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Numerical simulations of the 1840s great eruption of η Carinae
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ABSTRACT

In this work, we present new two-dimensional hydrodynamical simulations of the major eruption of η Car in the 1840s, which resulted
in the formation of a bipolar nebula that is commonly known as the large Homunculus. In our numerical models, we have included
the high-speed component of 10000 km s−1, detected in recent observations, that provides direct evidence of an explosive event. Here,
we investigate whether such a violent explosion is able to explain both the shape and the dynamical evolution of η Car’s nebula. As
in our previous work, we have assumed a two-stage scenario for η Car’s eruption: a slow outflow phase during a few decades before
the eruption followed by the explosive event. From the collision of these outflow phases, the large Homunculus is produced. Our
numerical simulations show that such scenario does not resemble some of the observed physical features and the expansion of the
nebula. Notwithstanding, we also explore other injection parameters (mass-loss rate and ejection velocity) for these outflow phases.
In particular, we find that an explosion with an intermediate-speed of 1000 km s−1 is able to reproduce the morphology and the
kinematical age of the large Homunculus.
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1. Introduction

The origin of the 19th century major eruption of the massive star
η Car is still in an intense debate (e.g. Portegies Zwart, & van
den Heuvel 2016; Smith 2006). The η Car system is a bright (4
× 106 L�) and massive stellar system that contains an evolved
(Luminous Blue Variable LBV) star with a mass of ∼ 90 M� and
a less massive (∼ 30 M�) main sequence star companion. The
orbital period of such an eccentric system (e = 0.9) is only 5.5
yr (Portegies Zwart, & van den Heuvel 2016). The primary star
of η Car’s system has undergone several eruptive events, being
the most notorious the major eruption in the 1840s (Davidson &
Humphreys 1997) during which η Car drastically increased its
visual magnitude (Humphreys et al. 1999), and expelled a large
amount of mass (≥ 10 M�) into its surroundings (Smith et al.
2003). From this eruption, a bipolar nebula known as the large
Homunculus was formed which extends ± 9 arcsec along the
symmetry axis (that corresponds to a physical size of ± 3.25 ×
1017 cm at a distance of 2.3 Kpc) and expands at a speed of ∼
650 km s−1 in the polar direction (see, Smith 2006). Its symmetry
axis is inclined ∼ 45◦ to the line of sight (Davidson et al. 2001).
In addition, there were at least two other outbursts after this event
in the years of 1890s and 1940s. From these eruptions the so-
called little and baby Homunculi were produced, respectively
(Ishibashi et al. 2003; Abraham et al. 2014).

The most successful explanation of the nature and the origin
of the Homunculus nebula is given by the stellar merger model
(Portegies Zwart, & van den Heuvel 2016; Smith et al. 2018a).
The merger between two massive stars in a triple hierarchical

system could account for most of the physical characteristics
observed in η Car. These physical features include the kinetic
energy (1049.6 - 1050 erg), the luminosity burst (4 ×106 L�), the
bipolar shape of the Homunculus, and the two successive stages
of the velocity field during the main eruption: one very broad ∼
10000 km s−1, and the other one of ∼ 600 km s−1 (Smith et al.
2018a). Nonetheless, there are some other models for explaining
the nature of the large Homunculus, such as super-Eddington
eruptions (Owocki & Shaviv 2016), binary interactions at peri-
astron (Kashi & Soker 2009), and pulsational pair instabilities in
a massive star (Woosley 2017), but they do not account for all
the observed features in the nebula.

The violent eruption of the mid-nineteenth century suffered
by η Car was analogous to a type II supernova explosion, but
with lower energy released to the interstellar medium (ISM)
(Ek ∼ 1050 erg over a few years) and therefore, it is referred
to as a supernova impostor (Smith 2013). The extremely broad
emission wings of about ∼ 10000 km s−1 in the Hα optical lines
are likely caused by high-velocity outflowing material occurred
during the explosion (Smith et al. 2018b). In a recent paper,
González (2018) investigated through two-dimensional hydro-
dynamical simulations whether an explosive event is able to ex-
plain the shape and kinematics of the large Homunculus nebula.
These numerical models revealed that in fact the explosion can
indeed explain some observed features in the nebula, such as
the present-day double-shell structure, and thermal instabilities
(Rayleigh-Taylor and Kelvin-Helmholtz) along the dense shell.
Nevertheless, the explosion scenario proposed by Smith et al.
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Table 1. Models of η Car’s Homunculi: Parameters of the colliding-outflows.

Outflow Phase λ v1 [km s−1] v2 [km s−1] ∆t [yr] ṁ [M� yr−1]
Run A Standard wind 2.4 250 14 507 1.0 ×10−3

Pre-outburst wind 1.9 500 14 20 0.7
Explosion 1.9 1000 100 1 1.0

Post-outburst wind 1.9 500 14 49 1.0 ×10−3

Minor Eruption 1.9 200 10 10 1.0 ×10−2

Post-outburst wind 1.9 500 300 120 1.0 ×10−3

Run B Standard wind 2.4 250 14 507 1.0 ×10−3

Pre-outburst wind 1.9 500 30 20 0.7
Explosion 1.9 10000 100 1 0.1

Post-outburst wind 1.9 500 14 49 1.0 ×10−3

Minor Eruption 1.9 200 10 10 1.0 ×10−2

Post-outburst wind 1.9 500 300 120 1.0 ×10−3

Notes. The 1890s minor eruption and post-eruptive wind conditions are taken from González et al. (2010).

(2003) could not account for the current physical size of the large
Homunculus and, consequently, the estimated age of the nebula.
It is noteworthy that these simulations do not include the high-
velocity component of ∼ 10000 km s−1 reported more recently
by Smith et al. (2018a,b). In this work, we revisit 2D numerical
simulations of the major eruption of η Car in the 1840s adopting
the explosion scenario proposed by Smith (2013), including in
our models this component of the outflowing gas.

The paper is organized as follows. In § 2, we describe the
model. The numerical simulations and discussion of the results
are presented in § 3. Finally, in § 4 we draw our conclusions.

2. The model

In this work, we assume the two-stage scenario for η Car’s erup-
tion proposed by Smith et al. (2018a): (1) a slow and massive
wind phase expelled for a few decades before the 1840s, and (2)
a lighter and faster explosive event. We have carried out two dis-
tinct models. In Run A, we have adopted an expansion speed of
1000 km s−1 for Stage 2, while in Run B, an extremely high-
velocity of 10000 km s−1 is assumed for the explosion. Accord-
ing to (Smith et al. 2018a) from the circumstellar medium (CSM)
interaction between the two stages, a dense and fast shell is pro-
duced that became the large Homunculus. Here, we explore such
scenario and investigate whether it is able to explain not only the
shape of the nebula, but also some of its observed physical prop-
erties, such as the latitude-dependent expansion speed and the
estimated dynamical age. It is noteworthy that the formation of
the internal nebula (commonly known as the little Homunculus)
as well as the high-speed features in the equatorial skirt of η Car
have been investigated in our previous works (González et al.
2004a,b, 2010).

For the different outflow phases, we have assumed the
latitude-dependent ejection velocity and density proposed in
González et al. (2010), that is,

v = v1 F(θ) , (1)

and,

n = n0

( r0

r

)2 1
F(θ)

, (2)

respectively, where r0 is the injection radius, and F(θ) =
[(v2/v1) + e2z]/[1 + e2z] being z = λ cos(2θ) a function that
controls the shape of the Homunculus. Equation (1) is a
parametrization for the velocity of a latitude-dependent wind
which that was first proposed by Icke (1988), and has been exten-
sively used for modelling aspherical wind bubbles. The constant
λ is related to the degree of asymmetry of the outflow, and θ is
the polar angle. The speed v1 is related to the expansion velocity
vp in the polar direction (θ = 0◦), while v2 to the correspond-
ing value ve at equator (θ = 90◦). From equations (1) and (2), it
follows that a constant mass-loss rate per unit solid angle is as-
sumed. It is worth mentioning that González et al. (2010) found
the best fit to the observed expansion speed at different latitudes
of η Car’s Homunculus (Smith 2006) using λ = 1.9, v1 = 670
km s−1, v2 = 100 km s−1. Using these parameters, the .predicted
expansion velocities are vp = 657.5 km s−1 at the poles and ve =

112.5 km s−1 in the equatorial direction (see Fig. 1 of González
et al. 2010).

3. Numerical simulations

We performed new gas dynamic 2D numerical simulations of η
Car’s major eruption of the 1840s. The simulations were carried
out with the adaptive grid Yguazú-A code developed by Raga et
al. (2000). This code integrates the continuity, momentum and
energy equations written in "conservation form". Also, the adap-
tive grid points are created using linear interpolations, which pre-
serve the energy, mass and the momenta along the three coordi-
nate axes. The problem that we are treating, though, is highly
non-conservative due to the presence of a strong energy loss
term. Different tests of the code have been reported by Raga et
al. (2000, 2001); Velázquez et al. (2001).

The version of the code that has been used (González 2018)
solves the gas dynamic equations explicitly accounting for the
radiative cooling for the atomic/ionic species HI, HII, HeI, HeII,
HeIII, CII, CIII, CIV, OI, OII, OIII, OIV. The cooling rates for
the individual ions were calculated with the analytic approxi-
mations of Raga et al. (2002), which include the collisionally
excited lines and collisional ionization (by free electros), and a
parametrized cooling rate for high temperatures. A set of rate
equations is integrated together with the gas-dynamic equations
to compute the non-equilibrium ionization state (with the ions
listed above). The abundances (by number, relative to the total
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Fig. 1. Log-scale density stratification of η Car’s nebulae. The numerical simulation (Run A) corresponds to an evolution time of t = 172 yr since
the great eruption in the 1840’s. The bar at the right-side of the plot is in units of g cm−3, and the computational domain axes are in units of cm.
See the text for a physical description of the figure.

number of atoms) are of 0.9 (H), 0.1 (He), 6.6 × 10−4 (C) and
3.3 × 10−4 (O).

The calculations were axisymmetric and performed using the
flux-vector splitting algorithm of van Leer (1982) on a five-level
binary adaptive grid with a maximum resolution of 3.9 × 1014 cm
along the two axes. The computational domain extends over (4
× 1017) × (4 × 1017), which is initially filled by a homogeneous
medium of density of 10−3 cm−3 and temperature of 102 K.

We should note that in our simulations we have assumed op-
tically thin cooling, but the inner region of the Eta Carinae neb-
ula are likely to be at least partially optically thick. We therefore
overestimate the cooling rate (and therefore obtain lower tem-
peratures) in the inner regions of the computed flow.

In Table 1, the models (Runs A-B) performed for η Car’s ma-
jor eruption are listed. In these models, the adopted parameters
of the minor eruption and the winds expelled before and after this
eruptive event are taken from González (2018). In addition, the
physical conditions for the pre-eruptive wind and the explosion
are consistent with the two-stage shock-powered event proposed
by Smith et al. (2018a) for η Car’s major eruption. In our numer-
ical models, a standard wind with terminal velocity of v0 = 250

km s−1 (in the polar direction) and mass-loss rate of Ṁ0 = 10−3

M� yr−1 is blown from a distance of r0 = 1016 cm with a tem-
perature T0 = 105 K into the unperturbed environment. Once the
computational domain is filled by this wind, the double-stage of
the major eruption occurs.

In Run A, the slow pre-outburst wind with an ejection ve-
locity of 500 km s−1 (at the poles) and mass-loss rate of Ṁ =
0.7 M� yr−1 is ejected during 20 yr, that results in a total mass
of 14 M� expelled during this stage; and a brief explosion that
lasts 1 yr, in which a mass of 1 M� is released with a speed of
v = 1000 km s−1 from the central source. Accordingly, the to-
tal kinetic energy released during the explosion is ∼ 1049 erg,
which is consistent with the estimated value of 1049.7 by Smith
(2013). Afterwards, a post-outburst wind with similar conditions
of the current wind (v = 500 km s−1 and Ṁ0 = 10−3 M� yr−1) is
ejected until the minor eruption occurs, when the ejection veloc-
ity drops (200 km s−1) and the mass-loss rate increases (Ṁ0 =
10−2 M� yr−1). Later, a post-eruption wind with v = 500 km
s−1 and Ṁ0 = 10−3 again resumes, and the little Homunculus is
formed (Ishibashi et al. 2003). In our previous papers (González
et al. 2004a, 2010) the formation and dynamical evolution of
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the internal nebula has been investigated, and consequently, we
focus here on the physical properties of the large Homunculus
only.

Figure 1 depicts the predicted density distribution obtained
from Run A of η Car’s nebulae . The log-scale map at time t =
172 yr after the major eruption is presented. It can be seen from
the figure that the interaction of the different outflow phases pro-
duces internal and external nebulae which are consistent with
the physical size and the shape of both Homunculi. For the large
Homunculus we obtain a physical extension of the polar lobes
of ± 3.5 × 1017 cm, expanding at a speed of ' 600 km s−1,
which is close to the observed value of ' 650 km s−1 of the
Homunculus at high latitudes (Smith 2006). At the equator, the
predicted physical size of the nebula across the star is ± 9.1 ×
1016 cm expanding at ' 140 km s−1. In addition, as predicted in
our previous work (González et al. 2010), the inner Homuncu-
lus shows the formation of instabilities (Rayleigh-Taylor and
Kelvin-Helmholtz) along the polar caps due to the interaction of
the lower density post-outburst wind that pushes and accelerates
a higher density outflow (the 1890’s minor eruption). After 172
yr of evolution, they expand at ' 350 km s−1 extending from - 1.1
× 1017 cm to + 1.1 × 1017 cm along the major axis. It is worth
mentioning that in González et al. (2004a, 2010), we showed
that the interaction between both Homunculi in the equatorial
zone results in the formation of tenuous, high-speed equatorial
features (∼ 1000 km s−1) that seem to be related to the observed
equatorial skirt of η Car nebulae. Notwithstanding, we note that
these features are not produced in this numerical model, proba-
bly because the massive pre-outburst wind has a significant ef-
fect on such interaction. We have assumed in the simulation that
14 M�, of a total of 15 M� expelled during the two-stage sce-
nario proposed by (Smith et al. 2018a) for η Car’s eruption, are
ejected during the pre-outburst wind. In contrast, the numerical
models presented in González (2018) assumed 10 M� for each
stage, which allows for the formation of the high-speed material
at equator of η Car’s lobes.

In Figure 2, we present the stratifications for Run A of the
density of ionized hydrogen (top left), pressure (top right), tem-
perature (bottom left) and velocity (bottom right) computed at an
evolution time of t = 172 yr after of the explosion phase. As we
mentioned above, the simulation shows the formation of an ex-
ternal and internal nebulae which are in good agreement with the
shape and kinematics of the large and the little Homunculi. The
simulation shows a temperature of T ' 104 K behind the outer
shock, while the mean temperature inside the shocked shell is
T ' 500 K. In addition, it can be observed a low-density cavity
between both Homunculi with temperature of T ' 10 K. On the
other hand, no equatorial high-speed, low-density features that
may be related to the observed equatorial skirt of η Car nebula
are produced.

In Run B, we also assume a slow pre-outburst wind ejected
for 20 yr with an ejection velocity of 500 km s−1 (at the poles)
and mass-loss rate of Ṁ = 0.7 M� yr−1. Afterwards, a brief ex-
plosion that lasts 1 yr occurs, during which a total mass of 0.1
M� is expelled from the central source with a speed of v = 10000
km s−1 (in the polar direction). It is worth mentioning that in this
model we suppose for the explosive event a latitude-dependent
mass-loss rate Ṁ ∝ F(θ), so the density n is not a function of
θ during this stage (see § 2). Adopting these parameters, the to-
tal kinetic energy released during the explosion is ∼ 1050 erg,
which is very close to the estimated value of 1049.7 by Smith
(2013) for the great eruption of η Car in the 1840s. The phys-
ical conditions for the subsequent outflow phases are the same
as Run A. Accordingly, this numerical simulation includes the

high-speed component of 10000-20000 km s−1 for the explosion
stage reported recently by Smith et al. (2018a,b). In addition, it
is also remarkable that, as pointed out by these authors, most of
the mass is ejected at slow speed in the pre-eruptive wind, while
most of the kinetic energy is supplied by the fast material with
much lower mass loss.

In Figure 3, we show the density map (in logarithmic scale)
obtained from Run B at an evolution time t = 52 yr since the
explosive event. For this model, we have assumed for the great
eruption a wide-angle explosive outflow with a speed v1 = 10000
km s−1 and a speed v2 = 100 km s−1 with most of the mass ex-
pelled toward the symmetry axis, such as it was proposed by
Smith et al. (2018a). We note from the figure that this model
has an important impact on the morphology and kinematics of
η Car’s nebulae. The assumed latitude-dependent flow parame-
ters at injection are not able to account for the shape of the large
Homunculus, that is, the outer expanding shell does not resem-
ble its bipolar structure. Furthermore, the shocked layer expands
too quickly, and therefore reaches the current physical size of
∼ 3.5 × 1017 cm (in the polar direction) at an evolution time
t = 52 yr since the explosion, long before the estimated kine-
matical age of ∼175 yr of the large Homunculus. On the other
hand, the resulting expansion speed of ' 1800 km s−1 at the poles
is much greater than the observed value of ' 650 km s−1(Smith
2006). At the equator, the numerical simulation shows a physical
size of the nebula of ±2.3 × 1017 cm expanding at ' 1200 km s−1,
which are not consistent with the corresponding observed values
(±3.1 × 1016 cm and ' 62 km s−1; Smith 2006). Besides, it is
worth mentioning that important differences from our previous
models (González et al. 2010; González 2018) are identified on
the embedded structures. In particular, the simulation shows the
formation of tenuous polar caps that may be related to the in-
ner Homunculus, which results from the interaction of the minor
eruption with its post-outburst wind. Nonetheless, these caps are
located at a distance of ±2.7 × 1016 cm from the central source,
that does not correspond either to the current physical size of the
little Homunculus of ± 8 × 1016 cm (Ishibashi et al. 2003; Smith
2006).

Figure 4 shows the density of ionized hydrogen (top left),
pressure (top right), temperature (bottom left) and velocity (bot-
tom right) maps computed for the interaction of the different
outflows for Run B. The stratifications correspond to an evo-
lution time of t = 52 yr after of the explosion phase. As de-
scribed above, the simulation shows that the outer shocked layer
expands too fast reaching the observed physical size long before
the estimated age of 175 yr of the large Homunculus. The simu-
lation shows a temperature of T ' 1.6 ×104 K behind the outer
shock (in the polar direction), while the mean temperature in-
side the nebula is T ' 200 K. At the equator, outside the nebula,
we see the presence of material with density of ionized hydrogen
nHII ' 106 cm−3, and temperature of T ' 3 ×103 K, and at higher
latitudes, the density decreases to nHII ' 1 cm−3 and the temper-
ature increases to T ' 2 ×107 K. In addition, the model predicts
high speeds in the equatorial plane, with values increasing from
v ' 1000 km s−1 to v ' 3000 km s−1. At higher latitudes, the low-
density material expands at a higher speed of v ' 5000 km s−1.
Notwithstanding, no equatorial low-density features that may be
related to the equatorial skirt of η Car nebula are observed.

4. Conclusions

In this article, new two-dimensional numerical models of the
1840s great eruption of η Car are presented. In contrast with our
previous models which assume this eruption as a single explo-
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Fig. 2. Stratifications for Run A of density of ionized hydrogen (top left), pressure (top right), temperature (bottom left) and velocity (bottom
right) computed 172 yr after the great eruption of η Car. The bars at the right-side of the panels are in units of cm−3, dyn cm−2, K, and cm s−1,
respectively, and the computational domain axes are in units of cm. A further description of the figure is given in the text.

sion (González 2018), in the new high-resolution hydrodynami-
cal simulations, we have incorporated the intermediate (500 km
s−1) and high-speed (10000 km s−1) components proposed re-
cently by Smith et al. (2018a,b). During this event, the energy
injection was ∼ 1049 − 1050 erg in which the parameters of η Car
wind (ejection velocity and mass-loss rate) may have drastically
changed in a very short period of time (∼ 1 yr). Consequently,
we have assumed here that the large Homunculus nebula may
form from the interaction of this explosion with a previous stage
wind of η Car (the CSM scenario proposed by Smith 2013). It
is worth mentioning that we have not addressed the inner mech-
anism that triggered the explosive event. Potential processes are
discussed in Smith et al. (2018a).

Adopting this scenario, our numerical simulation with an
intermediate-speed explosion (1000 km s−1, Run A) was able

to explain both the shape and kinematics of the large Homuncu-
lus. In addition, the simulation predicts a kinematical age of the
nebula of ∼ 174 yr that is consistent with the value estimated
from observations (∼ 176 yr). At this time of evolution, the pre-
dicted expansion velocity - along the symmetry axis - of the ex-
ternal shocked layer is of ' 600 km s−1, which is very similar
to the value of ' 650 km s−1 of the eta Car’s Homunculus ob-
served by Smith (2006). Furthermore, this model also shows the
formation of the internal nebula (the little Homunculus) from
the interaction of the minor eruption of the 1890s with the post-
outburst wind, which, as in our previous models (González et
al. 2004a, 2010) developed Rayleigh-Taylor instabilities that re-
semble the observed spatial structures in the polar caps (Smith
2005). Nonetheless, the high-speed equatorial features that may
be related to the equatorial skirt of η Carinae are not produced.
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Fig. 3. Same as figure 1 of η Car’s nebulae for Run B after t = 52 yr since the explosion. The bar at the right-side of the plot is in units of g cm−3,
and the computational domain axes are in units of cm. A physical description of the figure is given in the text.

On the other hand, the high-speed explosion numerical
model (10000 km s−1, Run B) shows important differences
both with regard to the morphology and dynamical evolution
of the large Homunculus. First, the simulation predicts an outer
shocked layer that does not resemble the bipolar structure of the
nebula, and second, this layer expands too quickly (at a speed
of ' 1800 km s−1) and, consequently, it reaches the observed
physical size of the nebula (∼ 3.2 × 1017 cm) -along the sym-
metry axis- at a time of 52 yr after the explosion, i.e. long be-
fore the estimated age of ∼ 176 yr of the large Homunculus.
Besides, the numerical simulation shows important differences
in the embedded structures. As expected, the model shows the
formation of tenuous polar caps from the interaction of the mi-
nor eruptive event with the post-out burst wind, however, at this
time of evolution, these structures are located at a distance of
± 2.7 × 1017 cm from the source, and therefore do not reproduce
the estimated extension of ± 8 × 1017 cm of the polar caps of the
little Homunculus. We should note that despite the differences in
the parameters of Runs A and B, if we had employed the same
values for the density profile, the general features obtained for
the explosive model Run B would be essentially the same.

A final remark is that, in this work, we have focused in the
shape and dynamical evolution of the large Homunculus assum-
ing a high-speed, 10000 km s−1 explosion for the 1840s great
eruption of η Car. One can ask whether an explosive event with
speeds as high as 10000 km s−1 or larger is able to account
for the observed physical properties of η Car’s nebula. We con-
clude from our numerical simulation that included this high-
speed component (Run B) that this model can not reproduce the
morphology or the age estimated from observations of the large
Homunculus. On the other hand, a slower but also brief event
with a velocity of 1000 km s−1 could nearly reproduce the ob-
servations.
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Fig. 4. Stratifications for Run B of density of ionized hydrogen (top left), pressure (top right), temperature (bottom left) and velocity (bottom right)
computed 52 yr after the great eruption of η Car. The bars at the right-side of the panels are in units of cm−3, dyn cm−2, K, and cm s−1, respectively,
and the computational domain axes are in units of cm. A further description of the figure is given in the text.
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