2} ω+b2 ) . (43)

The term ∂_z ln (_{b2} ω+b2 ) can now be replaced using the identity

∂_z ln(ω + b^2) = ∂_z ln b^2 + ω ω + b^2

∂_z ln (_ω b^2 ) , (44)

thus allowing to rewrite Eq. (43) as

∂_z ln (_ω b^2 ) [ ∂_χ ln(b^2g_{zz}) − 2 ∂_χp ω ] = 2 (_{ω + b2} ω ) ∂_χ∂_z ln(b^2

√_{−g) , (45)}

which is Eq. (35) of the main text. An alternative expression in which a single term with a first order derivative of the magnetic field is also possible and it is given by

∂_χ ln b = −

(_{b2 + ω} 2ω )_{∂χ} (_{2∂z p} ω − ∂_z ln^{gzz}√_{−g} ) ∂_z ln √_{−gω} gzz +^{∂z p}_ω + ∂_χp ω − ∂_χ ln √ g_{zz} . (46)

C Analysis of a special case: the polytropic equation of state

A particular case for which Eq. (23) allows a simple integration is for a polytropic equations of state of the type p = kω^Γ , with Γ and k constants. In such circumstances a solution of Eq. (23) is b = f(χ)e^{− kΓ ω} Γ −1 Γ −1 √ g_{zz} √ −g , Γ ≠ 1 , (47)

where f(χ) is an arbitrary function of χ, to be fixed through Eq. (35), or, alternatively, through Eq. (46). Hence, Eq. (47) expresses the general form of the magnetic field, written in B-O coordinates, when a polytropic equation of state is adopted. The fulfillment of von Zeipel’s hypothesis through the additional condition (46) provides a constrain on the function f(χ), which must satisfy ∂_χf f + f^2f_1(χ, z) + f_2(χ, z) = 0, (48)

where f_1 and f_2 are two functions of (χ, z) through ω, the metric g and their derivatives. As f is a function of χ only, after taking the z derivative of Eq. (48), we find the relation f(χ)^2 = −∂_z f_2/∂_z f_1, which could be in principle used to determine ω, and ultimately the rest mass density ρ, in a given spacetime metric. Although the explicit form of f_1 and f_2 can be extracted from Eq. (46), the relevant point is that, at least formally, the general solution of Eq. (48) is f(χ) = ∓ e ∫_χ 1 −f2(t,z) dt √ c_1 + 2 ∫_χ 1 e^2 ∫_s 1 −f2(t,z) dt f_1(s, z)ds , (49)

where c_1 is a constant.