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INTRODUCTION

ABSTRACT
The structure and evo]utjon of Iow -m ass W UM a type oontact binaries are djscussed

that these system s com pletely satisfy R oche geom etry, for oontact bmanes w ith every
kind ofm assratios (0.02 1.0), we calculate the relative radii R1;,=A, whereR 1, are
the radii of both stars, and A the orbital ssparation) ofboth com ponents of contact
binaries in di erent contact depth between inner and outer R oche Iobes.W e obtain a
radius grid of contact binardes, and can ensure the surfaces of two com ponents lying
on an equipotential surface by interpolation using this radiis grid when we follow the
evolution of the contact binaries. Serious uncertainties concem m ainly the transfer of
energy in these systam s, ie., i isunclearthat how and where the energy is transferred.
W e assum e that the energy transfer takesplace in the di erent regions ofthe comm on
envelope to Investigate the e ects of the region of energy transfer on the structure
and evolution of contact binaries. W e nd that the region of energy transfer has
signi cant In uence on the structure and evolution of contact binaries, and conclide
that the energy transferm ay occur in the outem ost layers of the com m on convective
envelope for W —type system s, and this transfer takes place in the deeper layers of
the comm on envelope for A -type system s. M eanw hile, if we assum e that the energy
transfer takes place In the outemm ost layers for our m odelw ith low totalm ass, and

nd that our m odel steadily evolves towards a system w ith a an allerm ass ratio and
a deeper envelope, suggesting that some A +typeW UM a system sw ith low totalm ass
could be considered as the later evolutionary stages of W -subtype system s, and that
the surface tem perature of the secondary excesses that ofthe prin ary during the tin e
w hen the prin ary expands rapidly, or the secondary contracts rapidly, suggesting that
W -subtype system sm ay be caused by expansion of the prin ary, or by the contraction
of the secondary.

K ey words: stars:biaries: close{stars: m ass-loss{stars: rotation { stars: evolution

ELL) vardables wih V < 735, and gives the frequency as
1 per 500 starswih 035 < V < 535, lncluding a serious

It is probable that m ore than 50 per cent of all stars are In
binary orm uliple system s.An unknown,but possbly large,
percentage of these system s are su ciently close that som e~

tin e during their lifetin e interacting as a result of Roche
Iobe over ow (RLOF).TheW UM a-type contact binaries
are the m ost com m on ones, com pr:smg som e 95 per cent of

considers the com plete sam ple 0f32 EW ,EB, and eJJJpSOJdal
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estin ate of the uncertainty.
W UM a stars are found both in young and in old ga]ac—

NGC 2602, NGC 6383, NGC 7235 (. 10" ypn;2.P bJades,
Coma,Praesspe (. 5 10°yr);3.NGC188,M67 (& 5 10°
yr).For this reason i seem s we should be abl to construct
zero-age as well as evolved contact m odels. Further, there
would be a naturalexplanation for the existence ofW UM a
stars In young as well as In old cluster if zero-age contact
m odels could be shown to evole on a nuclear tin escale.
Structure and evolution of contact binaries are com plex and
by no m eans well understood. A though theoretical investi-
gatjon on eary—type system s isalm ost absent, our djscussjon
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the best clues to the nature of latetype W UM a system s
are that the system s are of fairly low totalm ass, and are in
shallow contact, that no equalm ass system s exist, that the
m assum nosity relation is unusual, and that m ost of the
W -type system s are to be un unevolved or slightly evolved

envelope In which the entropy is constant and energy is
transferred from the prim ary to the secondary in the com -
m on convective envelope. Them al equilbrium tumed out
to be usually I possble. Lucy them al equilbbriuim m odel
(violating the period-colour relation) only in a lin ited m ass
region and for extrem ePopu]atJon I com pOSJtJon (Z & 004)

JJar di culties. Indeed, therm alequﬂjbr_um was found to be
in con jctw ith the equalentropy condition in zero age con—

obta:ned contact anary solution evolving in themm al cyc]es
about a state ofm arginalcontact.T he solutions are in agree—
m entw ith the period-colour relation, but they havebad light
curvesbecause ofa large tem perature di erence betw een the
tw o com ponents for a considerable part ofthe tim e in a cycle.
Som e authors encountered the sam e di culty, the so-called

light curve paradox, also fDr systen sevolving w ithout loss of

ory ofcychc contact anar_\es (therm alrelaxation oscillation,
TRO ) isnot in a position to resolve the light curve paradox.
The di culty of explaining the EW -type light curves (ie.
light curve paradox) re ects a basic con ict between the
treatm ent of the intemal structure and the observed prop—
erties of the outenn ost layers.
""" Kahkr (2002aj) has discussed the structure equa-
tions of contact binaries, and assum ed that the energy
sources/sinks caused by the interaction of the com ponents
occurs only in the secondary’s/prim ary’s outer layers to ob—
tain the m odels which are applied to the typical latetype
system s. F irst he In posed the restriction that the fractional
extent in m ass of the sources/sinks in the layers above the
critical surface is the sam e in the both com ponents, and
found solutionsevolving in them alcycles. A nd ifthe energy
transfer is assum ed to be su ciently e ective, loss of con-
tact is avoided. O therw ise, the cycles consists of a long quiet
phase In good contact and a short violent phase w ith rapid
changes between contact, sem idetached, and detached con-

gurations. And iIn both cases a large potential di erence
between the surfaces of both com ponents occurs during a
part of the contact phase, that is to say, the system devi-
ates hydrostatic equilbrium during this tin e. M eanw hile,
the m axin um contact degree is extremely small ( 2% ) In
both cases, suggesting that late-type contact binaries m ust
be shallow contact. H owever, the contact degree of m ost of
realW UM a system s which were ocbserved to be in good
them al contact is about 10% , only a little of real late-
type contact systems ER Cep,AO0 Cam ,M aceroni& van’t
Veer, 1996) is observed to be in good themm al contact w ith
a am aller contact degree (2 per cent).

In a serdes of papers, Shu and his colleagues have ex—

tended the unequal entropy m odelby puttjng an equalen-

di erence, S =

____________ 9753) These m odels satisfy the
]Jght curve constraint but requires a tem perature disconti-
nuity region between the com m on envelope and the interior
of the secondary com ponent. T hJS so—ca]]ed D SC m odelhas

second law of them odynam ics.

T he structure and evolution of W UM a stars still com -
prises m any unsolved questions although m any progresses
have been achieved.Them ost di cul problem concems the
energy transfer between the com ponents, ie., it is not clear
where and how the energy is transferred. T he m echanisn
causing energy transfer is still a Jargely unsolved problem .
In addition, we do not con mn that the transfer occurs in
the base, or the outem ost layers, or the whole of com m on
envelope although it seem sprobable that the transfer occurs
in the com m on envelope, above the Inner R oche critical sur-
face, where the stars are in good contact.

In present paper, we have calculated a relhtiveradius
grid of contact binaries w ith di erent m ass ratios and dif-
ferent contact degrees according to the R oche potential to
ensure the surfaces of two com ponents lying on the sam e
equipotential by interpolation using this radius grid. In ad-
dition, we assum e that the energy transfer occurs in the dif-
ferent regions of comm on envelope to investigate the e ect
of region of energy transfer on the structure and evolution
of contact binaries. A s result of our Investigation, we nd
that the region of energy transfer has a signi cant in uence
on the structure and evolution of the contact binaries, and
that the energy transfer m ay take place in the outem ost
layers of the com m on envelope forW -type system s, and this
probably takes place n the deeper layers of the comm on
envelope for A -type system s.

2 STRUCTURE EQUATIONS AND
BOUNDARY CONDITION

2.1 D i erentialequations

Eggleton’s stellar evolution code used in present work has
considered the e ect of stellar rotation on stellar structure.
Let ! be the angular velocity, m ; the m ass variable, g; the
e ective gravity in com ponent i, ;i the source when pos—
itive) or sink (when negative) of energy per unit of m ass
caused by the interaction of the com ponents. Em ploying
standard notation, the basic di erential equations are the
follow ng

@]nri _ 1

Gm; 4 % @
@]IlPi_ 1 . ( L Gmi(l 2!2ri3)) (2)
@m ; 4 rfPigl’ gt rf 3Gm 3

OL: _ i TiDSi + ex;i (3)
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where ri (1= 1;2) is the tem perature gradients of both
com ponents, and given by
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_ raji (r i > r a;i);
r;= 5)
T or;i (r r;i < r a;i);
where r ,;, are the radiative and adiabatic tem perature gra—
dients. T he radiative tem perature gradient is given by

3 iLiPy 2!2r§ 1
o=

; 2 i (6)
16 acG m iT] 3Gm ;

2.2 Contact condition

In hydrostatic equillbbrium the surface of each star should
coincide w ith the sam e equipotential surface which, in R oche
approxim ation, requires

Ry M,

7
R, ¥, ()

where Ri;z are the radii of both com ponents, M 1;; the
m asses ofboth com ponents, the index ofm assradius rela—
tion of contact binaries. T he value of variesnot only with
m ass ratio, but also w ith the depth of contact. It covers a
range of 045 050 for the m arginal contact binaries, and
w ill cover a larger range if the contact depth varies. But
m ost of Investigators takes = 0:46 approxin ately, which
is very close to a value of a m arginal contact binary with a
mass ratio of g 0:5. Since the m ass ratio of each contact
binary varies during is evolution, som e investigators use a
boundary condition as the follow ing

SEER L ®)

R crit1 R crit2

where R1;; are radii of two com ponents, R crir1;2 the Roche
critical radii. Egs. (7) and (8) only approxin ately ensure the
surfaces of both com ponents lying on the sam e equipoten—
tialsurface. In order to ket the surfaces of the two stars Iying
on the sam e equipotential accurately, we calculate a radius
grid of contact binaries which have di erent xed m ass ra—
tios (0:02;0:04;0:06;

din ensionless R oche potential

1 a 1+ g aq 2 2 q2
= —+ =+ + _— 9
n o) 2 [ 1+ q) v 21+ q) ©

where is the potential at an arbitrary point P, ri;» the
distances of point P from the centers of gravity of the two
stars, x and y the C artesian coordinates ofpoint P (the ori-
gin of the rectangular system of Cartesian coordinates at
the center of gravity of mass M ;, and the x-axis of which
coincides w ith the line pining the centers of the two stars,
the y-axis In the orbial plane), ri;2, X, and y are in unit
of orbital separation of the binary, gE= ﬁ—i) the m ass ra—
tio.W e can accurately ensure the surfaces oftwo stars lIying
on the sam e equipotentialby interpolation using our radius
grid. E ggleton’s stellar evolution code uses them ost m odem

late the evolution of a smg]e star or a anary (not contact).
For evolution of a single star, jist choose an orbital period
so large that there is no prospect of RLOF . For evolution
of a detached binary, the evolution of each star is sim ilar
to that of a single star. For evolution of a sem idetached
binary, RLOF has been treated within the code, so that
the m ass above R oche Iobe is transferred to its com panion,
and the m ass lost at a rate proportional to the cube of the

;1:0) and di erent contact degrees
0% ;25% ;5% ; ;100% ) for each xed m ass ratio using a

fractional excess of the star’s radius over its lobe’s radius
(di: C Max[; (]13— ], where dm =dt gives the rate at
which them ass of the star cha.nges, r the radius of the star,
and R i+ the radius of its R oche lobe), it has been tested
throughly and works very reliably. W ith C = 1000M /yr,

W hen a close binary evolves into a contact one, them ass
which is transferred is no longer the m ass above its R oche
Iobe. If the surface of star 2 is at a higher potential than
star 1, so that an unbalanced pressure gradient w ill force
m ass transferred from star 2 to star 1, then this boundary
condition should bem odi ed as

dm R
2= ¢ maxD; l2>)7; 10)
dt R2o
In which
r
%1R7 + %2R}
Ry = <z ° W,’ (11)

where %12 are the surface densities of both com ponents, R 1

the radius of star 1 (known), <, the radius of an equipoten—
tial surface in star2, whose potential is equal to the surface
potential of star 1, and it is obtained by the interpolation
according to our radius grid. R, the real radius of star 2
because of its evolution. (The m ass which is transferred to
star 1 is the m ass above R,y rather than that above <.,
because the surface potential of star 1 will be higher than
that of star 2 if the m ass above <, is transferred to Star 1.
) A ssum Ing that the radii of the two stars 1 and 2 becom e
R1o and Ryo respectively after m ass transfer, they should
satisfy a very accurate condition (};—110 = R22° ). M eanw hile,

themassgajned by star 1 equa]stothat]ostby star 2, ie.,

3 3
(Gl 2Rl o (R fE%h)e Then Eq. (11) can

be easily derived from the two conditionsm entioned above.
Eqg. (10) gives a m ass loss rate from star 2 to star 1. If the
m ass is lost by star 1, gained by star 2, the m ass loss rate
can be derived in the sam e way.

For Interacting binaries, we put the two stars side by
side’ in the com puter, so that 22 di erential equations (11
equations should be solved for each stars), n 22 variabls,
have to be solved. T he direct coupling between the sets of
equations for the two com ponents is via the boundary con—
ditions and energy transfer discussed in sect. 3.

3 AMODELFOR ENERGY TRANSFER

Struve (1948) rst recognized the unusualm ass—lum inosity
relationship of the secondary com ponents of W Ursae M a—
“poris system s, suggesting that tm jght be causally related to

Zeipel's theorem would reunre the observed approxin ate
constancy of radiative ux over the surface ofa system w ith
a radiative comm on envelope in order to m aintain hydro-
static equilborium . The fact thatmostW UM a systen s ap—

to propose that the over-lum nosity of the secondaries is dr
rectly attribbutable to energy transfer between the two stars
w ithin a convective envelope.

It is not clear that where and how the energy is trans-
ferred from the prim ary (m ore m assive star) to the sec—
ondary. It seem s probable that the transfer occurs in the
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comm on envelope, above the inner R oche lobe, where the
stars are in good contact, but we could not con m that
the energy is transferred in the base or the outerm ost lay—
ers or the whole of the com m on convective envelope.M ean—
while, the m echanisn causmg energy transfer be’c/veen the

vert:cal convection and coriolis forces. They consider that
a m ore appropriate picture would involre horizontally m ov—
ing eddies, again driven by horizontal pressure gradients,
which would travel only a short distant horizontally be—
fore of convection; it di ers fundam entally from the m ech—
anism of Hazlhurst & M eyerH ofn eister in that the ed-
dies are not in them al equilbrium w ith the surroundings,
and w ill therefore dissipate on a them al tin e-scale even if

m aJntaJned, and has retumed to the m odel of H azlehurst
& M eyer-H ofn eister. T herefore, the m echanisn causing en—
ergy transfer is still largely an unsolved problem . Because
of thesa uhbértéjﬁtiés, m bét'rfu?n'enbarrﬂ 5dels sfcontact b

ti cial energy source L In the secondary, usually In the
adiabatic part of the comm on envelope, and a correspond-—
ing energy sink in the prim ary, the value of L being chosen
to satisfy the requjren ents that the system be both in con—

ket L; and L, be the Jum Jnosﬂ:zes (nhuclear plus them al Ju—
m nosities), and m ; and m ; the m asses of the com ponents.
A Though theW UM a-type system sare relatively m uch m ore
common, 1perl0 in the equivalent m agniude range, we
still assum e that the e ect of fully e cient energy exchange
is to equalize the light-to-m ass ratio of the stars, since this
seam s to obtain approxin ately am ong the observed system s.
If L o is lost by the prim ary and gained by the secondary,
we require that

L. Lo Lo+ Lo
= ; 12)

m 1 m 2
since transfer is not fully e cient at allphases, an arbitrary
factor £ is introduced, which varies through the cycle and
goes to zero w ith the depth of contact. T hus we take:

L=f Lo; (06 £6 1): 3)

where £ is the e cient factor of energy transfer. W e take

2

f=Mnf[l; d 1] (14)
In which

s}
d= M ax[;M in ( 15)

R crit1 R crit2

where r;; are the radii of both stars, Rcrir1;2 the Roche
critical radii of both stars. The param eter is expected
to be m oderately large, so that heat transfer becom es fully
e cient for stellar radii exceeding the R oche radiiby som e
standard an all am ount.

T he lum inosity transferred by circulation currents ﬁom

Z .y, Z oy,

L= ex;de 2= ex;ld-m 17 (16)
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Figure 1. Evolution of a close binary system into contact w ith
logd = 51:710. T he prim ary, starting at the upper right, reached
its Roche Iobe alm ost Inm ediately after leaving the zero-age
m ain-sequence. A ccretion on to the secondary, starting from the
lower left, caused it to swelluntilit also lled its lobe.The result—
ing contact m odel, or a very sim ilar m odel, is the initial m odel
for m ost subsequent calculations. Further evolution in the gure
assum es (unrealistically) that no heat transfer take place during
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Figure 2. Evolution of a close binary system into contact w ith
logd = 51:723.

4 EVOLUTION INTO CONTACT
4.1 The initialm odel

Our initial m odel consists of two zero-age m ajn—sequenoe
(ZAM S) stars of Population I X = 0:70;Z = _O_QZ_)
mass 12 and 0.6M  as Robertson & Egglton (1971
order to nd the in uence of the adoption of our boundary
oondjiuon and the m ost m odem physjcal jnputs reported by

we do not cons:der the rotation of the stars and the energy
transfer between the two com ponents, and take an initial
period 0f 0.3418 days, and oﬂoji:alangularm om entum , J, of

5129 107 erg s (logd = 51.710) as R obertson & Eggktan

.(1977) O urresul togetherw ith R obertson & E ggleton’sone
isshown in Figure 1. It is seen in F igure 1 that the adoption
of our boundary condition and the m ost m odem physical
Inputs has a signi cant In uence on the evolution of the bi-
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naries. T hen we consider the rotation ofboth com ponents of
the binary, but the energy transfer betw een the two com po-—
nents, and take a orbital period of 0.3732 days, and orbital

angularm om entum , J, 0o£5283 10°! erg s (logd = 51:723).

The initial separation is about 2.65R . The initial m odel
is a detached binary, and the surface of the prin ary lies
only a short way inside its Roche lobe which it 1s after
28 10° yr of nuclear evolution. T hereafter it losses m ass
to its com panion at a rather slow rate which rises approx-—
In ately 14 10 °M =yr.At the beginning of the m ass
transfer, the m ass loss rate is very slow, the radius of the
secondary is sm aller than that of a ZAM S star wih the
sam e m ass because the secondary with a convective enve—
lope gains m ass and is radius decreases. W hen the m ass
loss rate rises to a higher value, the secondary is too late to
adjust its structure them ally after it gains m ass from the
prin ary and is radius increases so that the radius of the
secondary is larger than that ofa ZAM S starw ith the sam e
m ass (See Figure 2).

T he addition m ass on to the secondary causes it to ex—
pand and is e ective tem perature and lum inosity to in—
crease, and after a total of 35 10’ yr of evolution from
the m ain sequence it has swollen to 11 its R oche Iobe, so
that the system evolre into a contact system . The contact
binary form ed at this point has m asses of 1.0 and 0.8M
and a m ass ratio 0of0.8. Since we do not consider the energy
transfer between the two com ponents, the two stars evolve
steadily towards equalm asses on a them al tin escale (see
Figure 2).A lthough som e of W UM a-type system s (at least
V 348 Car, H ilditch & Bell, 1987 ) w ith closely equalm asses
are consistent w ith this scenario, how everm ost ofthe realWw
UM a-type system s are not equalm ass ones. T his can be re—
garded as su cient proofthat them aprity of contact bina-
riesnever approach the equalm ass state, suggesting that the
transfer of signi cant am ount ofenergy through the com m on
envelope surrounding the com ponents in direction from the
prin ary to the secondary has the e ect of preventing m ass
transfer so that m ost of the real binaries do not evolve to-
w ards contact system sw ith equalm asses. T herefore, the fol-
low Ing discussions only restrict to the possble consequence
of energy transfer.

4.2 Contact Evolution W ith Energy Transfer
4.2.1 The regions of energy transfer

W e consider now the evolution of the binary system from
the Iniial contact m odel w ith energy transfer included in
the m anner describbed In sect. 3. Nuclar evolution is in—
cluded In them odels, although the In uence of the com posi-
tion changes is negligble in the early stage. T he di erential
equations describing both the structure and the chem ical
com position for both stars are solved sim ultaneously. T he
lum inosity increm ent L is applied to each com ponent w ith
appropriate sign in a relevant region ofboth com ponents.A s
the uncertainty of the region of the energy transfer, we take
= 45, and assum e that the energy transfer takes place in
the di erent regions of the com m on envelope to investigate
the e ect of the energy transfer region on the structure and
evolution ofthe contact system s.At rst,weassum e that the
energy transfer takes place in the adiabatic part in the base
of com m on convective envelope, and energy increm ent is ap—
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Figure 3. The tim e dependence of the e ective tem perature of
the prim ary (solid line) and the secondary (dashed line) during
the st three cycles if energy transfer takes place in the base of
com m on envelope.
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Figure 4. The tim e dependence of the e ective tem perature of
the prim ary (solid line) and the secondary (dashed line) during
the rst three cycles if energy transfer takes place in the whole of
com m on envelope.
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Figure 5. The tim e dependence of the e ective tem perature of
the prim ary (solid line) and the secondary (dashed line ) during
the rstthreecycles ifenergy transfer takesplace in the outerm ost
Jayers of com m on envelope.
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plied in 10 m eshpoints jast above the R oche Iobe, so that
m ore stellar m aterial takes part in energy transfer, and the
signi cant energy ( 0:5L ) can be transferred between the
two com ponents. Then we assum e that the energy transfer
takes place in the whole of the com m on envelope surround-—
ing the two com ponents, and energy increm ent is applied in
allm eshpoints in the com m on envelope. F inally, we assum e
that the energy transfer takes place In the outem ost layers
in the comm on envelope of the two stars, and the lum inos—
ity Increm ent is applied in 10 m eshpoints near the surface
of comm on envelope. T he evolution of the surface e ective
tem perature of both com ponents are plotted in Figures 3,
4,and 5, respectively.A s seen from Figs.3 and 4, The sam e
result is obtained when the energy transfer is assum ed to
take place in the base or the whole of the com m on envelope.
In these cases, there is no possbility of the e ective tem -
perature of the secondary (lessm assive star) exceeding that
of the prim ary at any tim e of a cycle even though energy
transfer is fully e cient, and a large tem perature di erence

between the two com ponents occurs n a considerable tin e
of a cycle when the energy transfer takes place in the base
or the whole ofthe com m on envelope. T hiswould usually be
Interpreted as I plying that these contact m odels represent
the A subtypeW UM a system sonly, but the W -subtype W

UM a system s. It is seen In F igure 5 that the tem perature of
the secondary can excess that of the prim ary for a consider-
able tin e ofa cycle, and that a sm all tem perature di erence
( T <300K ) between the two com ponents occurs In a large

part ofthe tin e ofa cycle. In this case, the m odel represents
the structure and evolution ofa W —subtypeW UM a system

during a considerable tin e ofa cycle when the energy trans-
fer takes place in the outem ost layers (10 m eshpoints) near
the surface of the com m on envelope. T herefore, the region of
the energy transfer has a signi cant in uence on the struc—
ture and evolution of the contact binaries. T he sam e results
are obtained if the energy transfer is assum ed to take place
In thebase or In the whole ofthe com m on envelope, because
m ost of energy is still transferred in the base ofthe comm on
envelope due to a higher density of the base of the com m on
envelope even if the energy transfer is assum ed to take place
In the whole of the comm on envelope. However, it is very
di erent from the resul based on the assum ption that the
energy transfer in the outem ost layers. T herefore, we con—
clude that the energy transfer in W -type system sm ay take
place In the outem ost layers near the surface of comm on
envelope, and energy transfer In A -type system s probably
takes place In the deeper layers of their com m on envelope.

iy-Jr;g- :l_h-e-e-nergy transfer which is sim ilar to m ixing-Jlength
theory, and concluded that the energy transfer in contact
binaries m ust be characterized by a scale of a com plicated
eddy structure which is much shorter than the separation
between the two stars, and that it appears possible to di-
vide the envelope Into a surface layer w here convective m ix—
Ing detem Ines the scale and a deeper layer where C oriolis
e ects dom inate. M eanw hile, each A -type system has a ra—
diative envelope, and the energy transfer is caused by the
eddies due to Coriolis e ects, and should take place in the
deeper layers (base) of the com m on envelope; H ow ever each
W -type system has a convective envelope, the energy trans—
fer is attributed to eddies due to convection, and should take
place In the surface layers ofthe com m on envelope. Since the

surfaces of both stars are radiative rather than convective,
it follow s that convection is by no m eans essential to heat
transport in contact envelopes, although i m ay well have
an In portant n uence. In our m odelw ith low totalm ass,
we assum e the energy transfer takes place in the outem ost
layers of the comm on envelope. The them al structure of
the two com ponents of the binary (logd = 51:723; = 45)
during a phase of contact evolution and of sem idetached
evolution is shown in Figure 6. In contact phase, energy
transfer takes place in the outem ost layers of the com m on
envelope, and the outem ost layers of the envelopes of both
com ponents are so sin ilar that the di erence is slight.

It is seen in Figure 6a that the lum inosity of the sec—
ondary’s outer layers below the energy sources is very low,
and in these layers the core um inosiy (nclidesthem aland
nuclear lum inosities) has alm ost com pletely been exhausted

4.2.2 Cyclic evolution

W e consider now the evolutionary behavior of the binary,
also beginning at the contact m odel w ith a m ass ratio of
about 0.8. The evolution of the binary, with energy trans—
fer included and the um inosity increm ent is applied in the
outem ost layers (10 m eshpoints) of the com m on envelope,
is shown In Figures 7, 8 and 9 for = 45.The system un-
dergoes therm alcycles on a them altim escale. At the early
stage, the evolution of the contact phase resem ble the prop—
erties in the case of no energy transfer, since the e ciency
of energy transfer is extrem ely low and equilbrium con g-
uration rem ains at the equalm ass state. H owever, the ex—
pansion of the secondary is hastened by the energy which is
being deposited in its envelope, and the grow th in the depth
ofthe com m on envelope w hich these causes lead to the con—
tinued increase of energy transfer. T he added m ass onto the
secondary stops when the signi cant energy is transferred
from the prin ary to the secondary. T his followed by a rapid
rise in the rate ofm ass transfer back to the prim ary, and the
rate ofm ass transfer rises rapidly to a higher valie because
of the rapid Increase in the heat transfer, then decreases
rapidly to stable value (see F igure 8c), however these could
not prevent a further increase in the depth of contact and in
the um Inosity transfer (see Figure 8d and F igure 9c¢) until
the decrease in radius of the secondary caused by m ass loss
can not be com pensated by its increase caused by lum inos—
ity transfer. If this has occurred, the binary evolves rather
slow Iy towards sm aller m ass ratios as each star attem pts
to obtain them al equilbbrium . T hroughout this phase the
secondary contracts rapidly and the depth of contact de—
creases so that this phase will be rapidly term inated when
f1ll e clent energy transfer can no longer be m aintained.
This phase of good them al contact is characterized by a
rem arkable constancy ofm ost of properties of both stars.
Once fulle ciency is lost, the secondary, no longer ade—
quately supported, contracts very rapidly and the direction
of m ass transfer reverses, the rate of m ass transfer rising
to its highest value in the cycle. T he secondary breaks con-—
tact w ith its R oche Iobe, and continues to collapse tow ards
a m ain-sequence equilbrium state, its tem perature and u-
m Inosity alling rapidly. T he lum inosity of the prim ary also
decreases during sem idetached phase, since the R oche Iobe
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Figure 6. The them alstructure of the prim ary (solid line) and the secondary (dashed line) during a phase of sem idetached evolution

(SD ) and of contact evolution (C) with e cient energy transfer.

com m on envelope.

again contracts the star to prevent its free expansion to-
wards them alequilbbrium , and the process of raising m atter
up through the star, for transfer to the secondary, requires
signi cant quantities of energy, at the expense of the surface
Jum inosity. M eanw hile, the um inosity produced by nuclear
sources also fallsbecause ofthe core ofthe prin aryl J;s_ags_o_@_('—

panding and cooling during sem idetached phase R obertson
1977 ._'Sjnoe the therm al tin escales of the two com ponents
are not equal, the radius ofthe secondary w ill ncrease before
the secondary collapses to be a m ain-sequence equilbrium

state during sem idetached phase, so that the system evolves
into a contact binary again. T herefore, the two stars of the
system are unlikely in them alequilbrium at any tim e ofa

cycle.

The radiusm assdiagram isshown in Figure 7. It is seen
In Figure 7 that the radius of the secondary is larger than
that ofa ZAM S star w ith the sam e m ass, and the radius of
the prim ary is an aller than that ofa ZAM S star w ith the
sam e m ass even though the system evolves in sem idetached
phase. It suggests that the tw o com ponents ofthe system are

In contact, um inosity transfer takes place in the outem ost layers of

not In them al equilbrium at any tim e of a cycle. A s seen
from Figures 8 and 9, the system undergoes cyclic evolution
on a them al tin escale, w ith a period of about 10’ yr, and
the system spendsa large part ofthe tim e ofa cycle in con-
tact evolution (lasting about 70 percent of the tim e), only
a sm allpart of tin e in sem idetached evolution.M eanw hilk,
In a long phase (lasting a bout 60 percent of the tine of a
cyclk), the system is in good them al contact wih a tem -
perature di erence between the two com ponents not larger

tem perature di erence between two com ponents is less than
300K during 80 percent tin e of a cycle, but the m axin um
contact degree of his m odel is extrem ely low (about 2% )
which is much lower than the m ean contact degree of the

that hism odelcould not evolve In high contact depth.H ow -
ever, ourm odelcan evolve n a m axin um contact degree of
about 7% (see Figure 8d) which is very close to the m ean
valie of W -type system s.T he evolution ofthe binary in any
cycle does not com pletely repeat the evolutionary track of
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a binary (logd = 51:723 and = 45) w ith altermating contact
and sem idetached phases. A steady cycle appears to be set up
after two or three initial loops. H eat transfer is assum ed to be
fully e cient only when the depth of contact exceeds a certain
fraction.

the previous cycle, although the evolution of the binary un—
dergoes the them al cyc]es A s seen ftom the F igure 8a, the

the prevpus-cyele,-so-that-the m-ean m-assrtio of the-system - - -
becom gs sn-aller and smaller along w-th-the evolation-of-the - -

binary.' Tt indicates-that-the-system -wil-evelve £6 atypical-
W -type system wih a mass ratio of about 0.5 although a
contact system which orighates from a initially detached or
sem rdetached anaJ:y has a higher m ass ratio of about 0.7

ofthe binary becom es higher and higherbecause of the evo—
lution ofthe system (seeF igure 8d).T he evolution ofthe lu—
m nosities of the two stars are not synchronous, also are the
radii of them , ie., the um Inosity (radius) of the secondary
does not rise to them axin um when the um inosity (radiis)
of the prin ary reaches the m Ininum , and vice versa. It is
caused by the di erent them al tin escales of both com po—
nents. Because the them al tim escales of both com ponents
are unequal, the two stars unlkely reach the them alequi-
lbrium , but the two com ponents of the system attem pt to
reach the them al equilbrium , and the attem pt of the sys—
tem to reach the nonexistent them al equilbrium , coupled
w ith R oche geom etry, js the driver ﬁ)r the cycling behavior

and the orbial period ofthe two com ponents of the system

is shown In Figure 9b,d. It is seen in F igure 9 that them ean
period In any cycle ofthe system becom es longer and longer
as the evolution of the binary, and that the tem perature of
the secondary excesses that of the prim ary in a large part
of the tim e in any cycl.

4.2.3 The cycks in the perjod—oo]our diagram

151o9T. IogP = 5:975::6:5; a@7)

log T (K)

~0.6 ~05 Toa —03 —0.2
log P (days)

Figure 10. The cycles of the less m assive com ponent of the
binary in the period-colour diagram .

where P is the period in days, which is lim ited by the solid
lines In Figure 10. A Iso shown is the cycles of the lessm as—
sive com ponent of our m odel (logd = 51:723, = 45).As
seen ﬁ:om theFigure9 ourmodeljsjn agreenentwith the

caused by the e ect of the stellar rotation consxiered by
us.

5 DISCUSSION AND SUMM ARY

The m ost uncertainties in the theoretical investigation of
contact binaries concemsm ainly the energy transfer, ie., i
is not clear that where and how this energy is transferred
from the prim ary (m ore m assive star) to the secondary.A
though it seem s probabl that the transfer occurs in the
com m on envelope, above the R oche Iobe, w here the tw o stars
are In good contact. However, we can not con m that the
energy transfer occurs in the base or the outem ost region
or the whole of the comm on envelope. T herefore, m ost of
results of the previous investigators are based on the as—
sum ption that the energy transfer between the com ponents
occurs In the adiabatic part ofthe com m on convective enve—
Iope (adJabath transfer) . Them odi catJon due to supeladr

the heat capacity of the secondary’s subphotospheric layers
is too sm all. In order to investigate the e ect of the region

of energy transfer on the structure and evolution of contact
binaries, we assum e the energy transfer takes place in the
di erent regions of the com m on envelope, and nd that the

region ofenergy transferhas signi cant in uence on the evo-
ution of the contact binaries. T here is no possibility of the
tem perature of the secondary exceeding that of the prim ary
at any tim e of a cyclk if the energy transfer occurs in the
base or the whole of the comm on envelope, and the tem —
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out

of the prim ary (solid lines) and the secondary (dashed lines ) of the binary as a function of Age, A steady cycle appears to be set up

after two or three initial loops.

perature of the secondary can excess that of the prim ary if
the energy transfer takes place In the outem ost layers of
the com m on envelope, suggesting that during contact phase
of the cycle the m odels are reasonably good agreem ent w ith
the observed properties of A typeW UM a system swhen the
energy transfer is assum ed to take place in the base or the
whole of com m on envelope, and them odel is very consistent
w ith the observed properties of W -type system s when the
energy transfer is assum ed to take place in the outemm ost
layers of the com m on envelope. T herefore, we conclude that
the energy transfer m ay take place in the base of the com -
mon envelope for A -type system s, and the transfer takes
place in the outem ost layers for W -type system s. Since the
surfaces of both com ponents are radiative rather than con—
vective, it ollow s that convection is by no m eans essential
to heat transport in contact envelopes, although it m ay well
have an in portant in uence.

(1970) !into A -type and W -type system s according as the
prin ary m ininum in the light curve is a transit, in which

the sm aller star partially eclipses the larger, or an occul-
tation, when the larger star is In front. The observations

The main di erences between these subclasses are as the
follow ings: the A -type system s have longer periods, are hot—
ter, sm allerm ass ratio, and in better contact (ie.the higher

the A -type system s are likely evolved stars. For a low total
m ass contact binary, we assum ed that the energy transfer
takesplace in the outem ost layers of the com m on envelope.
O ur m odel indicates that the m ass ratio of the binary be—
com es am aller and sm aller, and the contact depth becom es
higher and higher as the evolution of the system , that is
to say, the system steadily evolves towards a contact bi-
nary with a sm aller m ass ratio and a deegper com m on enve—
Iope. It suggests that som e A -type system s w ith low total
m ass could be considered as later evolutionary stages ofW —
subtypes, although W —type system s show greater activity in
the form ofperiod and light curve changes, which were orig—

nally thought to occur on a them al tim escale @uc:inski
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period (in days) and the transferred um inosity of the system .

1974) but now their periods appear to consists of abrupt
changes typically in a tin escale ofa few m onths; A nd A -type
system s possess m ore stable light curves and less rapidly
varying periods. However, In this scenario the system evo—
Jution was towards an aller m ass ratio, longer periods and
deeper contact, and the better physical contact w ill lead to
the gradualdisappearance of the W -type peculiarities thot—
ter secondary, light curve perturbations, and frequent period
changes) . T herefore, som e of low totalm ass system s can be
regarded as the later evolutionary stages ofW -type system s.

In orderto obtain am odelofW -subtypeW UM a system
In which the tem perature of the less m assive star is higher
than that ofthem assive one, the investigators assum ed that
the energy transfer takes place in the superadiabatic part or

extrem e superadiabatic transfer m ust be exclided because
the heat capacity of the secondary’s subphotospheric layers

is too an all. In our m odel, we do not assum e that the en—
ergy occurs in the superadiabatic or extrem e superadiabatic
part of the envelope of the secondary, but the surface tem —
perature of the secondary can excess that of the prim ary
during the tim e when the radius of the prin ary increases
rapidly, or the radius of the secondary (lessm assive com po—
nent) decreases rapidly (see gure 9ab). The tem perature
ofthe secondary exceeding that ofthe prin ary in ourm odel
can be attributed to exhaustion of a part of the nuclear u-
m nosity ofthe prim ary due to the expansion ofthe prim ary,
or the release of the gravitation energy of the secondary be-
cause of its contraction .M eanw hile, it suggests that the two
subtypeW UM a system s are probably caused by the energy
them al one. !/_\l_apg_(_lgfa_li) has showed that the two types
of contact binaries are In two di erent TRO states: the less
m assive com ponent of W -types are shrinking whereas the
Jessm assive star of A types are swelling. T he contraction of
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the secondary In W -type system s releases som e of its gravi-
tationalenergy, therefore, it m akesthe e ective tem perature
of the secondary higher than the prim ary. H owever, In our
m odel, the contraction of the secondary is one of the m ech—
anism s which can m ake the tem perature of the secondary
higherthan theprim ary,but it only lastsa very short period,
so the surface tem perature of the secondary higher than the
prin ary ism ainly caused by the depletion of a part of the
Jum inosity of the prim ary due to its rapid expansion.

Our m odels for contact binary system s exhibit cyclic
behavior about a state of m arginal contact, w ith a period
of 107 yr. In cyclic evolution, the two com ponents of the
system are unlkely in them al equilbrium because of the
di erence In their them al tin escales, but they attem pt to
reach the themm al equjJJbrjum The attsn pt of the systsn

V ihu 1%8_1).A larger tem peraturedi erence ( T . > 300K)
between the two com ponents occurs in a part of the time
of a cyclke (lasting about 30 35 percent time of a cyclk).
A In ost all of the previous investigators thought that this
requires there to be as m any short-period binary wih EB
light curvesasw ith EW light curves, and that them odels for

ELLs, WhJCh have too sm all an am plitude to be classi ed
as EW s or EBs). It is reasonable to identify the EW s as
contact binaries and the EB s as sem idetached. T he ratio of
5/13 is not much out of line wih TRO theory, so we are
not sure there is In fact any light curve paradox. H ow ever,
the W UM a system s indeed undergo angular m om entum

Joss w ithout doubt and the m ost hke]y angular m om entum

strong sources, suggestJng surface activity of the kind we
observe on the Sun, and so the presence of the m agnetic

elds. The stellar w Ind would cause m agnetic braking, and
wew illdiscuss the evolution of W UM a system s included the
angular m om entum loss in our future work.M eanwhilk, we
do not consider the energy source at secondary’s atm osphere
provided by the accreting m atter from the prin ary at our
present work. T his energy source can hasten the expansion
of the secondary, and shorten the tim e spent in the sem i-
detached evolution.W e refer to a forthcom ing work included
this extra energy source for the secondary.
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