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ABSTRACT

Ultramassive white dwarfs are extreme endpoints of stellar evolution. Recent findings, such as a
missing multi-Gyr cooling delay for a number of ultramassive white dwarfs and a white dwarf with
a quasi-Chandrasekhar mass, motivate a better understanding of their evolution. A key process still
subject to important uncertainties is the crystallization of their dense cores, which are generally as-
sumed to be constituted of 10, 2°Ne, and a mixture of several trace elements (most notably 23Na
and 2*Mg). In this work, we use our recently developed Clapeyron integration technique to compute
accurate phase diagrams of three-component mixtures relevant to the modeling of O/Ne ultramassive
white dwarfs. We show that, unlike the phase separation of 2Ne impurities in C/O cores, the phase
separation of 23Na impurities in O/Ne white dwarfs cannot lead to the enrichment of their cores in
23Na via a distillation process. This severely limits the prospect of transporting large quantities of
23Na toward the center of the star, as needed in the white dwarf core collapse mechanism recently
proposed by Caiazzo et al. We also show that despite representing ~ 10% of the ionic mixture, >3Na
and 2#Mg impurities only have a negligible impact on the O/Ne phase diagram, and the two-component
O/Ne phase diagram can be safely used in white dwarf evolution codes. We provide analytic fits to
our high-accuracy O/Ne phase diagram for implementation in white dwarf models.

Keywords: Degenerate matter — Plasma physics — Stellar evolution — Stellar interiors — White

dwarf stars

1. INTRODUCTION

Ultramassive white dwarfs are generally defined as
white dwarfs with masses 2 1.1 Mg (Vennes & Kawka
2008; Camisassa et al. 2019). This is significantly above
the prominent peak of the white dwarf mass distribu-
tion at &~ 0.6 My (Bergeron et al. 2019; Kepler et al.
2019), meaning that those objects are quite rare. They
represent 2.3% of the 100 pc white dwarf sample in the
Sloan Digital Sky Survey footprint (Kilic et al. 2020),
and not a single one is known within 20 pc of the Sun
(Hollands et al. 2018). But being the prospective pro-
genitors of type la supernovae and the potential rem-
nants of double white dwarf mergers, reasons abound to
study those objects. Thanks to the Gaia mission (Gaia
Collaboration et al. 2016, 2018a; Gentile Fusillo et al.
2019), the number of known ultramassive white dwarfs
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is increasing rapidly (Kilic et al. 2021). This has allowed
the discovery of a number of peculiar ultramassive white
dwarfs (Hollands et al. 2020; Pshirkov et al. 2020; Ca-
iazzo et al. 2021) and the compilation of a large enough
sample to study their evolution in unprecedented detail
(Cheng et al. 2019).

Ultramassive white dwarfs can be formed through the
single-star evolution of a & 8 — 10 M, star (Siess 2007;
Camisassa et al. 2019) or following the merger of two
normal-mass white dwarfs (Lorén-Aguilar et al. 2009;
Dan et al. 2014; Cheng et al. 2020; Temmink et al. 2020).
In both cases, current evolution models predict that the
resulting white dwarf should have a core mostly made
of 160 and 2°Ne (Siess 2007, 2010; Schwab 2021a). At
odds with those predictions, observational evidence is
mounting that at least some ultramassive white dwarfs
have C/O cores instead (Bauer et al. 2020; Blouin et al.
2021; Camisassa et al. 2021). Cheng et al. (2019) identi-
fied a population of ultramassive white dwarfs that un-
dergo an additional cooling delay of ~ 8 Gyr compared
to the predictions of standard cooling models. This de-
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layed population is located on the so-called Q branch of
the Gaia color-magnitude diagram (Gaia Collaboration
et al. 2018b). This branch corresponds to the predicted
location of the crystallization of C/O cores (Tremblay
et al. 2019), which is distinct from the predicted loca-
tion of O/Ne crystallization (which occurs at higher tem-
peratures given the higher ionic charges of the plasma).
Some evolutionary scenarios have been proposed to ex-
plain the existence of ultramassive C/O white dwarfs
(Althaus et al. 2021), but the relative sizes of the C/O
and O/Ne ultramassive white dwarf populations remain
an open question.

We recently showed that the phase separation (or frac-
tionation) of trace amounts of 22Ne during the crystal-
lization of ultramassive C/O white dwarfs can provide
the required energy source to explain Cheng et al.’s miss-
ing cooling delay (Blouin et al. 2021). During the so-
lidification of a multicomponent plasma, the coexisting
solid and liquid phases generally have different compo-
sitions. This composition change is given by the phase
diagram of the ionic mixture, which depends on the
charges of the ions. For compositions relevant to C/O
white dwarfs, we found that the 2?Ne abundance is lower
in the solid than in the liquid phase. Due to the extra
neutrons of the ??Ne isotope (A > 27), this *?Ne deficit
can render the solid crystals lighter than the surround-
ing liquid. The solid crystals that are formed near the
center of the white dwarf (where the conditions for so-
lidification are first met) are therefore expected to float
and melt in lower density regions above the central lay-
ers (Isern et al. 1991). The constituent ions of those
22Ne-poor crystals are then mixed in the liquid layers,
and 22Ne-rich liquid is gradually displaced toward the
center of the white dwarf. This distillation process is a
very efficient way of liberating the gravitational energy
stored in 22Ne, which can naturally explain the missing
cooling delay.

Ultramassive white dwarfs with O/Ne cores are pre-
dicted to contain a sizeable amount of ?*Na, with an
abundance mass fraction of X(**Na) ~ 0.05 — 0.06
(Camisassa et al. 2019; Schwab 2021b). Due to the
neutron-rich nature of 2>Na and the similarity between
the charge ratios of C/O/Ne and O/Ne/Na mixtures, a
23Na distillation process similar to that described above
for 22Ne could a priori take place in O/Ne white dwarfs.
Not only could this represent a missing cooling delay
in current evolutionary models of ultramassive white
dwarfs, but it could also be the catalyst of the new
white dwarf collapse mechanism proposed by Caiazzo
et al. (2021).

At the extreme densities that characterize the cen-
tral layers of the most massive white dwarfs, Caiazzo

et al. (2021) point out that the nuclei of some elements
can undergo electron capture (see also Salpeter 1961;
Shapiro & Teukolsky 1983). This process would remove
electrons from the plasma, thereby reducing the degen-
eracy pressure that supports the star. In the case of the
extreme white dwarf ZTF J190132.94+145808.7, Caiazzo
et al. (2021) explain that if at least 60% of the **Na
sinks deep enough to undergo electron capture, the star
could collapse and form either a neutron star or a super-
nova. Due to its additional neutron, 23Na is expected
to gradually sink toward the center of the white dwarf
(Bildsten & Hall 2001). However, this transport pro-
cess is halted in the solidified layers of the core (Hughto
et al. 2011). Schwab (2021b) showed that since ultra-
massive O/Ne white dwarfs crystallize very early in their
evolution (due to the extreme density of their cores),
it is highly unlikely that a significant amount of 23Na
can be transported to the central layers by this gravita-
tional settling process (see also Camisassa et al. 2021).
On the other hand, the distillation of 23Na, if it takes
place, could be a very efficient way of transporting 23Na
to the central layers that could make Caiazzo et al.’s
electron capture collapse mechanism possible. Contrary
to gravitational settling, 22Na distillation would not be
hampered by crystallization, but instead triggered by it.

In this work, we use our state-of-the-art Clapeyron
phase diagram calculation technique to find out whether
23Na distillation can take place in ultramassive O/Ne
white dwarfs. We also investigate the extent to which
the two-component O/Ne phase diagram currently used
in white dwarf evolution models is a good approxima-
tion of the phase diagram of the real multicomponent
mixture, which includes non-negligible traces of 23Na
and 2*Mg. In Section 2, we present our calculation of
the two-component O/Ne phase diagram. This calcu-
lation is a necessary intermediate step for our calcula-
tion of the three-component O/Ne/Na and O/Ne/Mg
phase diagrams. We also provide analytic fits to this
phase diagram to facilitate its implementation in white
dwarf models. In Section 3, we then present our three-
component O/Ne/Na and O/Ne/Mg phase diagrams,
which we use to investigate the possibility of 23Na dis-
tillation and to assess the impact of impurities on the
two-component O/Ne phase diagram. Finally, our con-
clusions are given in Section 4.

2. THE TWO-COMPONENT OXYGEN/NEON
PHASE DIAGRAM

2.1. Methods

Our approach to calculate the O/Ne phase diagram
is identical to that used in Blouin et al. (2020) and
described at length in Blouin & Daligault (2021). It
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is based on the Clapeyron (or Gibbs-Duhem) method
(Kofke 1993a,b; Hitchcock & Hall 1999). The Clapey-
ron equations are differential equations that describe the
phase boundaries in the space of intensive thermody-
namic variables. The idea of the Clapeyron method is to
simply integrate the relevant Clapeyron equation to ob-
tain the phase boundary between two coexisting phases.
For a two-component phase diagram, we perform this
integration at constant pressure in the temperature—
chemical potential difference space [Blouin & Daligault
2021, Equation (10)]. This integration requires the cal-
culation of enthalpies and concentrations for fixed pres-
sures, temperatures, and chemical potential differences
between both ionic species. We obtain those quan-
tities using Monte Carlo simulations in the isobaric
semi-grand canonical ensemble (NPTAp). We refer the
reader to Blouin & Daligault (2021) for the theoretical
and numerical details of this advanced technique.

Throughout this work, all our Monte Carlo simula-
tions include N = 686 ions and are executed for 7 x 108
iterations, the first 2 x 10® being discarded from the cal-
culations of the averages to avoid the initial equilibration
phase. The interaction between ions is assumed to take
the form of a Yukawa (screened Coulomb) potential,
with a screening length given by the long-wavelength ap-
proximation and adjusted according to the electron den-
sity in the plasma (Blouin & Daligault 2021). The elec-
tron background is also explicitly included in our simu-
lations, which is necessary due to the constant-pressure
nature of our approach. This is to be contrasted with
more standard techniques (Horowitz et al. 2010; Medin
& Cumming 2010), where a constant-volume approxi-
mation is usually made. We assume a fixed pressure
of 10?4 ergcm ™3, which is representative of white dwarf
cores (Fontaine et al. 2001). We have previously inves-
tigated the sensitivity of the C/O phase diagram to the
pressure and found no important effect within the range
of pressures relevant to white dwarf interiors (Blouin &
Daligault 2021). This is consistent with independent re-
sults (Medin & Cumming 2010) and stems from the fact
that volume changes upon solidification are very small
in dense plasmas, where the degenerate electron back-
ground completely dominates the pressure

2.2. Results

Figure 1 shows our O/Ne phase diagram. The charge
ratio of an O/Ne mixture being close to that of a C/O
mixture (Z3/Z; = 1.25 and 1.33, respectively), it is un-
surprising to see an azeotrope shape similar to that of
the C/O phase diagram. As described in Camisassa
et al. (2019), the shape of the O/Ne phase diagram im-
plies a phase separation process that enriches in Ne the
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Figure 1. O/Ne phase diagram. The upper curve is the lig-
uidus (above which the O/Ne mixture is always liquid), and
the lower curve is the solidus (below which the plasma forms
a bee solid). The vertical axis gives the temperature in units
of the melting temperature of a pure O plasma (I' = 178),
and the horizontal axis gives the Ne number concentration
of the mixture. The inset zooms in on the region where an
azeotrope is predicted. Our results (shown in red) are com-
pared to those obtained using the semi-analytic approach
described in Medin & Cumming (2010).

central layers of crystallizing ultramassive white dwarfs.
For comparison, we also show in Figure 1 the O/Ne
phase diagram predicted by the semi-analytic approach
of Medin & Cumming (2010).* This second phase dia-
gram is in very good agreement with our calculations,
just as for the C/O case (Blouin et al. 2020). Note that
the small disagreements apparent in Figure 1 are to be
expected given a number of approximations in the Medin
& Cumming (2010) approach that we do not make with
the Clapeyron technique (e.g., no screening of the ion—
ion interactions, use of a pure linear mixing rule for the
calculation of the free energy of the liquid phase, im-
plicit assumption that the vibration modes of the two-
component zero-temperature solid are identical to that
of the one-component zero-temperature solid).

2.3. Analytic fits

We regard our O/Ne phase diagram as the most accu-
rate version of this calculation published to date. This
phase diagram is important in ultramassive white dwarf
models to account for the O/Ne phase separation (Is-
ern et al. 1997; De Gerénimo et al. 2018; Camisassa

IWe wuse the code provided at https://github.com/
andrewcumming/phase_diagram_3CP to calculate the semi-
analytic phase diagram.
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Lo (2%e) Arne (k)
ao 178.000000 0.000000
ai 99.175544 —0.120299
as —53.498901 1.304399
as —292.291988 —1.722625
a4 421.150375 0.393996
as —174.534905 0.144529

Table 1. Fit parameters for 'y, (z%.) and Azne(zke)
[Equation (2)].

et al. 2019). We therefore encourage its implementation
in white dwarf codes, which we hope to facilitate by
providing analytic fits to the coupling parameter of the
mixture at the phase transition, I',,, and to the compo-
sition change, Azne = 7§, — 7., as a function of the
Ne number concentration in the liquid phase, xf\le. We
use the standard definition for the coupling parameter
of the mixture,

- <ZS/3>62 )

" aknT W

where (Z%) = >, Zn;/ >, n; (the sums run over all
ionic species) and a, = (3/47n.)'/3, with Ze the
charge of ionic species i, n; the number density of 7,
ne = »_, Zin; the electron density, kg the Boltzmann
constant, and T the temperature. As with the C/O
phase diagram (Blouin & Daligault 2021), we find that
a fifth-order polynomial,

5

> aileie)’s (2)

=0

can satisfactorily reproduce T'y,(z%,.) and Axne(z&,)-
The fit coefficients a; are given in Table 1. As shown
in Figure 2, the analytic fits reproduce our simulation
data within their statistical noise. Note that the fits
were forced to reproduce the known one-component lim-
its I',,, = 178 and Azne = 0 at xf\h =0 and 1.

For consistency with the fit previously given for the
C/0O phase diagram (Blouin & Daligault 2021), we fitted
the crystallization temperature in term of the coupling
parameter I' of the mixture. Alternatively, the crystal-
lization temperature can be expressed as the coupling
parameter of one ionic component in the mixture, e.g.,

5/3
_ ZO/ e? 3)
aek‘BT'

I'o

As we will show in Section 3.4, the I'p,, of a two-
component O/Ne mixture is very close to that of an
O/Ne mixture with impurities. Because (Z°/3) is dif-

ferent in the cases with and without impurities,? our fit
to 'y, as defined by Equation (1) should not be used
to calculate the crystallization temperature of an O/Ne
mixture when impurities are also included. In the latter
case, our analytic fit to the I';,, of the two-component
mixture should first be converted into I'g ,,

FOm:

)

r,Z°
- : (4)
fOZg/B + xNezls\IQS

and then compared to the actual I'o of the mixture to
assess whether the plasma is solid or not. The same
considerations apply to our fit of the C/O phase diagram
(Blouin & Daligault 2021).

3. THREE-COMPONENT PHASE DIAGRAMS
3.1. Methods and validation

To calculate three-component phase diagrams, we use
the same approach as in Blouin et al. (2021). The in-
tegration is performed at constant pressure and tem-
perature in the space spanned by the chemical poten-
tial differences between the three ionic species [Equa-
tion (A2), Blouin & Daligault 2021]. The initial con-
ditions at zero impurity concentration are given by the
O/Ne phase diagram presented above (see Appendix A
of Blouin & Daligault 2021 for details). To fully map
a three-component phase diagram at a fixed pressure in
the three-dimensional temperature—composition space,
we need to perform many distinct constant-temperature
Clapeyron integrations.

Figure 3 presents two constant-temperature integra-
tions of the O/Ne/Na phase diagram. Integrating the
coexistence lines up to very high Na concentrations is
not directly relevant to white dwarfs (Na being only a
trace species in O/Ne cores), but allows an instructive
comparison between our method and the semi-analytic
approach of Medin & Cumming (2010) (see also Ca-
plan et al. 2018, 2020).> Figure 3 shows that the
agreement between both approaches is excellent. The
largest discrepancies appear for the lower temperature
case (I'o,m = 176.2) and stem mostly from differences
in the two-component O/Ne phase diagram. The start-
ing point of this integration (right axis of Figure 3)
corresponds to a region of the O/Ne phase diagram
(zNe ~ 0.25—0.30) where there is a small offset between
the two calculations (Figure 1).

2 Note that ae remains virtually unchanged because a constant
pressure implies a nearly constant electron density in the strongly

degenerate limit.

3 Again, we use the code provided at https://github.com/
andrewcumming/phase_diagram_3CP to calculate the semi-

analytic O/Ne/Na phase diagram.
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Figure 2. Left: Coupling parameter [as defined by Equation (1)] at which an O/Ne mixture with Ne number concentration
r&, crystallizes. Right: Difference in Ne concentration between the coexisting solid and liquid phases as a function of the Ne
concentration in the liquid phase. For both panels, the data in black was extracted from our results of Figure 1, and the red

lines correspond to analytic fits [Equation (2)].
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Figure 3. O/Ne/Na phase diagram. The complete
constant-pressure three-component phase diagram lives in
the zo-TNe-TNa-T space. Here, we project it in the xo-Tne-
ZNa space for two fixed T’s (identified in the figure in terms
of I'o). For both temperatures, the upper curve is the solidus
and the lower one is the liquidus. The thin red lines between
the liquidus and the solidus connect the compositions of the
coexisting liquid and solid phases (i.e., they trace the com-
position change upon solidification). The composition of a
given mixture can be obtained by following the thin gray lines
to the tick marks that have the same slopes. As an example,
the blue star corresponds to (zo,ZNe, Zna) = (0.5,0.4,0.1).
As in Figure 1, we compare our results to the semi-analytic
approach of Medin & Cumming (2010).

3.2. Investigating the possibility of 23 Na distillation

Figure 3 does not support the existence of 23Na dis-
tillation in O/Ne white dwarfs. The thin red lines that

trace the composition change due to crystallization (see
caption) appear to never lead to a 23Na-depleted solid.
If the solid is not depleted in the neutron-rich 2>Na iso-
tope, then it cannot be lighter than the surrounding lig-
uid, and a distillation process analogous to that of 22Ne
in C/O white dwarfs cannot take place.

To investigate this more closely, we performed eight
additional constant-temperature integrations of the
O/Ne/Na phase diagram, this time limiting ourselves
to the low Na concentrations expected in O/Ne cores
and using a finer integration grid than in Figure 3. We
use temperatures ranging from I'g ,, = 162.6 to 178.6;
at xna = 0, this corresponds to Ne concentrations of
TNe = 0.49 to 0.15, respectively. This range includes
and extends beyond the Ne concentrations expected in
O/Ne white dwarfs. A typical O/Ne core composition
is =~ 57% 160, 32% 2°Ne, 6% 23Na, 3% 2*Mg, and
2% of other traces (most importantly 2C and ??Ne)
by mass (Schwab 2021b), corresponding to xo =~ 0.63,
TNe ~ 0.28, Tna ~ 0.05, and zmg ~ 0.02. Figure 4
shows the composition change of the plasma upon crys-
tallization as a function of the Na concentration in the
liquid phase. Note that the O and Ne concentrations
in the liquid phase are not constant throughout a given
constant-temperature integration (see Figure 3). How-
ever, since Figure 4 focuses on relatively small Na con-
centrations, the O and Ne concentrations at z%, = 0
(given in the legend of Figure 4) are representative of
the O and Ne concentrations across this limited range
of xﬁa. The green line of Figure 4 reveals that a very
small 22Na depletion of the solid phase may be possible
for O/Ne/Na plasmas with Ne concentrations somewhat
lower than expected by current stellar evolution models.
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Figure 4. Na and Ne concentration changes at the liquid—
solid phase transition as a function of the Na abundance in
the liquid O/Ne/Na mixture. The results of three distinct
integrations of the O/Ne/Na phase diagram at constant tem-
perature and pressure are shown. Those different crystalliza-
tion temperatures correspond to different Ne concentrations,
as indicated in the legend. The error bars are the 1o con-
fidence intervals obtained by applying the block-averaging
technique to our Monte Carlo trajectories. The solid lines
correspond to five-point moving averages.

However, Figure 5 shows that this slight ?3Na, depletion
is insufficient to make the solid lighter than the liquid.
The Ne enrichment of the solid is enough to counter-
balance the effect of the 22Na depletion and to keep the
solid heavier, preventing the existence of a distillation
process.

In our mass density (p) calculations, we have assumed
that 3% of the Ne is under its neutron-rich 22Ne isotopic
form and that the rest is 2°Ne, X (?2Ne)/X(?*°Ne) =
0.03, which is consistent with the predictions of stellar
evolution models (Siess 2007; Schwab 2021b). If we as-
sume instead that all Ne is under the 2°Ne form, p* — p*

o Tom=162.6 (2, = 0.49 at zx, = 0) q

0151 ¢ Tom=17L8 (s, = 0.35 at 2, = 0)

o Toum=177.7 (2, = 0.20 at zx, = 0) o

Figure 5. Relative mass density differences between the
solid and liquid phases at the phase transition for the same
constant-temperature integrations as in Figure 4.

decreases because the Ne-rich solid is deprived from the
mass density increase it received from 2?Ne. It then
becomes possible to have solid crystals that are slightly
lighter than the coexisting liquid, but only at Ne concen-
trations significantly below the predicted values. There-
fore, barring substantial changes to our understanding
of the composition of O/Ne cores, we can safely conclude
that 22Na distillation does not take place in ultramas-
sive O/Ne white dwarfs. Instead, phase separation in
crystallizing O/Ne white dwarfs leads to a simple sedi-
mentation process (Mochkovitch 1983; Isern et al. 1997)
where the central layers are enriched in Ne, as already
described by current models (Camisassa et al. 2019).
Without 23Na distillation and given that ultramassive
O/Ne white dwarfs crystallize too early to allow any sig-
nificant gravitational settling of 2*Na (Schwab 2021b),
we conclude that there is no identified mechanism that
can transport enough 23Na to the central layers of ul-
tramassive white dwarfs to provoke an electron capture
induced collapse (Caiazzo et al. 2021).

3.3. Other isotopes

Only neutron-rich isotopes can be expected to lead to
a distillation process, since only them can sufficiently
affect the mass density of the solid to change the sign of
p® — p’ compared to the two-component O/Ne case. To
a good approximation, the electron density of a dense
plasma at a given pressure is almost independent of the
nature of the ionic species in the mixture. This is the
direct consequence of the fact that ions only have a negli-
gible contribution to the pressure, which is dominated by
the degenerate electron gas in the cores of white dwarfs.
This property implies that species that have the same
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A/Z = 2 ratio as the dominant 50 and 2°Ne ions have
almost no effect on the mass density at a given pres-
sure and temperature, since they provide the same mass
per electron. The phase separation of A/Z # 2 isotopes
is needed to markedly alter p* — p’. This is why we
have only focused on the neutron-rich 2*Na even though
other trace species with A/Z = 2 are expected to exist
in O/Ne cores.

That being said, it is instructive to compare the im-
pact of 2*Na (A/Z = 2.09) on p* — p’ to that of 2*Mg
(A/Z = 2). We have computed constant-temperature
coexistence lines for O/Ne/Mg mixtures using the same
temperatures as for our investigation of the O/Ne/Na
phase diagram. In Figure 6, we show how the relative
mass density difference between the coexisting liquid
and solid phases changes as a function of the concen-
tration of 23Na and ?*Mg impurities in the liquid phase.
In the case of 23Na, the density change (orange solid
line) closely follows the 23Na concentration change (or-
ange dashed line). The more the solid is enriched in
23Na, the heavier it is compared to the liquid. In the
case of Mg, the density difference (gray solid line) is
virtually independent of the 2*Mg concentration even
though substantial >*Mg concentration changes are pre-
dicted (grey dashed line). As explained above, this is
because 2*Mg provides the same mass per electron as
160 and ?°Ne.

Figure 6 also shows the case of 22Ne in a C/O mix-
ture (Blouin et al. 2021). The concentration changes of
2Ne in C/O (dashed pink line) and of ?*Mg in O/Ne
(dashed gray line) are nearly identical. This can be ex-
plained by the strong similarity between the charge ra-
tios of C/O/Ne and O/Ne/Mg mixtures (6/8/10 and
8/10/12). However, their impacts on p® — p are dia-
metrically different: 2?Ne’s two extra neutrons imply a
strong sensitivity of p°* — p® on the ?Ne concentration
change. Note that the amplitude of the variations in
p® — p* (solid lines) for a given solid-liquid concentra-
tion change (dashed lines) are about twice as high for
22Ne as for 22Na, which simply reflects the fact that
23Na only has one extra neutron while 22Ne has two.

3.4. Impact of impurities on the O/Ne phase diagram

Having computed accurate O/Ne/Na and O/Ne/Mg
phase diagrams, we can now investigate the impact of Na
and Mg impurities on the O/Ne phase diagram. Current
evolution models rely on the two-component phase dia-
gram to model O/Ne phase separation in ultramassive
white dwarfs (Camisassa et al. 2019), and it remains
unclear to which extent this is a valid approximation.
Camisassa et al. (2019, Table 4) present a limited inves-
tigation of this question using the semi-analytic model of

Medin & Cumming (2010). They quantified how trace
species affect O/Ne phase separation for one specific
composition. Here, we use our O/Ne/Na and O/Ne/Mg
phase diagrams to look at a broader range of composi-
tions and to also study the effect of impurities on the
crystallization temperature.

Figure 7 illustrates how Na (left panel) and Mg (right
panel) impurities affect O/Ne phase separation. For a
set of X (Ne) mass fractions in the liquid phase (iden-
tified by labels next to each point), we compare the
solid-liquid composition change AX (Ne) between the
case where no impurities are included (horizontal axis)
and the case where they are (vertical axis).* If the bi-
nary O/Ne phase diagram were a perfect representation
of O/Ne phase separation in O/Ne/Na and O/Ne/Mg
mixtures, all points would line up on the dashed lines.

Figure 7 shows that, within the statistical uncer-
tainties of our calculations, all points are consistent
with the dashed lines. We can therefore conclude that
O/Ne phase separation is not markedly altered by Na
or Mg impurities in O/Ne cores, and that the binary
O/Ne phase diagram can safely be used to implement
this physical process in white dwarf models. Ideally,
a four-component O/Ne/Na/Mg phase diagram would
be needed to assess the combined effect of Na and
Mg impurities. However, Figure 7 reveals no impor-
tant deviation from the two-component case even at Na
and Mg abundances that significantly exceed their ex-
pected values [Schwab (2021b) give X (?3Na) = 0.060
and X (**Mg) = 0.026]. This strongly supports using
the two-component O/Ne phase diagram to model O /Ne
phase separation in white dwarf codes.

Figure 8 is similar to Figure 7, but instead of measur-
ing the effect of impurities on AX (Ne), we now look at
their impact on the crystallization temperature. For a
set of X (Ne) mass fractions in the liquid phase (identi-
fied by labels next to each point), we compare the crys-
tallization temperature between the case where no impu-
rities are included (horizontal axis) and the case where
they are (vertical axis), both for Na (left panel) and Mg
(right panel) impurities.

4 We use mass fractions in Figure 7 and 8 (instead of number con-
centrations) to facilitate the comparison with stellar evolution
codes, where this is the usual way of reporting abundances. Con-
versely, phase diagrams are usually reported in terms of number
concentrations.
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Deviations from the two-component results are appar-
ent; the points depart from the dashed lines.” In the
case of Na, the qualitative behavior of those deviations
can be understood from an inspection of Figure 3. For
example, Figure 3 shows that both a (2o, ZTNe, TNa) =
(0.75,0.25,0.00) and a (xo, TNe, TNa) =~ (0.65,0.25,0.10)
mixture lie very close to the liquidus at I'o = 176.2.
This is consistent with Figure 8, which shows that the
crystallization temperature is virtually unchanged by
the addition of 10% of Na at X(Ne) ~ zne ~ 0.25.
At higher Ne concentrations (lower I'g,,), the shape
of the O/Ne/Na phase diagram changes and increas-
ing xn, while keeping xy, fixed means ending up above
the liquidus in Figure 3. This explains why the two-
component phase diagram systematically overestimates
I'o,m at high Ne abundances (Figure 8).

Fortunately, the Ne abundances where departures
from the binary phase diagram predictions are the
strongest (Figure 8) are substantially above the ex-
pected X(Ne) ~ 0.3 mass ratio of O/Ne cores
(Camisassa et al. 2019; Schwab 2021b). We can there-
fore conclude that using the two-component O /Ne phase
diagram to predict the crystallization temperature of the
real multicomponent mixture in O/Ne cores should not
result in an error of more than 1 — 2% on I'g ,,,, which
is negligible compared to other sources of uncertainties
in white dwarf cooling models.

4. CONCLUSIONS

We have calculated the most reliable version to date
of the O/Ne phase diagram and provided analytic fits
to facilitate its implementation in ultramassive white

dwarf models, where O/Ne phase separation needs to
be taken into account. We have explicitly shown that
this binary phase diagram is a very good approximation
of the phase diagram of the more complex multicompo-
nent ionic mixture that characterizes ultramassive O /Ne
white dwarfs, which also includes significant amounts of
Na and Mg.

Our detailed investigation of the O/Ne/Na phase dia-
gram has revealed that a 23Na distillation process anal-
ogous to 22Ne distillation in C/O white dwarfs cannot
take place in ultramassive O/Ne white dwarfs (at least
unless our picture of the core composition of those ob-
jects changes considerably). Without this efficient 2*Na
transport mechanism, we conclude that no known pro-
cess can transport enough 23Na to the central layers of
ultramassive white dwarfs to trigger an electron cap-
ture white dwarf collapse as proposed by Caiazzo et al.
(2021).
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