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ABSTRACT

The majority of massive stars reside in binary systems, which are expected to experience mass transfer during their evolution. How-
ever, so far the conditions under which mass transfer leads to a common envelope, and thus possibly to a merging of both stars,
are not well understood. Main uncertainties arise from the possible swelling of the mass gainer, and from angular momentum loss
from the binary system, during non-conservative mass transfer. We have computed a dense grid of detailed models of stars accreting
mass at constant rates, to determine their radius increase due to their thermal disequilibrium. While we find that models with faster
than thermal timescale accretion generally expand, this expansion remains quite limited in the intermediate mass regime even for
accretion rates which exceed the thermal timescale accretion rate by a factor of 100. Our models of massive accretion stars expand to
extreme radii under those conditions. When the accretion rate exceed the Eddington accretion rate, our models expand dynamically.
We have derived analytical fits to the radius evolution of our models and a prescription for the borderline between stable mass transfer
and mergers for arbitrary accretion efficiencies. We then apply our results to grids of binary models adopting various constant mass
transfer efficiencies and angular momentum budgets. We find that the former parameter has the stronger effect on the outcome of the
Roche lobe overflow. Our results are consistent with detailed binary evolution models, and often lead to a smaller initial parameter
space for stable mass transfer than other recipes in the literature. We use this method to investigate the origin of the Wolf-Rayet stars
with O star companions in the Small Magellanic Cloud, and find that the efficiency of the mass transfer process which lead to the
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formation of the Wolf-Rayet star was likely below 50%.

. Introduction

1
Binary stars play a key role in stellar physics, since most mas-
sive stars, which enrich the universe with elements and shape
star forming galaxies by their energy output, are part of a binary
system (Vanbeveren et al. [1998} Sana et al.| 2012} Moe & Di
O [Stefano|[2017), which may lead to powerful phenomena like X-
00 ray pulsars (Tauris & van den Heuvel|[2006) and gravitational
wave events (Tauris & van den Heuvel |2023)). Interacting bi-
ﬁ'. naries are an important site of stellar nucleosynthesis (de Mink
) let al.|2009bj Margutti & Chornock|2021)) and those of low mass
<~ are possible progenitors of Type Ia supernovae, which are essen-
(\J tial for mapping the Universe (Riess et al.|[ 1998} |Schmidt et al.
5 1998; Perlmutter et al.||[1999).
S Close binaries will sooner or later interact (Sana et al.|[2012)),
>< but what the outcome is when one component fills its Roche lobe
@
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is still under debate (Langer||2012; [Marchant & Bodensteiner
2023). A Roche-lobe overflow (RLO) where material is trans-
ferred steadily from one star to the other (e.g. [Kippenhahn &
Weigert||1967) is believed to lead to a stripped star in form of a
hot sub-dwarf (Shenar et al.|2020a; [Bodensteiner et al.|2020) or
a Wolf-Rayet (WR) star (Langer|1989} Wellstein et al.[2001)) and
a mass gainer which was spun up to fast rotation if the tides are
negligible (de Mink et al.[2013; 'Wang et al.[2020), observable as
a Be star (Rivinius et al.[2013)). If the RLO is dynamical unstable
or the two components evolve into contact, a common envelope
is formed which may be ejected (Kruckow et al.|[2016) or drives
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the system towards a stellar merger (Ivanova et al.|2013}Schnei-
der et al.|2019). Even if such a scenario is avoided, it is unclear
how much of the material lost by the donor star is accreted by
its companion (de Mink et al.|2007) and how much angular mo-
mentum the ejected material drains from the system (Soberman
et al.|1997)).

Several studies in the literature address these questions. A
classical approach is to determine the mass-radius exponent of
stellar models, which was done by e.g. [Hjellming & Webbink
(1987) for polytropes, and for more realistic stellar models by
Hjellming|(1989bla) and most recently by |Ge et al.| (2010, 2015
2020). [Wellstein et al. (2001) examine the formation of contact
in conservative detailed binary evolution models. Langer et al.
(2020); 'Wang et al.| (2020); |Sen et al.| (2022) determine the ac-
cretion efficiency by letting the accretor take on mass until it
reaches critical rotation and use an energy criterion to determine
the outcome of a RLO.

Kippenhahn & Meyer-Hofmeister| (1977) and Neo et al.
(1977) showed that the accretor expands if the inflow of mat-
ter is too fast (see also|Ulrich & Burger|1976} Flannery & Ulrich
1977; Packet & De Greve||1979; [Fujimoto & Iben|1989). If this
expansion is large enough that the accretor also fills its Roche-
lobe, one expects the formation of a common envelope, and after
further expansion that material leaves the binary at the second
Lagrange point (L2 overflow), which is expected to lead to the
merger of the two stars as the expelled material drains a large
amount of angular momentum from the system (Nariai & Sug-
1moto||1976). |Pols et al.| (1991) inferred from the work of |Kip-
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penhahn & Meyer-Hofmeister| (1977) that the accretor does not
expand significantly as long as its accretion rate remains smaller
than ten times its thermal timescale accretion rate. This approach
is commonly used in many binary population studies (e.g. [Hur-
ley et al.[2002} Shao & Li2014} 2016} Vigna-G6mez et al.[2018];
van Son et al.[2022), where the mass gain of the accretor is often
limited by the thermal timescale accretion rate when the mass
transfer rate exceeds this value (see |[Portegies Zwart & Verbunt
(1996) and [Toonen et al.| (2012) for a more detailed approach).
Other works do not consider the reaction of the accretor, and
adopt more ad hoc merger criteria (e.g. [Belczynski et al.|2002}
2008; [Kruckow et al.|2018]).

In the last decades powerful codes like the one of [Eggleton
(1971}, [1972], [1973)); [Eggleton et al.| (1973), BEC (Heger et al.
2000; [Yoon et al.[[2006}; Brott et al.|[2011)), the Brussels codes
STAREVOL and BINSTAR (Siess et al.[|2000; [Siess|20006; [Pala-
cios et al.|[2006; [Siess & Arnould|2008; [Davis et al.[[2013}; [De-
schamps et al.|2013;[Siess et al.[2013), and MESA (Paxton et al.
2011}, 2013} [2015] 2018|, 2019) were developed for the detailed
modelling of both single and binary stars. However, even today
it is still a large effort to model a complete stellar population
with these one-dimensional approaches. Therefore rapid popu-
lation synthesis codes have been developed, which approximate
the evolution of binary systems either by analytic fits (e.g. Hur-
ley et al.|2002)) or by interpolation of precalculated single star
models (e.g. Kruckow et al.|[2018)). Thus, it is one aim of this
study to provide a practical and efficient method to determine
the outcome of a RLO without the need for detailed modelling.

Our study consists of two parts. In Sect. 2] we analyse a
generic set of accreting detailed single star models to find an
accurate and practical description of their radius evolution, as
function of the relevant parameters. The second part (Sect. [3)
is dedicated to the application of our results to grids of binary
models, which we also compare to observation. Throughout the
paper, we will compare our simplified models with detailed bi-
nary evolution models.

2. Accretion on main-sequence stars
2.1. Method

We calculated detailed single-star models of Small Magellanic
Cloud (SMC) metallicity with initial chemical compositions as
in Brott et al.| (2011) and custom-built OPAL opacities (Iglesias
& Rogers|1996) in line with these abundances. The initial masses
M, of the models are 1, 1.5, 2, 3, 5,7, 10, 15, 20, 30, 50, 70, and
100M,, and we assumed various constant accretion rates M (see
Fig. 1] top, [A.T] and [A.Z), using MESA version 10108 (Paxton!
et al.|2011} 2013} 2015 2018)). We applied the Ledoux crite-
rion for convection and used standard mixing-length theory with
am = 1.5. We followed|Schootemeijer et al.[(2019) and Hastings
et al.[|(2021) and used semiconvection with @, = 10 and a mass-
dependent step-overshooting. We assume thermohaline mixing
following (Cantiello & Langer| (2010) with @y, = 1. We simplify
our models by treating them as non-rotating. After the stellar
models have relaxed onto the main-sequence, they are subjected
to a constant accretion of material that carries the same entropy
as the model’s uppermost mass shell. We let the models accrete
until they have quintupled in mass, at which point we terminate
the calculations.
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Fig. 1. Evolution of our accreting single star models. Top: Evolution of
the 5SM-models in the HRD for different accretion rates (indicated by
colour). Stably swelling models are shown with solid lines and unstable
models with dashed lines. We also show the ZAMS (black) and various
lines of constant radius (grey). Bottom: Radius of accreting models as
a function of mass. For each initial mass the colours are the same as
in the corresponding HRDs (top panel, Fig. and [A2). Models that
become unstable are indicated by dashed lines. Some are so short that
they are hardly visible. The ZAMS radius is shown in black.

2.2. Results
2.2.1. Behaviour of accreting main-sequence star models

We show the tracks of our 5My-models in the Hertzsprung—
Russell diagram (HRD) in Fig. [I] (top), which are typical for our
model grid. We have indicated the different adopted accretion
rates by colour. The corresponding diagram for the other initial
masses are given in Fig. [A.T| and [A.2] In the bottom panel we
show the radius evolution as a function of the models’ mass M
up to its maximum radius.

The stellar models with the lower accretion rates follow a
common pattern. At the onset of accretion they briefly evolve
to the left of the zero-age main-sequence (ZAMS) as a hydro-
dynamic response to the accretion only to rapidly increase their
radius R thereafter. The increase in radius is larger for higher ac-
cretion rates. After reaching a maximum radius Ry,,x at a mass
Mpg—g,,, the models contract again towards the ZAMS. From
there they evolve along the ZAMS as they still accrete mate-
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Fig. 2. Initial mass and adopted accretion rate for our stable (green)
and unstable (red) models. Not all models are shown as we focus on the
borderline between stable and unstable models at high masses. The blue
lines indicate the Eddington accretion rate assuming electron-scattering
opacity.

rial. We call these models stable models or models with stable
swelling.

The two models with the highest accretion rates of Fig. [I]
(top, yellow and cyan lines) show a different evolution from the
stable models, as their lines so short that they are barely visible in
the two plots. In fact, these models barely accrete any mass and
terminate shortly after the onset of the accretion due to numerical
problems, as the time step becomes unreasonably small. We call
these models unstable models or models with unstable swelling.

We observe the same patterns for the models of other masses
(Fig. [AJ] and [A2). The larger the accretion rate, the larger is
the maximum radius of the models, and beyond a certain accre-
tion rate the models terminate due to numerical problems. For
initial masses above 10M, the unstable models show a large in-
crease in radius before they terminate (Fig. [T} bottom, dashed
lines). This extends the interpretation of the unstable models to
the description that, above a certain accretion rate, a small in-
crease in mass causes the star to expand by a very large amount.
Consider, for instance, the models with an initial mass of 15M
in Fig. 1| (bottom). From 1 - 10~ M /yr (blue) to 3 - 1073 My /yr
(green) the swelling becomes stronger, but at an accretion rate of
6-1073 My/ yr (red) the mass-radius-curve becomes nearly ver-
tical. Furthermore, for initial masses above 10M, we find that
with increasing mass a stable radius increase becomes less pos-
sible, and from 30M,, on the models either accrete stably along
the ZAMS or become unstable.

Between the stable and unstable regimes we find three bor-
derline models: 2My with M = 2 - 107 My/yr, TM, with
M = 2-1073 My/yr, and 10M, with M = 2.5 - 1073 My/yr.
These models have in common (in contrast to the other stable
ones) that they reach their maximum radius as red (super) gi-
ants, and that their tracks in the HRD depict a lower curvature at
maximum radius. In Fig. |I| (bottom) we see that the three bound-
ary models reach the largest radii of all stable models of the same
initial mass, and show a plateau in this. We assume that the un-
stable models would show the same behaviour as the borderline
models if they could be calculated further, which is supported by
the binary models presented in Sect.[2.3.2}
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Fig. 3. Maximum radius of accreting models as a function of initial mass
and the ratio of thermal and mass transfer timescales. Unstable models
are shown in red. Special symbols are used for selected accretion rates.
The two black lines distinguish between stable and unstable models.

‘We can understand whether a model accretes stably or not by
considering the Eddington accretion rate, given by

4mreR
Mgqq = ,
K

ey

where ¢ is the speed of light, R is the stellar radius and « the
opacity (Tauris & van den Heuvel|2023). By assuming R oc M9,
which fits our ZAMS models well (Kippenhahn et al.[2013)) and
k = 0.34cm?/g, which is a good approximation for M > 10Mo,
we find

0.6
Meaa ~ 12107 Mo /yr]| - (ﬁ) )

Mo

In Fig. 2] we show the initial mass and the adopted accretion rate
of our models. The blue continuous line shows the Eddington ac-
cretion rate and the dashed line assumes an opacity of twice the
electron-scattering value, which approximates the total opacity
in the outer envelope of our models. The latter matches well to
the borderline between the stable and the unstable models. This
means, that our models become unstable if the accretion rate ex-
ceeds the Eddington accretion rate of the accretor.

2.2.2. Analytic fits

To provide a description of the response of the stellar models to

accretion, Fig.[3]shows a synopsis of our models. We express the

accretion rate in terms of the logarithmic ratio
T

t = log AL

™

3

of the thermal timescale Ty and the mass gain timescale 7, at
the onset of accretion, which are defined as

3GM?
= —, 4
TKH 4RL @
M
Ty = ﬁ’ (5)

where L is the luminosity and G is the gravitational constant
(Hansen et al.|2004} Kippenhahn et al.[|2013). We find that the
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Fig. 4. Logarithmic radius increase r of accreting models as a func-
tion of initial mass and the ratio of thermal and mass transfer timescale
together with our fit (lines) for selected initial masses (top) and for se-
lected timescale ratios (bottom).

boundary between stable and unstable models can be described
by two simple lines, which are given by

_ J1.65 +3log M;, ©)
max M; > 2Mo.

3 -1.5log M;,

For masses above 2M, we find that our models become more
unstable with increasing initial mass. Models below that show
the opposite trend. Also, the closer a model of a given initial
mass is to the boundary, the larger is its maximum radius. For
a fixed ¢, the maximum radius is minimal around M; = 2M,.
Near the boundary, the maximum radii are up to 100 times larger
than the ZAMS radii. For models with ¢ = log Txy/7y; < O the
swelling is negligible.

In order to incorporate our results into a rapid binary popula-
tion synthesis code, we fitted simple functions to the logarithmic
radius increase r = log Ry.x/R; and the mass increase to reach
the maximum radius m = Mg_g  /M; as functions of the initial
mass M; and the logarithmic timescale ratio ¢. For the function
r we require that r(r = 0) = 0 and that it reaches values of 2 at
the boundary towards the unstable models, which roughly corre-
sponds to the radius increase of the three borderline models.
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Fig. 5. Mass at which accreting models reach their largest radius as
a function of initial mass and the ratio of thermal and mass-transfer
timescale together with our fit for selected initial masses (top) and for
selected timescale ratios (bottom).

Table 1. Parameters found for Eq. [7| and |8 as well as the root-mean-
square relative deviation d,,s and the maximum relative deviation O py.

Eq. Eq.

544 £0.53 0.0709 +0.0149

a
b 238+0.27 0.185+0.011
c - 1.028 + 0.020

Orms 0.28 0.04

Omax 1.60 0.11

We find a good fit for Ry,,x with the function

exp [(a log M; + b)m] -1 o

log M, 1) =2 -
r(log ) exp [alogM; +b] — 1

with the parameters a and b given in Table [T} Note that 7 is not
divided by #may as in Eq.[6] but only by the second line of the for-
mula. We show the values of the detailed models as well as our
fit function in Fig. ] The data and the fit are in good agreement,
as the root-mean-square relative deviation and the maximum rel-
ative deviation are reasonably small (Table[T).
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For the mass at the maximum radius, we find the linear func-
tion given by
m(log M;,t) = alog M; + bt + ¢ 8)

fits well. The parameters a, b, ¢ are listed in Table E} The values
of the detailed models and the fit are shown in Fig.[5]

2.3. Discussion

In this section we discuss the uncertainties of our prescrip-
tion (Sect. [2.3.1) and compare it with detailed binary models

(Sect.[2.3.2) and previous works (Sect.[2.3.3).

2.3.1. Uncertainties

In our models we have omitted stellar rotation for simplicity.
However, rotation is a ubiquitous phenomenon observed in stars
(Maeder & Meynet|2000; |Langer|2012). It has several effects on
stars. First of all, there is the deformation of the stellar surface
due to the centrifugal force (e.g. Kippenhahn et al.|2013)). This
effect can increase the equatorial radius by a factor of up to 1.5.
This number is within the uncertainty of our prediction for the
accretion induced swelling (Sect. 2.2). Moderate rotation does
not alter stellar evolution much (Brott et al.|[2011; (Chor et al.
2016)), so the expected corotation in close binaries (de Mink et al.
2009a)) and the fast rotating branch of the main sequence (Dufton
et al.|2013} [Wang et al.[2020) are not affected.

On the other hand it is generally accepted that mass transfer
leads to a spin-up of the accretor star to close to critical rotation
(de Mink et al.|[2013)). |[Packet (1981) showed, that only a small
amount of matter is required to spin up the star to critical rota-
tion. Thus all our models should rotate critically very soon. The
induced rotational mixing (Heger et al.[|2000} 2005) may help to
incorporate the incoming material into the star and thus prevent
or enhance the swelling of the accretor. The first case this is sup-
ported by the observation that an accreting stellar model close
to the Hayashi lines (where models are fully convective and thus
well mixed) can accrete a large amount of matter with only a
small further swelling (e.g. Fig [I} bottom, purple line starting
at 7M,,). Stellar rotation might also affect the orbital evolution
through spin-orbit coupling by tides (e.g.Zahn[1977).

It is likely that the accretion rate is not constant, but varies
as in the models of,|Langer et al.|(2020), Wang et al.| (2020)) and
Sen et al.| (2022), in their case due to the rotational inhibition
of accretion. The variation can also be due to the evolution of
the Roche lobe radius. For a strong variation, as in the former
example, probably only the time interval with the most efficient
accretion matters, and |Ge et al.| (2015) argue that the latter ef-
fect is negligible. Also, for a strongly varying accretion rate, the
assumption we will make in Eq. ]is no longer valid.

We have assumed that the material arriving at the accretor
has the same entropy as its surface. |[Paxton et al.[(2015) give a
timescale argumentwhich indicates that this is always true. How-
ever, according to the stellar structure equations (e.g. |Kippen-
hahn et al.|[2013| eqgs. (4.45) to (4.47)) a change in entropy af-
fects the luminosity and, by the Stefan-Boltzmann law, the radius
of the star. Whether the swelling is enhanced or diminished de-
pends on the actual entropy of the material, which is controlled
by the initial entropy and the accretion mechanism, and requires
further analysis. Whether the swelling of the star can lead to
a change from accretion via a Keplerian disk to direct impact
(Petrovic et al.[[2005) and the consequences to the arriving en-
tropy need to be addressed.

2.3.2. Comparison with detailed binary models

To validate our results, we compare our fits with detailed binary
models undergoing RLO calculated with MESA (see Sect. [2.T)).
The adopted initial masses and initial periods are listed in Ta-
ble[2] We use the same physical assumptions as in Sect.[2.1] and
the structure of both binary components is calculated in paral-
lel with the evolution of the orbit. The models are assumed to
be non-rotating, as we are not interested in the radius increase
due to this effect. We assumed a constant accretion efficiency
of ¢ = 50%, and that the ejected material carries the specific
angular momentum of the accretor (Soberman et al.|[1997). We
have used the mass transfer scheme roche_lobe. To be able
to measure the maximum accretor radius, we allow the accretor
to overfill its L2-volume without losing mass or terminating the
calculation.

The mass-radius evolution of the 10M,, accretors is shown
in Fig. [6] together with estimates according to Eq.[7]and [§] based
on the maximum mass transfer rate of the models (X-symbols).
In general we find satisfactory agreement. Typically we miss
the maximum radius by no more than a factor of 2. Models
#2 (orange) and #3 (green) stay at large and relatively constant
radii for a while, similar to the borderline models mentioned in
Sect. [2.2.1] They also swell unstably according to Eq. [7] and [8]
Models #4, #8, #12 are not shown because the calculations ter-
minated due to numerical problems (time step limit) shortly after
the onset of RLO. Typically, our recipe yields smaller accretor
radii than in detailed calculations, making it a rather conservative
estimate of L2 overflow.

There are two main reason for the differences between
our approach and the detailed models. Our fitting function
(Sect.[2.2.2) is very steep, and thus small uncertainties can lead
to large changes in the resulting maximum radius. This could
be improved with a denser model grid and a refined fit. Second,
the accretion rate imposed by the donor is time dependent and
a notable deposition of material on the mass gainer before the
maximum mass transfer rate is reached could change our predic-
tion. Considering a time dependent mass transfer rate is beyond
the scope of our approach.

2.3.3. Comparison with previous work

Numerical experiments for accreting stars have been carried
out by [Kippenhahn & Meyer-Hofmeister| (1977) and |[Neo et al.
(1977). They arrive at the same qualitative result as our study,
namely that the maximum stellar radii increase as the accretion
rate increases. If we compare the tracks in our HRDs with those
of Kippenhahn & Meyer-Hofmeister| (1977, their fig. 1-3) and
Neo et al.| (1977, fig. 1), we find that the evolutionary tracks of
Neo et al.|(1977), like ours, intersect each other for a given initial
mass, but those of Kippenhahn & Meyer-Hofmeister| (1977) do
not. On the other hand, we find similarities between both fig. 4 of
Kippenhahn & Meyer-Hofmeister| (1977) and fig. 4 of Neo et al.
(1977) and our Fig. E] (bottom), not only in shape of the tracks
but also in terms of critical accretion rate. Neo et al.|(1977) find
that an accretion rate greater than 4 - 1073 M, /yr is required for
a 20M model to be unstable. We find a slightly lower rate of
3. 1073 My/yr. Similarly, for the SM, and the 10M, models,
we also find slightly lower critical accretion rates compared to
Kippenhahn & Meyer-Hofmeister| (1977). The differences could
be caused by the used opacities, first because the old models did
not include the iron-peak opacity and secondly we used a lower
metallicity, which also enters the opacity and thus the Eddington
limit.
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Table 2. Initial masses M;; and M»; and initial orbital periods P; of our detailed binary models and the case of RLO through which they pass. We
distringuish between Case B with a donor with radiative (Br) and convective (Bc) envelope. We display the outcomes of the RLO according to
the detailed binary models (Sect[2.3.2), the radius estimate using the maximum mass transfer rate of the detailed binary models (x in Fig.[6), the
radius estimate based on Eq.[9] (+ in Fig.[6), and the outcome from Sect. [3.2] We qualify the stability of the swelling and the occurrence of L2
overflow (L20), contact, or neither (donor stripping).

outcome outcome outcome outcome
# M;/My My/My; P;j/d Case det. model with max (M) with Eq. @ of Sect.
1 10 4 1.8 A stable, L.20 stable, L20 stable, stripping L20
2 10 4 10 Br unstable, L20 unstable, L20 unstable, L20 L20
3 10 4 56 Br unstable, L20 unstable, L.20 unstable, L20 L20
4 10 4 316 Bce no solution unstable, L20 unstable, L20 L20
5 10 6 1.8 A stable, stripping  stable, stripping  stable, stripping  stripping
6 10 6 10 Br  stable, stripping stable, stripping  stable, stripping  stripping
7 10 6 56 Br stable, .20 stable, contact unstable, L20 L20
8 10 6 316 Bce no solution unstable, L20 unstable, L20 L20
9 10 8 1.8 A stable, stripping  stable, stripping  stable, stripping  stripping
10 10 8 10 Br  stable, stripping  stable, stripping  stable, stripping  stripping
11 10 8 56 Br  stable, stripping  stable, stripping  stable, stripping L20
12 10 8 316 Bce no solution unstable, L20 unstable, L20 L20
13 30 12 1.8 A unstable, L20 stable, L20 stable, stripping  stripping
14 30 12 10 Br unstable, L20 unstable, L20 unstable, L20 L20
15 30 12 56 Br unstable, L20 unstable, L20 unstable, L20 L20
16 30 12 316 Br unstable, L20 unstable, L20 unstable, L20 L20

Pols et al.| (1991); [Pols & Marinus| (1994) state that the
response of the accretor becomes important when the thermal
timescale is ten times larger than the accretion timescale, i.e. for
t = 1. In contrast, we find that the radius of the accretor already
deviates from equilibrium when the accretion timescale is equal
to the thermal timescale (r = 0) and the swelling becomes un-
stable at 7 = f;,. Our .« 1S mass dependent in contrast to their
mass independent limit of # = 1. However, these studies and sub-
sequent work (e.g./Shao & Li2014} 2016} |Schneider et al.[2015))
assume that the unstable swelling leads to a reduced accretion
efficiency rather than a merger.

Very recently, a similar study was put forward by [Zhao et al.
(2024), who calculated accreting models at Solar metallicity.
Their models behave qualitatively as our models, but a close in-
spection reveals, that our models swell less for the same accre-
tion rate. For example, our 5My-model with M = 1073 My /yr
reaches about 120R,, while theirs swells to around 600R. This
behaviour may relate to the metallicity dependence of the opac-
ity (cf. Sect. 2.2.1). A higher metallicity increases the opacity,
which in turn decreases the Eddington accretion rate. This means
that for increasing metallicity the borderline between stable and
unstable accretion moves to smaller timescale ratios #. The mag-
nitude of the shift is hard to estimate from the combined model
data. Their 5My-model with M = 1073 M /yr appears to be what
we call a borderline model, our comparable model accretes sta-
bly and our 5Mg-model with M = 1.5 - 1073 My/yr is unsta-
ble. Form that we can estimate that the shift of the borderline
between stable and unstable accretion may be less than 0.2 dex
when going from SMC to Solar metallicity.

3. Predictions for L2 overflow

In this Section, we apply our model for the swelling of the accre-
tor star to model grids of binary systems. We follow the evolution
of the accretor radius and of its Roche radius. We then determine
the conditions under which the accretor overfills its Roche lobe,
leading at first to contact and with further overfilling to an L2
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overflow. We assume that the latter leads to a merger of the two
stars (Nariai & Sugimotol|[1976).

3.1. Method

We model the binary systems in our grid based on detailed non-
rotating single star models computed with MESA version 10108
(Paxton et al.|[2011}, 2013} 2015, 2018)). The initial masses are
8, 10, 15, 20, 30, 50, 70, and 100M, and the physical assump-
tions are identical to those in Sect. 2.1] unless otherwise stated.
We use overshooting (ao, = 0.33) and semiconvection (as. = 1)
as in [Wang et al.| (2020) to avoid central helium ignition in the
Hertzsprung gap (Schootemeijer et al.|2019), as the following
Case C behaves differently than Case B mass transfer, and to
better compare our results with [Wang| (2022). We ran our mod-
els until central helium depletion and used them to model the
evolution of the donor star. For the accretor star, we assume no
evolution, which is justified for mass ratios away from unity, and
interpolate between the ZAMS models to build a binary grid for
each donor mass with mass ratios from 0.1 to 0.95 in steps of
0.05 and orbital periods from 107%3d ~ 0.3d to 10*3d ~ 3000d
in steps of 0.25 dex.

For each combination of initial donor mass M;, initial accre-
tor mass M»; and initial orbital period, we determine the Roche
radius of the donor using the fit formula from Eggleton| (1983)).
If the Roche radius is equal to the stellar radius of a hydrogen
core-burning donor model (RLO Case A), we calculate the post-
RLO donor mass Ms according to Schiirmann et al. (in prep.,
eq. 4). If the Roche radius is equal to the stellar radius of a hy-
drogen shell-burning model (RLO Case B) or a helium-burning
model (RLO Case C), we use the helium core-mass of the donor
as the post-RLO donor mass Mjs.

Next we determine the logarithmic timescale-ratio ¢ (Eq. [3).
The thermal timescale of the accretor star is given by Eq. [ using
the ZAMS values. The mass-transfer timescale can be calculated
using Eq. 5| M, is given by by —M, which in turn can be esti-
mated by M| =~ (Ms — My;)/txu1. The mass transfer efficiency
& is assumed to be constant during the RLO and is a free param-
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Fig. 6. Mass-radius evolution (solid line) of detailed accretor models for
different initial periods (colour) and initial accretor masses (top 4Mo,
middle 6M, bottom 8M,). The donor always has an initial mass of
10M,,. The size of the accretor’s Roche-lobe and L2-sphere are shown
as dashed and dotted lines. We have used X-symbols to indicate the

maximum of the mass-radius curve (Rmax, Mg=r,,,) according to Eq. |Z|

and 8] based on the maximum mass transfer rate of the detailed model.
The +-symbols indicate the same, but for an estimate of the mass trans-
fer rate based on the conditions just before the RLO (Eq.[9). If a symbol
is placed at a high radius but at the initial mass of the model, the model
is expected to swell unstably and the radius is the Hayashi radius (see

Sect. B-).
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For ¢ < 0, the accretor remains in thermal equilibrium, as dis-
cussed in Sect. [2] and we describe its radius evolution during
the RLO by linearly interpolating logR,; to log Ry between
M>; and the final secondary mass My;. For 0 < ¢ < fpax
(Eq.[6), we determine the parameters r and m (Eq.[7)and [8). We
model the time-dependent accretor radius linearly from log Ry;
at My to log Ryax = log Ry + r at Mpog_, = mM>;, and from
log Rmax = log Ryi + r to log Ryr between Mg, = mM>; and
M. We chose this piece-wise linearity in log R due to the rough
piece-wise linear behaviour shown in Fig. @ For t > ty.x, We as-
sume that the accretor swells until it reaches the Hayashi lines.
We model these by assuming a fixed effective temperature of
log Te/ K = 3.6 and an additional luminosity induced by the
gravitational restructuring of the star, given by

1 GMyMy
g 2 RZ] ’

In general, we use this to limit the accretor radius. We have thus
derived a model for the accretor radius under accretion as a func-
tion of the current accretor mass.

Similar to the mass transfer efficiency &, the angular momen-
tum budget of an RLO is not well understood. To describe it,
we use the formalism of [Soberman et al.| (1997), which allows
an analytical analysis of certain angular momentum budgets. In
addition to their parameters a, the fraction of mass lost from
the donor leaving the system with the specific orbital angular
momentum of the donor, and S, the mass fraction lost from the
donor leaving the system with the accretor’s specific orbital an-
gular momentum, we introduce 7 for the material ejected with
the specific orbital angular momentum of the binary system.
These quantities are related as € = 1 —a — 8 —n.[Soberman et al.
(1997) introduces a parameter A to describe the enhancement of
the angular momentum loss at the donor by spin-orbit coupling.
We will use it as a general parameter to scale the angular mo-
mentum loss and also introduce B and H as scaling factors for
the angular momentum loss similar to A. This leads the three an-
gular momentum evolution exponents in |Soberman et al.| (1997)
egs. (25) to (27) taking the form

(10)

A, = Aa, (11
Aa+ BB - H
W:w, (12)
1-¢
Aae + BB/e — Hn
W = . 13
2 (13)

We use eq. (28) from [Soberman et al.| (1997) to determine
the system’s semi-major axis as a function of the accretor mass,
expressed by the mass ratio. With this, we use the formula of
Eggleton| (1983) to calculate the Roche radius of the accretor
Rg1, over the course of the RLO and eq. (3.1) and (3.2) from
Marchant (2017) to find the L2 equivalent-radius Ry j'| Finally,
we calculate the maximum of log(R, /Rg1») and log(R;, /Ry ») dur-
ing the RLO as a function of initial mass ratio and initial orbital
period for fixed donor mass, mass transfer efficiency and angular
momentum budget. The sign of these tells us whether the accre-
tor remains within its Roche lobe or whether contact or even a
L2 overflow occurs.

! Technically, L2 and L3 flip when the mass ratio inverts. Therefore
one has to evaluate eq. (3.1) to find L3.
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Fig. 7. Maximum ratio of the accretor radius to its Roche radius over the
course of the RLO as a function of initial mass and initial orbital period
in our simulated binary systems. Red means that the accretor star swells
to become larger than its Roche lobe, and blue indicates that it remains
within its Roche lobe. The black line marks the boundary between these,
and in grey we show the boundary for the L2 radius instead of the Roche
radius. The dotted black and grey lines indicate a shift of +0.5 dex in
the two boundaries. The initial donor masses are 10M, (top) and 30M,,
(bottom), the mass transfer efficiency is 50%, and we assume that the
ejected material carries the specific orbital angular momentum of the
accretor (@ = n = 0,8 = —&, B = 1). We show the region where RLO
at ZAMS is expected (cyan solid line), the boundary between Case A
and Case B (green dashed line), the onset of the donor convective en-
velope (orange dot-dashed line), and the critical mass ratio according
to|Ge et al.| (2010, |2015| 2020, pink dotted line). Systems marked with
black symbols are those for which we have computed detailed models,
see Table [2] Black circles indicate stable swelling without contact for-
mation, squares stand for stable swelling but L2 overflow, and diamonds
indicate unstable swelling with L2 overflow.

3.2. Results

In Fig. [7)we show the maximum ratio of the accretor radius to its
Roche radius over the course of the RLO for a 10M,, (top) and
a 30M, (bottom) donor for a mass transfer efficiency of 50%,
assuming that the ejected material carries the specific orbital an-
gular momentum of the accretor, as a function of initial mass ra-
tio and initial orbital period. Red dots indicate that the accretor
is growing larger than its Roche lobe, and blue dots are for ac-
cretors that remain within their Roche lobe. In the 10M5-model,
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we find that for low initial orbital periods and mass ratios greater
than about 0.5, the accretor avoids filling its Roche lobe and the
system does not evolve to contact. For higher periods and lower
mass ratios we get the opposite. Contact is also expected for very
low orbital periods below about 0.3 d, but this region is almost
completely excluded due to the donor RLO at ZAMS. A similar
pattern is observed for the L2 overflow, which is not unexpected
since the L2-radius is not larger than about 30% of the Roche
radius.

We can explain why the accretors in low mass ratio systems
tend to evolve to contact by using the thermal timescale of the
accretor. The smaller the mass ratio, the smaller the accretor
mass and luminosity, hence a larger accretor thermal timescale
and a larger logarithmic timescale ratio ¢, since no changes have
been made to the donor. The tendency for systems with large
orbital periods to develop contact can be understood by the ther-
mal timescale of the donor. A larger orbit implies a larger donor
radius at the start of RLO, which implies a smaller donor ther-
mal timescale and thus a larger mass transfer rate, resulting in a
larger logarithmic timescale ratio .

For the adopted angular momentum budget (material leav-
ing the system carries the same specific angular momentum as
the accretor), we find Case A and Case B systems that can avoid
contact. The cyan line, which marks RLO at ZAMS, indicates
the lower period limit for meaningful binary evolution. We ex-
pect the accretor not to overfill its Roche lobe in systems with
orbital periods above 3000 d, indicated by the dotted lines in the
upper right-hand corner. However, this is hardly relevant as the
donor is barely expected to grow large enough in radius to initi-
ate a RLO as such high initial orbital period.

Moving to the 30M, donor, we find that that the contact
avoidance region is smaller compared to the 10M; model. In
particular, almost no Case B system can avoid contact. It is a
general trend that we observe that as the donor mass increases,
a smaller number of systems avoid contact. We explain this with
Fig. 3] Higher donor masses imply higher accretor masses. For
higher accretor masses, fm,x approaches zero, shrinking the con-
tact avoidance region.

In Fig. [§] we show only the boundary between contact and
non-contact models, but for varying accretion efficiencies. At the
highest efficiency, the contact avoidance region is the smallest
and it grows with decreasing efficiency. This can be understood
from Eq. [0} where 7 o« loge. For the assumed angular momen-
tum budget, we also find a limiting case given by completely
non-conservative mass transfer (brown line). This line indicates
the limit where contact on the left cannot be avoided due to the
orbital evolution of the system.

Figs. B] to [B.3] show the same as Fig. [§] but with differ-
ent assumptions about the amount of angular momentum of the
ejected material. If it carries twice the specific orbital angular
momentum of the accretor (Fig. @ left), the main difference
from the original case is that the boundary for unavoidable con-
tact has moved to the right. If the ejected material carries the
donor specific orbital angular momentum (Fig. [B2] left), this
boundary exists only towards small initial periods. The pattern
remains that a higher mass transfer efficiency implies more con-
tact systems. If twice this angular momentum is ejected (Fig.[B.2]
right), for most mass transfer efficiencies at low donor mass,
most Case A mass transfers lead to contact. If the ejected mate-
rial carries the binary’s specific orbital angular momentum once
or twice (Fig. [B.3), a mixture of the above cases occurs. If no
angular momentum is lost (Fig.[B.I]right), the patterns resemble
the case where the ejected material carries the specific orbital
angular momentum of the donor.
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3.3. Discussion

In this Section we describe the uncertainties of our model
(Sect. , compare it with detailed binary models in
Sect. 3.3.2] apply our recipe to the WR stars in the SMC
(Sect. [3.3.3)), and compare our work with previous publications

in Sect.[3.3.4

3.3.1. Uncertainties

We have already described the uncertainties in modelling the
swelling of the accretor in Sect. |T_ffl Besides that, for the model
of the binary system, the most important uncertainty is proba-
bly that we have neglected the nuclear evolution of the accretor.
This assumption is only realistic for systems with mass ratios not
close to unity, where the nuclear evolution of the more massive
star is much faster than that of the companion. If this is not the
case, stellar models predict that both the radius and luminosity
of the star will have increased at the onset of accretion, and thus
the thermal timescale of the accretor has decreased. This causes
the logarithmic timescale ratio ¢ to be smaller given the same
accretion rate. We therefore expect the accretor to expand less,
which should increase the region of contact avoidance region in
Fig. [7]for mass ratios close to unity by shifting its upper bound-
ary upwards.

The lack of nuclear evolution of the accretor also causes our
models to avoid a reverse mass transfer and a mass transfer on
post-main-sequence models. This is important for mass ratios
very close to unity and/or Case A systems. If both stars have
similar masses, the accretor star can complete its central hydro-
gen burning during or after the RLO, which is expected to result
in a merger (Wellstein et al.[2001; |Sen et al.[2022). For a Case A
RLO this is much more likely, even for mass ratios not very close
to unity, since this type of mass transfer proceeds on the nuclear

timescale (Pols|[1994} [Wellstein et al|2001}; [Sen et al|2022). A
comparison of our Fig.[7]with the yellow shaded area of fig. A.4

(left) of (2022) suggests that at least half of the systems in
the contact-avoiding region of Case A should undergo this effect.

Our adopted values for semiconvection and overshooting

avoid central helium ignition in the Hertzsprung-gap
[meijer et al[2019; [Klencki et al.]2020| 2022). These works and

log Pi/d

— contact
== L2 overfl.
----- Geetal.

— £=100%
—— £=50%
— £=25%

—— €=5% —— RLO at ZAMS
—— £=1% == CaseA/B

—_— £=12% £=0% — -+ 5% conv. env.

Fig. 8. Boundary between the contact-developing and the contact-
avoiding models for different initial donor masses (from top to bottom
10, 30, and 100M,,) assuming the ejected material carries the accre-
tor’s specific orbital angular momentum (i.e. « = n = 0, 8 = —¢,
B = 1). Colours indicate the assumed mass transfer efficiency. Dashed
lines show the boundary of L2 overflow and dotted lines the critical
mass ratio for dynamical timescale mass transfer derived from|Ge et al|
(2010, 2015} [2020).

other recent studies such as|[Hastings et al.| (2021]) favour models
which avoid the red supergiant stage during core helium burning.
Early central helium ignition would convert most of our Case B
systems to Case C systems, if they reach the required radius,
or lead to helium ignition during the RLO, which may cause
its termination. The formation of blue loops starting from a red
supergiant is unproblematic, as the radius evolution beyond the
Hertzsprung gap is slow enough to make helium ignition during
RLO is unlikely.

In this work we have restricted ourselves to angular momen-
tum budgets that can be described by analytical formulae, be-
cause these were easy to implement. In a real binary the ejection
of material from the binary may be a complex hydrodynamical
process and thus the angular momentum budget could be more
complex than the formalism of|[Soberman et al.|(1997). However,
we have analysed the limiting case where no angular momentum
leaves the system (Fig. [B-I]right). On the other hand, if the an-
gular momentum loss is much larger than assumed here, say of
the order of an L2 overflow, we expect the system to undergo a
rapid merger.

Our results were found using stellar models with SMC metal-
licity. In Sect. [2:3.3] we found evidence that with higher metal-
licity, the accretor swells more. A larger maximum accretor ra-
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dius means that the system is more likely to evolve into con-
tact, and thus the contact-avoidance regions in Fig. [ should be-
come smaller. This means that at larger metallicities the products
of stable mass transfer could be less, and common envelope or
merger products could be more likely.

3.3.2. Comparison with detailed binary models

In Fig. [f] we have indicated by +-symbols the maximum of the
mass-radius curve when using Eq. [0 with the parameters of the
detailed models at the onset of RLO. They agree well with the x-
symbols, which are based on the actual mass transfer rate of the
detailed models, except for models #1 (blue), #7 (brown) and
#11 (yellow). For the latter two this is unproblematic because
the binary is very wide and the maximum radius is either much
larger (#7) or much smaller (#11) than the Roche radius.

In Fig.[/|we have shown the initial-mass—initial-period com-
bination for which we have computed detailed MESA binary
models with black symbols. Whether they evolve into contact
or avoid it can be predicted well by our method. Systems that
remain in thermal equilibrium or swell stably but do not over-
fill their Roche lobe are marked with circles. Indeed, models #5,
#6, #9, and #10 are in the contact avoidance region. However,
model #6 is near the boundary and model #11 deviates from our
prediction, likely because the accretor in our simplified models
does not undergo nuclear evolution before RLO, see Sect.[3.3.1]
Models #1 and #7 are computed to swell stably but still over-
fill L2 (squares), which is indeed confirmed in Fig. [/| Unsta-
ble swelling and subsequent L2 overflow is observed in models
#2 and #3 and expected to occur in models #4, #8 and #12, all
marked by diamonds and all in the contact forming region. For
the 30M-donor, models #14, #15, and #16 behave as predicted.
Model #13 swells unstably and undergoes L2 overflow, but our
recipe predicts that it will just fill its Roche lobe. As the function
we found for r (Eq.[7) is quite steep, especially at high masses
(see Fig. [), it is not unexpected that such mismatches occur at
the boundaries.

Finally, Fig. [7] shows that our assumption that unstably
swelling models can be assumed to reach the Hayashi lines is
reasonable. Models #2 and #3 swell to a radius similar to the
position of the +-symbols. Also, only a small mass accretion
(0.5M, and 1M, respectively) is required.

3.3.3. Comparison with the SMC binary WR stars

It is instructive to compare our results with the WR stars of
the SMC. Indeed, it is proposed that WR stars can form by bi-
nary interaction (e.g. [Shenar et al.|2020bj |Pauli et al.[2022).
The SMC contains twelve WRs, five of which are known bi-
naries (Foellmi et al.|2003; [Foellmi| 2004} [Shenar et al. 2016,
Schootemeijer et al. subm.). One of them, AB 5, is a double WR
star, which makes it unsuitable for the following analyses. Fol-
lowing [Schootemeijer & Langer| (2018), we can add the initial
mass ratio and initial orbital period of the remaining WR+O
systems (AB 3, AB 6, AB7, and AB 8) to diagrams like Fig. @
We can calculate the initial orbital period from the observed or-
bital period, if the current and initial mass ratios are known and
the angular momentum budget is fixed (Sect. [3.1]and [Soberman
et al.[[{1997). To determine the current mass ratio, we can rely
on radial velocity variations (Foellmi et al.|2003; Shenar et al.
2016, 2018, Schootemeijer et al. subm.) or on mass estimates of
the two stars. [Shenar et al.| (2016, 2018)) estimate the mass of
the O star in two ways. One mass estimate is derived from the
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spectral type, and the other is derived from the surface gravity.
Unfortunately, these estimates typically have significant uncer-
tainties. The WR masses from [Shenar et al.| (2016} [2018)), based
on the mass-luminosity relation of (Grafener et al.[(2011) agree
well with those from [Schootemeijer & Langer (2018])). Thus for
each system we can adopt two of the three observed properties
(mass ratio, WR mass, O-star mass) and calculate the third. Fur-
thermore, we can use the WR masses together with their hydro-
gen surface abundance to estimate the initial masses of the WR
progenitor using the models of |Schootemetjer et al.|(2019) with
overshooting and semiconvection as suggested by |Hastings et al.
(2021)). Finally, assuming a mass transfer efficiency &, we can
calculate the initial O star mass M»; = Mg — € - (My; — Mwgr)
and find the initial mass ratio and initial orbital period. We have
summarised the adopted values in Table 3]

We show the resulting initial configurations of AB 7 in Fig.[9]
We find the initial donor mass of this system to be about 5S0M,,
for all three estimates of the WR mass. Based on the five differ-
ent mass estimates for the WR and the O star, we have placed the
system several times in the diagram. We also vary the assumed
mass transfer efficiency (colour). Comparing the proposed initial
parameters of the systems with the corresponding contact bound-
ary, we find that some values of the mass transfer efficiency lead
to unrealistic results.

The case of conservative evolution (blue) places the system
into the contact forming side of the diagram for all five methods.
This means that under this assumption the system must have ex-
perienced contact or L2 overflow, which we have argued leads
to a merger and not to the stripping of the envelope of the WR
progenitor. On the other hand, only initial mass rations below
unity are meaningful. This is fulfilled for all five methods except
the one based on the WR mass derived from the mass-luminosity
relation and the spectroscopic mass ratio, for which we find ini-
tial mass ratios above unity for mass transfer efficiencies > 25%.
All other methods yield initial configurations for the fully non-
conservative case (pink) that are on the contract-avoiding side.

A closer inspection of the diagram reveals that for £ > 50%
(orange) there are only unrealistic solutions and for &€ < 5% (pur-
ple) there are only realistic ones. For € = 12% (red), the mass
estimate based on the mass-luminosity relation and the surface
gravity is in the merger region and for £ = 25% (green) also
the estimate with mass-luminosity relation and spectral type.
This suggests that the mass transfer efficiency for AB 7 was less
than 50%, may be as low as 5%. A similar analysis for AB 3
yields € < 1...5%, for AB6 € < 50%, and for AB8 & < 25%
(Fig. B.4).

Assuming other angular momentum budgets give similar re-
sults. In general, the ejection of more specific orbital angular
momentum requires a lower mass transfer efficiency to obtain
realistic initial configurations. Furthermore, we find that in al-
most all scenarios it was a Case A RLO that formed AB 6, AB 7,
and AB 8 (initial configuration below the grey dashed line) while
AB 3 was likely formed in Case B. This fits to the fact that
we found it to have the lowest mass transfer efficiency of the
analysed systems, as in close binary systems tides are expected
to increase the mass transfer efficiency (e.g. [Sen et al.[[2022).
Also all four systems are stable according to the criterion of |Ge
et al.| (2010l 2015} 2020) (initial configurations above the dot-
ted lines). Unfortunately, the discrepancy between the different
methods to estimate the stellar masses and the large errors of
some of them makes a final judgement difficult. More constrain-
ing observations would be desired.
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Table 3. Mass estimates and orbital parameters of the four WR+O systems in the SMC. The superscript indicates the method on which the estimate
is based (ARV = radial velocity variation, lum = Luminosity, dX/dQ = hydrogen gradient, SpT = spectral type, gr = surface gravity)

AB3 ABG6 AB7 ABS

Po/ d 10.053(5)7  6.5384(4)®7  19.5600(5)™  16.633(9)"

qARV _(N 2_23(9)(g) 1.94(6)”‘) 2.85(20)(5)
My /Mo 29 2677 37+ 40°7

My /Mo® 28 20...301 34 B

Xuwr® 0.25(5) 0.25(5) 0.15(5) 0+0-15
M /Mo 2020 a1y 447 611
Mo 1Mo 1375 615 30730 7075
U B L Y B
My M - 3573 4572 a7,
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Fig. 9. Same as Fig. [8] but for a 50/, donor star. The symbols indicate
possible initial configurations for AB 7. The shapes of the symbols indi-
cate whether we have estimated the O star mass with the mass ratio from
radial velocity variations and the WR mass from its luminosity (circle),
estimated the mass ratio with the surface-gravity mass of the O star and
the luminosity mass of the WR star (squares), with the spectral-type
mass of the O star and the luminosity mass of the WR star (diamonds),
estimated the WR mass the the mass ratio and the surface-gravity mass
of the O star (triangles up), or the the mass ratio and the spectral-type
mass (triangles down). See also TableEl

3.3.4. Comparison with previous work

The question under what conditions an RLO will lead to a
stripped star and avoid a merger or a common envelope has been
addressed by many authors. The classical approach is to compare
the mass-radius indices of the donor and the Roche lobe. This is
equivalent to asking whether the donor radius shrinks faster or
slower under mass loss than its Roche radius. The most recent
work on this topic is |Ge et al.| (2010, [2015] [2020), who calcu-
late mass-radius exponents (,q for donor stars of all evolutionary
phases and also give critical mass ratios for conservative evolu-

tion. From their mass-radius exponents, we have derived criti-
cal mass ratios for all mass transfer efficiencies using eq. (62) of
Soberman et al. (1997ﬂ as suggested by the authors, and plotted
them as pink lines in Fig.[7]and as dotted lines in Figs.[§]and [B.]]
to[B.3] They indicate that dynamical mass transfer is initiated to
their left, probably leading to a merger or common envelope. In
most cases, the critical mass ratios lie within the regions where
we predict contact and L2 overflow to occur. Dynamical mass
transfer only affects contact-avoiding systems with low accre-
tion efficiencies or with high donor mass systems and short or-
bital periods. This means that our criterion — the swelling of the
accretor and subsequent contact and L2 overflow — is stronger in
deciding for or against a stable RLO.

Wellstein et al.| (2001) approach the occurrence of contact
systems by computing a small grid of detailed binary mod-
els assuming conservative mass transfer. They distinguish three
contact formation mechanisms. Their g-contact (contact due to
higher mass transfer rates and/or larger thermal timescales of
the secondary) is similar to what we observe in our grid. We
cannot model what Wellstein et al.| (2001) call delayed contact,
because our mass transfer rate is not resolved in time. However,
we observe in our models, that in close and very unequal sys-
tems the secondary reaches its maximum radius at lower mass
(Mg=r,, = mMy;) than in wide and more equal systems. Finally,
premature and reverse contact does not occur in our study, as we
do not assume nuclear evolution of the secondary. We can com-
pare fig. 12 of[Wellstein et al| (2001) with our Fig.[8](top, conser-
vative case). While they are qualitatively similar, Wellstein et al.
(2001) have a larger Case B region with contract avoidance and
a smaller corresponding region with Case A region. This could
come from the fact that although fast Case A and Case B take
place on a thermal timescale, this is only the order of magnitude.
Their duration in detailed binary models differs by a factor of a
few. In agreement with them, we find the shrinking of the contact
avoidance regions and the increasing dominance of Case A with
mass.

Langer et al.[(2020), Wang et al.|(2020) and |Sen et al.|(2022)
use an energy criterion to determine the stability of the RLO.
If the combined luminosity of the two stars is large enough to

2 Eq. (30) (and eq. (31)), which needs to be evaluated here, has a typo.
The last term should have gq in the numerator instead of g.
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unbind the unaccreted material from the system, a merger will be
avoided. They determine the amount of accretion by allowing the
accretor to accrete until it reaches critical rotation. This leads to
accretion efficiencies of less than 5% for a Case B mass transfer
and up to 50% for in Case A (Sen et al.[|2022). Although these
detailed models would also indicate a merger by an L2 overflow,
the accretion efficiencies are low enough that this only happens
at very low initial orbital periods. Thus its in general the energy
criterion which decides for or against a stable RLO. We compare
our Fig. |8| with Fig. A.4 (right) and A.9 (right) of [Wang| (2022)
because they have the same donor mass, metallicity and angular
momentum budget. While for the 10My-models [Wang (2022)
finds the region of stable mass transfer to take on a triangular
shape between 5 and 100 d up to a mass ratio of about 0.65 and a
few Case A systems up to a mass ratio of 0.8 to avoid contact, we
find a much larger area if the accretion efficiency is below 50%.
Our shape of the contact-avoiding regions is also very different,
especially since we find one but Wang| (2022)) find two separate
regions. Its upper limit is given by the onset of convection in
the donor. To allow the same number of systems to survive, we
would have to set the mass transfer efficiency to about 100%,
which would however be centred on systems with close orbits.
Comparing the 30Ms-models, we see that our contact-avoiding
regions have shrunk, but in|Wang| (2022) they have increased by
alarge amount. Almost all Case B systems and half of the Case A
systems avoid contact. To allow the same number of systems
to survive, we would have to set our mass transfer efficiency to
about 5%.

Schneider et al.|(2015)) use fixed critical mass ratios for each
Case A and B to decide as the merger criterion, but limit the
accretion by the thermal timescale of the accretor (Hurley et al.
2002). In the language of our work, ¢ = 1 if + < 1, and if ¢
would be greater than 1, ¢ is adjusted so that ¢ = 1. For a 10M-
donor this leads to fig. 1 of|Schneider et al.|(2015)), where Case A
yields a stripped donor star for mass ratios greater than 0.56, not
so different from our work, but their Case B is split into a con-
servative case for high mass ratios and low orbital periods, and a
highly non-conservative case otherwise. The line between these
cases roughly corresponds to our line between contact and con-
tact avoidance, but differs because our fn,x is mass-dependent
and we let the accretor swell. For higher donor masses [Schnei-
der et al.|(2015)) find that the region of conservative mass transfer
shrinks slightly (as does our contact-avoidance region), but the
dividing line becomes an extended transition region (their 20M
models in fig. 19).

4. Conclusion and Outlook

Our work sheds new light on the question in which part of the
initial binary parameter space the merging of the two stars can
be avoided during their first mass transfer phase. When assuming
a fixed mass transfer efficiency, the answer to this question de-
pends on the swelling of the mass accreting star, and on the evo-
lution of the orbital separation during the mass transfer. The for-
mer can be well computed by detailed binary evolution models,
for which, however, it is difficult to scan through the rather un-
constrained accretion and angular momentum loss efficiencies.
Therefore, we develop a theoretical framework in which we first
derive analytic approximations for the radius evolution of accret-
ing main-sequence stars based on detailed models (Eqs.[7]and][g)),
which we then use to predict the part of the initial binary param-
eter space in which merging can be avoided, as function of the
chosen accretion efficiency and angular momentum loss param-
eter.
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We derived regions in the initial-mass-ratio—initial-orbital-
period—plane in which the binary models evolve into L2-
overflow, potentially leading to a merger, and the regions where
the binaries avoid contact and develop a fully stripped donor with
a main-sequence companion. We find that only very few models
evolve into contact and avoid L2-overflow. We have tested and
compared our binary evolution approach with detailed binary
evolution models, for which we find reasonable agreement, but
we find rather significant differences compared to simple merger
criteria often used in rapid binary evolution calculations. Our
models predict a larger fraction of binaries to merge compared
with most previous studies, even at the low metallicity of the
Small Magellanic Cloud. For larger metallicities, we expect the
mass gainers to swell more, which would result in more mergers.

We have applied our results to interpret the observations of
the WR+O stars observed in the Small Magellanic Cloud. We
found that the mass transfer process which has produced these
binaries must have been inefficient, with a mass transfer effi-
ciency of 50% or less, and as low as 1% for one particular sys-
tem.

We have developed a fast and powerful method to determine
the outcome of a Roche-lobe overflow, which provides stronger
constraints than the classical approach of comparing mass-radius
exponents. We found that while the angular momentum loss pa-
rameter is not unimportant, the mass transfer efficiency is the
more influential parameter. Our approach is suitable to be used in
rapid population synthesis calculations, for which it is possible
to avoid several of the simplifications made here, in particular
neglecting the nuclear evolution of the mass gainer. In a forth-
coming paper we will use our recipe in a rapid binary population
synthesis of the post-mass transfer massive star population of the
SMC.

Acknowledgements. The authors would like to thank Pablo Marchant for allow-
ing us to use his MESA framework, and the members of the Bonn Stellar Physics
Group for the fruitful discussions.
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Appendix A: Hertzsprung-Russell diagrams of accreting stellar models
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Fig. A.1. HRDs of our 1 M-, 1.5Mgy-, 2Mg-, 3M-, TM,-, and 10M-models for different accretion rates (indicated by colour) together with the
final mass of the models.
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Fig. A.2. HRDs of our 15Mg-, 20M-, 30M;-, 50M,-, 70M-, and 100M,-models for different accretion rates (indicated by colour) together with

the final mass of the models.

Appendix B: Boundaries of contact/L2 overflow avoidance regions
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Fig. B.1. Same as Fig. but the ejected material carries double the donor’s specific orbital angular momentum (i.e.« =1 =0,8=—¢, B=2) or
no angular momentum (A = B = H = 0, right).
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Fig. B.2. Same as Fig. |8} but the ejected material carries single (i.e. A = 1, left) or double (i.e. A = 2, right) the donor’s specific orbital angular
momentum (8 =71 =0, @ = —¢&).
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Fig. B.3. Same as Fig.|8] but the ejected material carries single (i.e. H = 1, left) or double (i.e. H = 2, right) the system’s specific orbital angular
momentum (@ = =0,n = —¢&).
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Fig. B.4. Same as Fig. El but for AB 3 (left), AB 6 (right), and AB 8 (bottom). We assumed a WR progenitor mass of 50M,,, which is a typical
number (see Table[3), and since the area of the contact avoiding region varies not so strongly with mass.
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