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ABSTRACT

The neutron star low mass X-ray binary (LMXB) AX J1745.6-2901 was detected an
anomalously fast decrease of orbital period. The decreasing rate of orbital period ex-
ceeds the contribution of all processes extracting angular momentum from the binary
star in standard model. Using SCENARIO MACHINE code we conducted a population
synthesis study of X-ray novae with neutron stars to investigate a possible formation
and evolution of such binaries. Such close LMXBs should experience a preceding com-
mon envelope stage, in which the magnetic fields of the low mass main-sequence donor
stars can be dramatically amplified. Our calculations show that the magnetic stellar
wind of the optical companion can efficiently extract angular momentum from the bi-
nary systems, and produce the observed orbital-period derivatives of AX J1745.6-2901
and black hole LMXBs. The estimated values of the required magnetic field induction
are following: Bd ≈ 400 G (AX J1745.6-2901), Bd ≈ 1500 G (KV UMa), Bd ≈ 400
G (A0620-00), Bd ≈ 1800 G (Nova Muscae). We successfully reproduced the current
observational abundance of such anomalous neutron star X-ray novae, and computed
the appropriate value of the parameter of magnetic braking λMSW (0.8−0.6 for Roche
lobe filling stars and 0.4− 0.15 for binaries with partial Roche lobe filling).

Key words: X-rays: binaries – stars: neutron – stars: outflows – stars: evolution –
stars: abundances

1 INTRODUCTION

An anomalously rapid decrease of the orbital period of sev-
eral X-ray novae with black holes (KV UMa, A0620-00
and Nova Muscae 1991) in quiescence was discovered by
González Hernández et al. (2012, 2014, 2017). Ponti et al.
(2017) found the same anomalously fast decrease of the or-
bital period of a low mass X-ray system with a neutron star
AX J1745.6-2901.

An evolutionary status of X-ray binaries with black
holes and a possible cause of the fast decrease of the orbital
period was studied by Cherepashchuk et al. (2019). They
found that the anomalous decrease of the orbital period in
KV UMa, A0620-00 and Nova Muscae 1991 can be explained
by the highly increased angular momentum loss via the mag-
netic stellar wind of the non-degenerate star. The magnetic
field of the optical star could be highly amplified during
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preceding common envelope stage (see appropriate calcula-
tions by Ohlmann et al. 2016). The anomaly in mentioned
black hole binaries potentially can be explained by the inter-
action between the binary and a surrounding circumbinary
disc (Chen & Li 2015; Xu & Li 2018; Chen & Podsiadlowski
2019). These mechanisms can work together with other
mechanisms that can change the angular momentum of the
system, they can have different efficiency that can be a mat-
ter of debates.

A potential role of the change of the gravitational mo-
mentum of the magnetized optical star (Applegate 1992) as
the explanation of the fast rate of the orbital shrinkage in
AX J1745.6-2901 was discussed by Ponti et al. (2017). They
came to a conclusion that this mechanism cannot explain the
anomaly, because the magnetic activity should change the
duration of eclipses and/or the ingress or egress time in an
uncorrelated way, whereas these features do not take place
in the system. A non-conservative mass transfer and a pos-
sible gravitational influence of a third body in the system
were considered as potential explanations of the anomaly
(Ponti et al. 2017).

The aim of the present study is to investigate a po-
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tential role of the increased angular momentum loss via
the magnetic stellar wind of the optical star in case of the
AX J1745.6-2901 system and to study the evolutionary path
of such X-ray novae.

2 ON THE BIRTH FREQUENCY OF LOW MASS

X-RAY BINARIES AND ON THEIR QUANTITY IN

THE GALAXY

Kiel & Hurley (2006) calculated the birth rate of low mass
X-ray binaries (LMXBs) in the Galaxy as ≈ 4 × 10−7 yr−1

for black hole binaries and ≈ 6× 10−7 yr−1 for neutron star
binaries to meet the observed quantity of LMXBs ∼ 103

in the Galaxy. Let us make a simple and semi-qualitative
description of the origin of such estimations.

The birth rate of binary stars in the Galaxy is
(Masevich & Tutukov 1988):

∂3ν ≈ 0.2∂ log a0

∂M01

M2.35
01

f(q)∂q yr−1, (1)

where a0 is the initial separation of stars in units of R⊙

(10R⊙ ≤ a0 ≤ 106R⊙), M01 is the initial mass of the
primary in units of M⊙ (0.1M⊙ ≤ M01 ≤ 150M⊙), q =
M02/M01 (0 < q ≤ 1) is the initial mass ratio of the compo-
nents, f(q) is the initial distribution of binaries on q.

The mass function (Salpeter 1955; Kroupa & Jerabkova
2019) gives following birth frequency for neutron stars (the
initial mass of the progenitor is 10M⊙ − 25M⊙) ν ≃
25M⊙
∫

10M⊙

dM01

M2.35
01

≃ 2.5 × 10−2 yr−1, for black holes (the ini-

tial mass of the progenitor is ≥ 25M⊙) the frequency is

ν ≃
150M⊙
∫

25M⊙

dM01

M2.35
01

≈ 9 × 10−3 yr−1. For these estimations

dimensionless integrals 0.2
106R⊙
∫

10R⊙

d log a0 and
1
∫

0

f(q)dq both

are equal to 1, the whole range of separation and mass ratio
was taken into account, f(q) = 1 (equiprobable mass ratio).
The latter upper limit of stellar masses weakly affects the
frequency due to the power dependence of the frequency on
the mass, it can be taken very different according to variety
of suggestions. The uncertainty of such estimations is within
the factor 2-3, for example, the part of binary stars among
all stars can be less than 100% (these estimations are made
for the assumption that all stars are binaries).

The neutron stars and stellar-mass black holes are usu-
ally believed to be results of supernova explosions, so the
above estimate can be compared with the rate of supernova
explosions. The supernova rate in the Milky Way galaxy
was estimated as one explosion in 40 ± 10 yr (see, e.g.,
Tammann et al. 1994), Cappellaro et al. (1997) found that
faint events can potentially increase the estimated rate of
supernovae by no more than 20-30%. The recent estima-
tion of core collapse supernovae rate in our galaxy made by
Rozwadowska et al. (2021) is 1.63±0.43 per century. It is in
excellent agreement with the result obtained using Equation
1 taking into account the uncertainty of the part of binaries
among all stars.

The distribution on the initial semi-major axis gives

the frequency that depends on the efficiency of the com-
mon envelope. For αCE ≃ 1 (see, e.g., Equation A3 by
Cherepashchuk et al. 2019) the maximum semi-major axis
for the progenitors of LMXBs with an ordinary mag-
netic stellar wind (λMSW = 1, Equations A4 and A5 by
Cherepashchuk et al. 2019) of the main sequence donor star
(Equation A5 by Cherepashchuk et al. 2019, the maximum
age is the age of the Universe that is approximately equal to
13 900 millions of years, and the radius of the donor star is
taken to be Rd/R⊙ = Md/M⊙) with the mass in the range

0.3M⊙-1.5M⊙ is amax/R⊙ ≈ 5 (Ma/M⊙)
1/5 (Md/M⊙)

4/5,
where Md and Ma are the masses of the accretor and
donor correspondingly. The minimum semi-major axis is
determined by the condition of the full filling of the
Roche lobe by the donor (see Equation 10): amin/R⊙ ≈

2.16 (Ma/M⊙)
1/3 (Md/M⊙)2/3. The ratio of these quantities

is amax/amin ≈ 2(Md/Ma)
2/15. Therefore, the distribution

on the initial semi-major axis gives the factor f(a) ≈ 0.06
in Equation (1).

The initial distribution of components on the mass ratio
is very uncertain. Kraicheva et al. (1981); Gullikson et al.
(2016) give dN/dq = 1, and the change of this quantity for
stars with the mass M01 ≤ 1M⊙ can be up to the factor
≈ 5 (Lineweaver & Grether 2005). Assuming dN/dq = 1 for
LMXBs with neutron stars the value is f(q) ≈ 0.05 and for
systems with black holes it is f(q) ≈ 0.02.

Taking into account the contribution of all factors in
Equation (1) we can find the birth frequency of neutron star
LMXBs as ∼ 10−4 yr−1, for the black hole binaries it is
∼ 10−5 yr−1. The uncertainty of these estimates is about an
order (or even several orders) of magnitude, and they can
be significantly higher than the empirical value.

The birth rates of neutron stars and black holes com-
puted using the initial Salpeter mass function coincide with
the observational rate of core collapse supernovae within the
factor of a few, it is the simplest part of frequency estima-
tions. Complicated evolution of close binary stars and strong
observational selection effects make all observational estima-
tions of quantities and birth frequencies of LMXBs very un-
certain. A naive example of an estimation can be following.
The production of the lifetime of an ordinary X-ray nova
and the birth frequency of such novae in the Galaxy gives
the number such systems in the Galaxy. The number of X-
ray novae (both neutron star and black hole binaries) in our
galaxy is ∼ 103 (Chen et al. 1997; Cherepashchuk 2013), if
the assumed lifetime of such binary equals to the solar hy-
drogen burning time (∼ 1010 yr) then the birth frequency is
∼ 10−7 yr−1. Usually estimations of birth frequencies and
quantities of such objects as X-ray novae include results of
binary population synthesis models (see, e.g., Kiel & Hurley
2006, their frequency is ∼ 10−6 yr−1, or Pfahl et al. (2003),
their frequency is ∼ 10−6 − 10−4 yr−1).

The rest discrepancy in principle can be explained
by the uncertainty of the initial mass ratio of binaries
dN/dq ≪ 1. But also it is possible to treat LMXBs as
non-conservative systems due to the induced stellar wind
of the donor heated by the X-ray radiation from the accre-
tor. Let us consider such situation (see also Iben et al. 1997;
Tutukov & Fedorova 2002 for the study about black hole
binaries).

The conditions of the existence of the induced stellar

MNRAS 000, 1–11 (2021)



AX J1745.6-2901: evolution 3

wind in LMXBs are following. Each gram of the matter ac-
creted by the relativistic object emits ∼ 1020 erg. A part
of this energy (in case of a spherical symmetry) can be ab-
sorbed by the donor. This value is (Rd/a)

2 × 0.25 × 1020

erg. If the energy can be “reprocessed” with the α effi-
ciency to the donor’s stellar wind (its binding energy is
∼ 1015 erg g−1) this energy leads to the donor’s mass
loss ≈ 2.5 × 104α (Rd/a)

2 g. As the result the accretion
of one gram of matter leads to the donor’s loss about
4 × 103α (Md/(Ma +Md))

3/2 g. The same value of the gas
loss can be obtained in the supposition that the evaporation
takes place on the outer part the accretion disc instead of the
donor star. It is clear that if α ≈ 1 the non-conservativeness
(due to the induced stellar wind of the donor and/or disc)
makes it possible to decrease the birth frequency of LMXBs
by 2 or 3 orders of magnitude and to meet the required fre-
quency ∼ 10−6 yr−1 in the Galaxy and even lower than it.
This discussion sharpens the issue about the effectiveness of
the generation of the induced stellar, this issue requires the
development of an adequate gas dynamic model.

Also it is useful to show that the effectiveness of the
accretion of the donor’s wind should be low. For Ma,
Md, Rd (in the supposition that the velocity of matter in
the wind is ∼

√

2GMd/Rd) the part of the wind inter-
cepted by the accretor should be: ≈ (1/4)(RdMa)/(aMd)

2 ≈
0.01(Ma/Md)

4/3. For neutron stars as accretors for Md ≈
0.5M⊙ the effectiveness of the accretion of the donor wind’s
matter becomes ≈ 0.04, and for black holes with mass
≈ 5M⊙ the effectiveness becomes ≈ 0.04, and for black holes
with mass ≈ 5M⊙ and for the donor’s mass Md = 0.5M⊙ it
should be ≈ 0.2. For the more reliable estimate of the effec-
tiveness of the accretion there is again a need to develop a de-
tailed gas dynamic model, the described simplified analysis
showed a potential importance of the non-conservativeness
of LMXBs for estimates of their birth frequencies using the
population synthesis method.

However, for example, Avakyan et al. (2021) considered
a mechanism for the removal of angular momentum from an
X-ray binary system and the change in its orbital period (the
mass loss in the form of a wind from an accretion disc) and
came to a conclusion that outbursts in windy accretion discs
are not able to explain the mentioned above rapid decrease of
the orbital period in KV UMa, A0620-00 and Nova Muscae
1991. Therefore in this paper we study a potential role of the
increased angular momentum loss via the magnetic stellar
wind as in the work by Cherepashchuk et al. (2019).

3 ON THE ANGULAR MOMENTUM LOSS AFTER

THE COMMON ENVELOPE

Let us make a simple semi-qualitative estimation of the an-
gular momentum loss via the magnetic stellar wind after the
common envelope phase.

For the frozen magnetic field the magnetic flux of the
spherical stellar wind can be expressed as BR2 = C, where
B is the magnetic induction, R is the distance from the
optical star, C is a constant value. For the magnetic energy
density it gives

εB =
B2

8π
=

C2

8πR4
. (2)

The wind’s energy density is

εw =
1

2
ρw2 =

1

2

Ṁd

w4πR2
w2 =

1

8π

Ṁdw

R2
, (3)

where Ṁd is the mass loss rate via the stellar wind, ρ is the
density of the wind, w is its velocity.

The equality of these energies can be established for the
radius

Rw =

(

C2

Ṁdw

)1/2

; (4)

within Rw from the star the wind is “embedded” into the
magnetic field lines, outside it the wind breaks off the lines
and freely flows outwards the optical star.

The angular momentum of the system is

J =
1

(2π)1/3
MaMd

(Ma +Md)1/3
G2/3P

1/3
orb

, (5)

where Ma is the mass of the accretor, Md is the mass of
the donor, Porb is the orbital period, G is the gravitational
constant.

The rate of the angular momentum loss due to the mag-
netic stellar wind is

J̇ = −ṀdR
2
wω = −

ṀdωC
2

Ṁdw
= −

ωC2

w
, (6)

where ω is the angular velocity of the optical star’s ax-
ial rotation. The tidal forces between the neutron star and
the donor star would continuously spin the donor star back
up into co-rotation with the orbital rotation. The spin-up
takes place at the expense of the orbital angular momentum.
Hence the magnetic stellar wind indirectly carries away the
orbital angular momentum of the binary system.

The orbital period derivative obtained from Equations
(5), (6) and from the Kepler’s third law is

Ṗorb = −3(2π)4/3
(Ma +Md)

1/3

MaMd

1

G2/3

C2

w

1

P
1/3
orb

. (7)

Equation (7) does not consider the orbital angular mo-
mentum loss due to the donor wind. Since the wind mass
loss rate by a low mass star should be very low (. 10−13M⊙

yr−1, see, e.g., Wood et al. 2002), such loss can be neglected
to make estimations of the magnetic field induction1.

To explain the increased angular momentum loss J̇ fol-
lowing suggestions can be considered:

(i) The greater size of the donor leads to the less w.
(ii) The stronger magnetic field of the donor leads to the

greater C.
(iii) The greater the angular velocity of the donor leads to the

greater J̇ even for the same size and the same magnetic field
strength.

1 The SCENARIO MACHINE code takes into consideration the orbital
angular momentum loss because of the mass loss via the stellar
wind.

MNRAS 000, 1–11 (2021)
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Let us consider items 1 and 3. Possible differences of the
radius of the donor star in a close low mass X-ray binary
cannot be too high, so the difference of w also seems to be
small. The equatorial rotational velocity of the donor star
that fills its Roche lobe and rotates synchronously with the
orbital movement from the Kepler’s third law is

ve = Rd

√

G(Ma +Md)

a3
, (8)

where Rd is the radius of the optical star.
The maximum possible velocity on the surface of the

star is Kepler velocity for this star

vmax =

√

GMd

Rd

. (9)

The major semi-axis and radius of the Roche lobe fill-
ing optical star are connected by the following formula2

(Paczyński 1971):

Rd = 0.46(Md/(Ma +Md))
1/3a. (10)

The ratio of the maximum angular velocity ωmax and
the angular velocity ω that is equal to the orbital angular
velocity is

ωmax

ω
=

vmax

ve
= 4; (11)

i.e., the axial rotation of the donor star potentially can be
accelerated in the common envelope phase by four times.

If ve = λMSW × 1014 × t−1/2 cm s−1(Skumanich 1972)
then:

dJ

dt
=

d(IdΩd)

dt
=

λMSW1014Id
Rd

dve
dt

=

= −
λMSW1014Id

2Rd

1

t3/2
=

= −
Id

2λ2
MSW × 1028Rd

v3e ; (12)

where t is the age of the optical star, Ωd is the angular
velocity of the donor’s axial rotation, Id is the moment of
inertia of the donor; i.e., the angular momentum loss can
be accelerated by a factor of 64. This quantity is greater
than the discrepancy between the usual estimation of the
magnetic braking and the braking force required to explain
the accelerated decrease of the orbital period in KV UMa,
A0620-00, Nova Muscae 1991 and AX J1745.6-2901.

However, the axial rotation of the Roche lobe filling
donor star with the rate faster than the orbital rate poten-
tially can be only in a relatively short time scale after the
end of the common envelope phase, than the axial rotation
should be practically synchronized with orbital rotation due

2 This formula can be applied for binaries with Md ≤ 0.8Ma,
it is valid for X-ray novae considered in this work and for most
X-ray novae taking into account the estimated values of masses
of donors in them (< 1.1M⊙, mostly less and much less that the
solar mass, Cherepashchuk 2013). SCENARIO MACHINE code
uses more careful fit using the formula by Eggleton (1983) that is
valid for any value of the mass ratio in the binary.

to severe tides in such close system with the Roche lobe
filling donor star.

Therefore the main idea to explain the accelerated
shrinkage of the system under consideration in this paper
is the amplification of the magnetic field during the com-
mon envelope.

The value of Bd on the surface of the donor can be
calculated from Equation (7) (taking into account that C =
BR2):

Bd =
|Ṗorb|

1/2

31/2(2π)2/3
(MaMd)

1/2

(Ma +Md)1/6
G1/3w

1/2

R2
d

P
1/6
orb . (13)

Estimations of the magnetic induction of considered bi-
naries required to explain the accelerated shrinkage of their
orbits can be found in Section 6.

4 THE SCENARIO MACHINE

In this paper we continued the investigation by
Cherepashchuk et al. (2019) and studied the evolu-
tionary status of low mass X-ray binaries with neutron stars
using SCENARIO MACHINE code (Kornilov & Lipunov 1983).
This computer program was designed for the population
synthesis of the evolution of isolated close binary stars. It
was described in detail by Lipunov et al. (1996a, 2009),
also Cherepashchuk et al. (2019) recently depicted specific
parameters of the evolutionary scenario that were important
for the study of the possible evolution of X-ray novae (with
black holes) under the influence of the increased angular
momentum loss via magnetic stellar wind of the optical
star. So, here (to avoid extensive descriptions that had
already been made) we directly referred to corresponding
equations in the paper by Cherepashchuk et al. (2019) and
described parameters of the magnetic field of neutron stars
that were important specifically for this manuscript.

The Salpeter initial mass function, the flat initial distri-
bution of binaries on the semi-major axis, and the equiprob-
able initial mass ratio were accepted. As free parameters
of the evolutionary scenario we treated following values:
the magnetic field decay time of neutron stars τNS (see
below), the kick velocity parameter v0 (Equation A8 by
Cherepashchuk et al. 2019), the common envelope efficiency
αCE (Equation A3 by Cherepashchuk et al. 2019), coeffi-
cients of the stellar wind intensity of optical stars α and
αWR (Equations A1 and A2 by Cherepashchuk et al. 2019),
the angular momentum loss via the magnetic stellar wind
was specified by the λMSW parameter (Equations A4 and
A5 by Cherepashchuk et al. 2019).

The initial magnetic dipole moment µ of neutron stars
was distributed as

f(log µ) ∝ const, (14)

in the range 1028 ≤ µ ≤ 1032 G cm3, initial rotational pe-
riods of neutron stars were 10 ms. Following formula for
the decay of the magnetic field B with time t was used
(Lipunov et al. 2009):

B =

{

B0 exp(−t/τNS), t < τNSln(B0/Bmin),
Bmin, t ≥ τNS ln(B0/Bmin),

(15)

MNRAS 000, 1–11 (2021)
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where Bmin = 8 × 107 G, τNS is the characteristic decay
time of the magnetic field, B0 should be computed from the
initial magnetic dipole moment. The Shvartsman-Lipunov
classification scheme of states of neutron stars was used to
depict them as magnetic rotators (Shvartsman 1970, 1971;
Lipunov 1992; Lipunov et al. 2021).

5 POPULATION SYNTHESIS

As the X-ray nova in this study we accepted the close bi-
nary system consisting of the neutron star accretor and the
low mass optical star, the mass of the optical star was in
the range 0.2 − 1.1M⊙. We computed separately quanti-
ties of such binaries (in our galaxy) with the main sequence
star and with the star that filled its Roche lobe. Also we
computed separately these quantities for systems with or-
bital periods . 0.5 d and with the magnetic stellar wind
timescale . 108 yrs (the same subdivisions as in paper by
Cherepashchuk et al. 2019).

Observational limits on the quantity of X-ray no-
vae in the Galaxy were ≈ 300 − 3000 (Chen et al. 1997;
Cherepashchuk 2013), and we used them to find appropri-
ate values of evolutionary parameters to model the quan-
tity of systems under investigation in our calculations. Also
as an observational constraint one can treat the fact that
among several tens of studied X-ray novae (Cherepashchuk
2013) there was at least one system with the decrease of the
orbital period with much faster rate than it was expected
(Ponti et al. 2017).

We used following values of free parameters during the
modelling of the population of X-ray novae (with neutron
stars): τNS was taken to be 107, 5×107 and 108 yrs, we used
zero natal kick velocity (v0 = 0) and v0 = 180 km s−1, αCE

took values 0.1, 0.3, 0.5, 0.7, 1.0, 2.0, stellar wind coefficients
α = αWR were 0.1, 0.3 and 0.5, λMSW was varied between
1.0 and 0.01. For each set of evolutionary parameters in this
study we performed calculations of 105 evolutionary tracks.

Calculations showed that models with the moderately
high kick velocity (with v0 = 180 km s−1) practically did not
give any significant amount of systems under investigation,
so we used zero natal kick velocity to model the population
of X-ray novae with neutron stars (in disagreement with the
work by Lipunov et al. 1996b who computed most appro-
priate values of evolutionary parameters for the population
synthesis of binaries using SCENARIO MACHINE). This fact was
natural, because in this paper we studied the evolution of
neutron star binaries with optical companions within very
low mass range. Even a small kick in such binary stars can
lead to the disruption of the system.

Relatively long time scale of the decay of the magnetic
field of neutron stars (τNS = 5 × 108 and 108 yrs) did not
allow to form required systems (the neutron star in its ac-
creting state paired with the appropriate optical star) with
the magnetic stellar wind time τMSW . 108 yrs for almost
the whole range of λMSW. This result contradicted with ob-
servational limits on the quantities of systems under inves-
tigation (at least one such system was found), that was why
we used only τNS = 107 yrs for subsequent computations.

The stellar wind intensity was a bit less important in
comparison to our calculations for X-ray novae with black
holes (Cherepashchuk et al. 2019), because progenitors of
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Figure 1. The dependence of the quantity in the Galaxy of ac-
creting neutron stars in close pairs with low mass (0.2− 1.1M⊙)
non-degenerate stars (main sequence, “A+I”, Roche lobe filling,
“A+3”) on the common envelope efficiency αCE, orbital periods
were . 0.5 d. The grey bar showed the observational range of
possible quantity of X-ray novae in the Milky Way. Values of
other evolutionary parameters were: τNS = 107 yrs, v0 = 0,

α = αWR = 0.3, λMSW = 1.0.

neutron stars were less massive in comparison to progeni-
tors of black holes. Nevertheless, values α = αWR & 0.5
were definitely inappropriate, they did not allow to get any
form of studied systems. For subsequent calculations we used
α = αWR = 0.3 that was appropriate for the solar metallic-
ity.

The common envelope stage was very important, be-
cause orbital separations of components in X-ray novae were
less or comparable to sizes of main sequence progenitors of
neutron stars. So, all X-ray novae should pass this stage,
they should be formed from much wider binaries, the com-
mon envelope should bring the components close to each
other. In Figure 1 we showed the quantity of studied sys-
tems (with orbital periods . 0.5 d) in our galaxy in de-
pendence of the αCE parameter. As followed from this plot
the adequate value of the common envelope efficiency was
≈ 0.5−6 to satisfy the observational limits (in a good agree-
ment with results obtained by Lipunov et al. 1996b). For
calculations in Figure 1 the magnetic stellar wind parame-
ter was λMSW = 1.0, this value was usually used to describe
this kind of wind in most of binaries (Masevich & Tutukov
1988). It also can be noted that if we considered the less in-
tensive stellar wind (α = αWR = 0.1) the appropriate value
of αCE was in the range 1−1.5, this fact slightly change sev-
eral concrete values of evolutionary parameters, but qualita-
tively all results were the same as for α = αWR = 0.3. That
was why for subsequent calculations we used αCE = 0.5. It
should be noted that during this stage of our research we
tried to roughly describe the whole population of X-ray no-
vae with neutron stars. The next stage was aimed to the
most specific and rare systems like AX J1745.6-2901 with
the most rapid orbital angular momentum losses among all
X-ray novae; the system should become close, only then it
can be significantly affected by the magnetic stellar wind.

In Figures 2 and 3 we showed dependencies of quan-
tities of studied systems on the magnetic stellar wind pa-
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Figure 2. The dependence of the quantity of “A+I” systems (ac-
creting neutron stars paired with main sequence stars that did not
fill their Roche lobes) on the strength of the magnetic field (the
coefficient λMSW was varied from 1.0 to 0.01) for systems with
orbital periods . 0.5 d and for systems with the formal value
of the magnetic stellar wind time . 108 yrs. With the decrease
of λMSW (i.e., with the increase of the angular momentum loss
due to the magnetic stellar wind) the quantity of studied systems
with period . 0.5 d dropped, because binaries with such orbital
periods lived shorter and shorter. The quantity of system with
the merger time due to the angular momentum loss in magnetic
stellar wind . 108 yrs grew, because wider system corresponded
to this definition. Observational constraint required at least one
rapidly evolving X-ray nova among several tens of X-ray novae,
this yielded λMSW = 0.4− 0.15.

rameter λMSW, separately for systems “neutron star + main
sequence star” and“neutron star + optical Roche lobe filling
star”. λMSW was varied in the range 1.0-0.01, λMSW = 1.0
corresponded to the usual value of the magnetic wind in-
tensity. The lower this coefficient, the stronger the influence
of the magnetic wind on the semi-major axis of the sys-
tem (the shorter the potential merger time). The quantity
of close pairs with orbital periods . 0.5 d dropped with the
decrease of λMSW, because the merger time (and, therefore,
the lifetime as the X-ray nova) became less. On the other
hand the quantity of studied systems with the magnetic stel-
lar wind time . 108 increased with the decrease of λMSW,
because wider systems satisfied the selection criterion.

The observational limit consisted in that there was at
least one X-ray nova with evidently fast decrease of the or-
bital period among several tens of X-ray novae. As can be
seen from Figures 2 and 3 this requirement can be met for
λMSW = 0.4 − 0.15 in the case of “neutron star + main se-
quence star” binaries and λMSW = 0.8 − 0.6 in the case of
“neutron star + optical Roche lobe filling star” systems.

A possible evolutionary track of the system that in-
clude the stage “neutron star + main sequence star” with
the merger time . 108 years was presented in Table 1,
it was calculated using λMSW = 0.1. The track with the
same initial conditions and λMSW = 1.0 (ordinary magnetic
wind) we presented in Table 2. Values of other evolution-
ary parameters were the same for both tracks. These tables
showed the influence of the increased angular momentum
loss due to the magnetic stellar wind. The evolution of stars
in both tracks was the same before the common envelope.
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Figure 3. The same as Figure 2 for “A+3” systems (accreting neu-
tron stars paired with non-degenerate stars that filled their Roche
lobes). The observational constraint required λMSW = 0.8− 0.6.

For λMSW = 1.0 the magnetic wind played no significant
role in the system’s evolution (Table 2) also after the com-
mon envelope. For λMSW = 0.1 the secondary star started to
emit the strong magnetic stellar wind, this wind took away a
significant amount of the system’s angular momentum. The
growth of the semi-major axis due to the high mass loss by
the primary star (Wolf-Rayet star) was slowed down. It al-
lowed the Wolf-Rayet star to fill its Roche lobe (BB stage).
Then the separation of components decreased due to the
magnetic wind and the system became much closer before
the supernova explosion in comparison to the track with
λMSW = 1.0. After the supernova explosion the semi-major
axis in case of λMSW = 1.0 stayed practically unchanged.
The only evolution in the system was the evolution of the
neutron star from the radio pulsar state to the accretor state
(through ejecting and propeller states) up to the age of the
Universe. In case of λMSW = 0.1 the second companion filled
its Roche lobe (because of the angular momentum loss due
to the magnetic wind) and (about one thousand years from
the supernova explosion) the system became“neutron star +
optical star filling its Roche lobe”with characteristic lifetime
about or less than 20 million yrs.

The final result of the track in Table 1 was debateable.
If the core of the mass losing optical star was not enriched
with helium at the time when the mass value became equal
to ≈ 0.3M⊙ the magnetic stellar wind potentially can stop
(Tutukov & Kovaleva 2018), because the convection from
the envelope penetrates the radiative core and causes the
decay of the magnetic field. Also this star can lose its mag-
netic stellar wind when its mass became equal to the brown
dwarf mass or even a giant planet (Paczynski 1981). In these
cases the subsequent evolution should be similar to the track
in Table 2. The possibility of the unlimited approach of the
optical star to the neutron star also remains. In this case the
system potentially can form a short living low mass Thorne-
Zytkow object.
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Table 1. A sample evolutionary track that included the stage of a close binary system consisting of an accreting neutron star and a
low-mass non-degenerate star. The magnetic stellar wind was strong (λMSW = 0.1). Columns depicted following values: “System” was
the composition of the system, ∆T was the duration of the stage, M1 was the mass of the primary (initially more massive) star, M2 was
the mass of the secondary star (both M1 and M2 were in solar masses), a was the semi-major axis in solar radii, Porb was the orbital
period in days, e was the eccentricity, T was the time since the beginning of the evolution (both ∆T and T were in millions of years).
Marks of evolutionary stages were: “I” was the main-sequence star, “II” was the super-giant, “3” was the star filling its Roche lobe, “WR”
was the Wolf-Rayet star, “BB” was the Wolf-Rayet star filling its Roche Lobe, “CE” was the common envelope, “MSW” indicated the
strong angular momentum loss in the magnetic stellar wind, “Psr” was the radio pulsar, “Ej” was the ejecting neutron star the did not
show itself as the radio pulsar due to the free-free absorption of its radio emission in the wind of the companion and in the interstellar
medium (see the nomenclature of compact magnetized objects by Lipunov 1992), “P”was the propeller neutron star, “A”was the neutron
star accretor, for the “Final state” see the text. We used following values of scenario parameters: αCE = 0.5, α = αWR = 0.3, v0 = 0,
τNS = 107 yrs.

System ∆T M1 M2 Porb a e T

I+I 16 12.30 0.58 2875 2200 0 0.0
I+I 11.86 0.58 2926 2200 0 16
II+I 1.6 11.86 0.58 2926 2200 0 16
II+I 11.56 0.58 3166 2300 0 17

3+I, CE 0.01 11.56 0.58 3166 2300 0 17
3+I, CE 0.01 3.36 0.58 1 7.3 0 17

WR+I, MSW 0.94 3.36 0.58 1 7.3 0 17

WR+I, MSW 0.94 2.35 0.58 1.8 9.8 0 18
BB+I, MSW 0.01 2.35 0.58 1.8 9.8 0 18
BB+I, MSW 0.01 1.92 0.58 0.08 1.2 0 18

SN Ib
Psr+I, MSW 0.0001 1.30 0.58 0.18 1.8 0.34 18
Ej+I, MSW 1.30 0.58 0.18 1.8 0.34 18
Ej+3, MSW 0.0003 1.30 0.58 0.18 1.8 0.34 18
Ej+3, MSW 1.30 0.58 0.18 1.8 0.34 18
P+3, MSW 0.0005 1.30 0.58 0.18 1.8 0.34 18
P+3, MSW 1.30 0.58 0.18 1.8 0.34 18
A+3, MSW 2 1.30 0.58 0.18 1.8 0.34 18

Final state & 20

Table 2. The same as Table 1 for λMSW = 1. Additional notations depicted following states of the neutron star: “GP”was the geopropeller
and “P” was the georotator.

System ∆T M1 M2 Porb a e T

I+I 16 12.30 0.58 2875 2200 0 0
I+I 11.86 0.58 2926 2200 0 16
II+I 1.6 11.86 0.58 2926 2200 0 16
II+I 11.56 0.58 3166 2300 0 17

3+I, CE 0.01 11.56 0.58 3166 2300 0 17
3+I, CE 3.36 0.58 1 7.3 0 17
WR+I 0.94 3.36 0.58 1 7.3 0 17
WR+I 2.35 0.58 1.8 9.8 0 18

SN Ib
Psr+I 0.22 1.30 0.58 8 23 0.57 18
Ej+I 1.30 0.58 8 23 0.57 18
GP+I 1 1.30 0.58 8 23 0.57 18
GP+I 1.30 0.58 8 23 0.57 20
G+I 100 1.30 0.58 8 23 0.57 20
G+I 1.30 0.58 8 23 0.57 120
A+I 15000 1.30 0.58 8 23 0.57 120
A+I 1.30 0.58 8 20 0.48 1.5× 104

6 MAGNETIC FIELD ESTIMATIONS

In this section, we perform a rough estimation for the mag-
netic fields of the optical stars that can produce the ob-
served orbital-period derivatives of AX J1745.6-2901, KV
UMa, A0620-00, and Nova Muscae 1991 (systems in Table 1
of this paper and in Table A2 of Cherepashchuk et al. 2019
are also considered). Two different equations are used to
derive the magnetic fields, the first one is Equation (13),

and the second one is Equation 4 of Chen & Podsiadlowski
(2019).

Equation (13) was derived in supposition of the frozen
magnetic field, it led to Ṗ ∼ B2

d. Equation (4) by
Chen & Podsiadlowski (2019) was derived for the dipole
magnetic field of the optical star by Justham et al. (2006),
it led to Ṗ ∼ Bd. The first case (Ṗ ∼ B2

d) seems to be useful
to explain the empirical Skumanich law (Skumanich 2019),
also the supposition of the frozen magnetic field makes it
possible to avoid the discussion of the field structure. The
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second case also can be used for estimations, however the
structure of the field of the optical star at least in case of
Ap stars can be a matter of debates, the field can be a su-
perposition of collinear, centered, dipole, quadrupole, and
octupole components (Landstreet & Mathys 2000; Mathys
2017).

AX J1745.6-2901

The orbital period is Porb = 30063.74± 0.14 s (Hyodo et al.
2009), its derivative is Ṗorb = −4.03 ± 0.32 × 10−11 s s−1

(Ponti et al. 2017), the masses of both components are un-
certain, here we assume Ma = 1.4M⊙ for the neutron star
and Md = 0.8M⊙ for the optical donor following reasons
from the paper by (Ponti et al. 2017), the radius of the donor
star equals to the radius of its Roche lobe Rd = 0.88R⊙ (this
value can be estimated from the Kepler’s third law and as-
sumed masses of the stars in the system), the wind’s velocity
is taken to be equal to w = 2vesc (taking into account values
for massive stars, see, e.g., de Jager 1980), the escape veloc-
ity is vesc = 5.88 × 107 cm s−1. These values and Equation
13 give the induction value Bd ≈ 400 G.

For estimations using Equation 4 by
Chen & Podsiadlowski (2019) there is a need for sev-
eral other values of system parameters in addition to
quantities above. The X-ray luminosity in the low state
is Lx = 2 × 1035 erg s−1 (Maeda et al. 1996), it gives the
accretion rate Ṁa = 3 × 10−11M⊙ yr−1. The quantity of
the accretion rate onto the neutron star can be calculated,
for example, using equation (Lipunov 1992)

Lx =
ṀaGMa

2Rin

, (16)

where the radius of the inner border of the accretion disc Rin

equals to the radius of the neutron star ≈ 106 cm. The semi-
major axis of the system can be estimated using Kepler’s
third law with masses assumed above, so a ≈ 3R⊙. The
arbitrary parameter f is taken to be equal to 0.001 (as in the
paper by Chen & Podsiadlowski 2019) for all systems under
consideration. The subsequent estimation of the induction
of the magnetic field is Bd ≈ 1700 G.

KV UMa

According to González Hernández et al. (2012) the orbital
period is Porb = 0.16993404 ± 0.00000005 d, its derivative
is Ṗorb = −(5.8 ± 2.1) × 10−11 s s−1. The mass of the
black hole is Ma = (7.06 − 7.24)M⊙ (Cherepashchuk et al.
2019), the mass of the optical star is less certain and can
be Md = 0.20 ± 0.02M⊙ (González Hernández et al. 2012)
and Md = 0.10± 0.01M⊙ (Petrov et al. 2017) depending on
the mass ratio of the components obtained in these papers
(Cherepashchuk et al. 2019). For the purpose of this paper
we use the first value (Md = 0.20 ± 0.02M⊙), and there-
fore the semi-major axis of the binary and the radius of the
donor are assumed to be equal to 2.77R⊙ and 0.39R⊙ corre-
spondingly, the escape velocity is vesc = 4.44 × 107 cm s−1.
Equation (13) gives Bd ≈ 1500 G. Chen & Podsiadlowski
(2019) for Bd = 5000 G computed using their Equation (4)
Ṗorb = −5.3 × 10−11 s s−1 that is within the errors of the
observed value.

A0620-00

The orbital period is Porb = 0.323014 ± 0.000004 d
(McClintock & Remillard 1986), its derivative is Ṗorb =
−1.90±0.26×10−11 s s−1 (González Hernández et al. 2014).
The masses of the components are Ma = 6.61+0.23

−0.17M⊙ and
Md = 0.40±0.01M⊙ (González Hernández et al. 2014). The
semi-major axis of the system and the radius of the donor
are assumed to be equal to 4.17R⊙ and 0.74R⊙ correspond-
ingly, the escape velocity is vesc = 4.55 × 107 cm s−1.
Equation (13) gives Bd ≈ 400 G. Chen & Podsiadlowski
(2019) for Bd = 5000 G computed using their Equation (4)
Ṗorb = −6.1× 10−11 s s−1 that is several times greater than
the observed value.

Nova Muscae 1991

The orbital period is Porb = 0.432606 ± 0.000003 d
(Orosz et al. 1996), its derivative is Ṗorb = −6.56 ± 4.03 ×
10−10 s s−1 González Hernández et al. (2017). The masses
of the components are Ma = 11+2.1

−1.4M⊙ and Md = 0.89 ±
0.18M⊙ respectively (Wu et al. 2016). The semi-major axis
and radius of the donor are assumed to be equal to 6R⊙

and 1.16R⊙ correspondingly, the escape velocity is vesc =
5.37 × 107 cm s−1. Equation (13) gives Bd ≈ 1800 G.
Chen & Podsiadlowski (2019) for Bd = 5000 G computed
using their Equation (4) Ṗorb = −3.5 × 10−11 s s−1 that
is about 10 times less than the observed value, i.e., the re-
quired field should be about 50 000 G to explain the observed
derivative of the orbital period with mention formula.

Computed tracks

For the track in Table 1 for the stage “A+3, MSW” Rd =
0.56R⊙, vesc = 6.3× 107 cm s−1, Ṗ = −2.47 × 10−10 s s−1.
Combining these quantities and quantities from Table 1 and
substituting them into Equation (13) one can obtain the es-
timate of the required magnetic induction Bd ≈ 1800 G. For
the track in Table A2 by Cherepashchuk et al. (2019) for the
stage“BH+3, MSW”Rd = 0.38R⊙, vesc = 5.89×107 cm s−1,
Ṗ = −1.34 × 10−11 s s−1. Combining these quantities and
quantities from Table A2 by Cherepashchuk et al. (2019)
and substituting them into Equation (13) one can obtain
the estimate of the required magnetic induction Bd ≈ 1100
G.

7 DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

This paper is dedicated to the investigation of the influence
of the increased magnetic field of the optical star after the
common envelope interaction.

We successfully reproduced the current observational
limit on the part of anomalous neutron star X-ray novae
(with rapid decrease of the orbital period) among all neu-
tron star X-ray novae with known parameters (at least one
system with accelerated approach of components among sev-
eral tens of known X-ray novae with orbital periods . 0.5 d),
the result can be found in Figures 2 and 3 (Figure 1 makes
it possible to choose the value of αCE for subsequent cal-
culations). The value of λMSW required for the appropriate
acceleration is 0.8 − 0.6 for systems with Roche lobe filling
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optical stars and 0.4−0.15 for binaries with optical stars that
do not fill their Roche lobes. These λMSW limits mean less
increase of the magnetic field in comparison with three black
hole X-ray novae with accelerated approach of components
(KV UMa, A0620-00, Nova Muscae), where λMSW = 0.13
(Cherepashchuk et al. 2019).

The estimated values of the magnetic field induction
(using Equation (13) in this paper) for all four anomalous
X-ray novae are following: Bd ≈ 400 G (AX J1745.6-2901),
Bd ≈ 1500 G (KV UMa), Bd ≈ 400 G (A0620-00), Bd ≈
1800 G (Nova Muscae). For AX J1745.6-2901 the induc-
tion estimated using Equation (4) by Chen & Podsiadlowski
(2019) is Bd ≈ 1500 G, parameters of accelerated approach
of components in KV UMa, A0620-00, Nova Muscae were
estimated by Chen & Podsiadlowski (2019) for Bd ≈ 5000.
They found Ṗ close to observed values in KV UMa and
A0620-00, but their Ṗ estimate in Nova Muscae was about
10 times less than the observed value (i.e. the required field
should be ≈ 50 000 G).

Tables 1 and 2 describe the difference in the evolution
between the track with the standard magnetic stellar wind
(λMSW = 1.0) and the track with the amplified magnetic
field during the common envelope stage (λMSW = 0.1). It can
be seen that this amplification makes the binary closer before
the supernova explosion and potentially can change the final
state of the system. In case of ordinary magnetic wind the
system can survive in the same state during a lot of billions
of years (practically longer than the age of the Universe).
The amplified magnetic field makes the angular momentum
losses much stronger. It can lead to a debatable final: to the
unlimited approach of the components with the formation
of Thorne-Zhytkow object, or to the stop of the magnetic
stellar wind if the convection penetrates the radiative core
of the optical star during the process of mass loss by this
star. The required magnetic field induction for the track in
Table 1 is Bd ≈ 1800 G. For the black hole track in Table
A2 by Cherepashchuk et al. (2019) it is Bd ≈ 1100 G.

Van et al. (2019) studied how different prescriptions of
the magnetic stellar wind can affect the evolution of low
mass X-ray binaries with accreting neutron stars. They
found that the standard description of the magnetic stel-
lar wind obtained from the Skumanich law (λMSW = 1.0
in terms used in this paper) cannot reproduce all observed
binaries (“default” prescription by Van et al. 2019). “Con-
vection busted”, “intermediate” and “wind boosted” scenar-
ios allowed them to partially or practically fully describe
studied binaries with greater angular momentum losses
via the magnetic stellar wind in comparison with classi-
cal values, i.e. their results are compatible with our conclu-
sion about the amplification of the magnetic stellar wind
losses after the common envelope phase. However, direct
detailed comparisons of results in this paper and in paper
by (Cherepashchuk et al. 2019) with results by Van et al.
(2019) and by Chen & Podsiadlowski (2019) are not possi-
ble, because in our calculations there are only initial and fi-
nal parameters within one evolutionary stage, internal struc-
ture of stars and other parameters as functions between
these states (within the same stage) are not calculated by
SCENARIO MACHINE code (Tables 1 and 2).

Chen & Podsiadlowski (2019) considered several pro-
cesses that can change the orbital angular momentum of
the X-ray low mass binary system. As the strongest mag-

netic field in the most favourable for the magnetic brak-
ing case they took the surface magnetic field 5 kG, the
magnetic braking was taken into account in the form by
Spruit & Ritter (1983); Rappaport et al. (1983) and the ad-
ditional braking due to the increase of the mass loss via
the induced stellar wind (which also interacts with the mag-
netic field of the optical star) in the form by Justham et al.
(2006). They came to a conclusion that the magnetic brak-
ing can produce the orbital period derivative value that is
equal to maximum of 10% of observed values in Nova Muscae
1991, the optical star in KV UMa indicated as potentially
not producing magnetic brake, because its mass is too low
and the star should be fully convective. However, the nor-
mal star in the KV UMa system is able to still possess a
radiative core (if the core during its evolution was enriched
by helium) at least until its mass drops to the mass about
0.1M⊙ (Iben & Tutukov 1984; Tutukov et al. 1985), there-
fore it also is able to possess the magnetic stellar wind.

Calculations by Ohlmann et al. (2016) showed the
growth of the magnetic field strength up to 100 kGs dur-
ing the common envelope stage. Despite the fact that field
strengths in their calculations were for “diagnostic pur-
poses”, they came to a conclusion that these strengths
can be relevant for red luminous novae. The work by
Ohlmann et al. (2016) considered magnetohydrodynamical
simulations of the dynamical spiral-in during the common
envelop phase of the system “2M⊙ red giant + 1M⊙ main
sequence star”. The systems considered here and in the work
by Cherepashchuk et al. (2019) are very significantly differ-
ent in masses, so the evolution of the magnetic field of the
secondary star in them during the common envelope stage
should be computed specifically. In our calculations we as-
sumed that the field can grow, and therefore the angular mo-
mentum losses via the stellar magnetic wind can also grow
far beyond usually used estimations.

In addition, if the donor’s core is slightly evolved it can
remain radiative for a longer time down to less masses during
the accretion process (see, e.g., Figure 2 by Iben & Tutukov
1984, model “N6”). It makes possible to keep the magnetic
braking on for a longer time. Therefore the increase of the
magnetic field in the common envelope as the explanation
of the increased rate of the approach of binary compo-
nents to each other can be valid in all four systems under
consideration here and in paper by (Cherepashchuk et al.
2019),including KV UMa where the mass of the optical star
is less than the lower level for the structure “radiative core
+ convective envelope” for the standard chemical compo-
sition, but the radiative core can still survive due to the
changes in its chemical composion during its evolution, as
can be seen in model “N6” in Figure 2 by Iben & Tutukov
1984. However, the disrupted magnetic braking when the
core becomes fully convective seem to be confirmed by popu-
lation synthesis studies and observational statistics (see, e.g.,
Politano & Weiler 2006; Schreiber et al. 2010), that is why
the final fate of the system in Table 1 is uncertain (the tidal
disruption of the star during the fast unlimited approach
of the donor to the relativistic object or the disruption of
the magnetic braking and further slow evolution under the
radiation of graviational waves).

It seems that the mechanism by Applegate (1992) and
the influence of the third body potentially can be ruled out
as explanations of discussed anomalies, because all X-ray no-

MNRAS 000, 1–11 (2021)



10 A. I. Bogomazov et al.

vae with the anomalous rate of change of the orbital period
(KV UMa, A0620-00 Nova Muscae 1991, AX J1745.6-2901)
have the negative time derivative. Their orbital periods de-
crease more rapidly than expected, whereas in case of os-
cillations of the orbital period due to the orbital motion of
the center of mass of the binary system around the center
of mass of the triple system or due to oscillations of the op-
tical star’s shape the change of the orbital period can also
be positive, and the observed orbital period can grow too.

The strongest known magnetic field of a non-degenerate
star is the magnetic field of HD 215441 (it is an Ap star) that
equals to about 34 kG (Babcock 1960; Romanyuk 2021) and
even higher in some models (Landstreet & Mathys 2000).
So, even the highest estimations the required magnetic field
in our scenario are of the same order of magnitude as cases
that are already known in nature.

Finally we can conclude that the fast decrease of the
orbital period of AX J1745.6-2901 can be explained by the
increase the angular momentum loss in the magnetic stel-
lar wind of the optical star, where the magnetic field was
strongly amplified in the common envelope before the su-
pernova explosion. This amplification can be less in compari-
son with X-ray novae with black holes (Cherepashchuk et al.
2019). This statement does not contradict other explana-
tions or replace other mechanisms that can lower the angular
momentum of the binary star, all of them can work together
(they are the gravitational radiation, the non-conservative
mass transfer, the interaction with the circumbinary disc,
the magnetic stellar wind, including the magnetic stellar
wind with amplified angular momentum outflow) with dif-
ferent efficiencies.

In this research we assumed that the field generated
during the common envelope stage penetrates the whole star
and remains until the decay of the magnetic field when the
core of the optical star becames convective. Ohlmann et al.
(2016) did not make direct estimations of the lifetime of this
generated field, indirectly it seems that they suppose the
same as we do in this study, because they try to compare
the field strength of their output of the common envelope
with magnetic field of white dwarfs. The angular momen-
tum loss by cataclysmic variables (post common envelope
binaries with white dwarfs) can be adequately described us-
ing λMSW = 1 (Iben & Tutukov 1984), our results for X-
ray novae with neutron stars and black holes show the less
value of this parameter (see also Van et al. 2019). Therefore
the dependence of the potential field generation and/or a
possible difference of the lifetime of the amplified field on
the mass of the components of the common envelope bi-
nary should be carefully studied along with the structure
of this field. Ohlmann et al. 2016 only considered the dipole
field, whereas the field structure can be more complicated
(Landstreet & Mathys 2000; Mathys 2017). A potential role
of the optical star’s rotation with a rate faster than the syn-
chronous rate also can be a matter of a special study for hy-
pothetical binaries that are young enough to keep the faster
rotation (see Equaiton 12).
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