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A B ST R A C T

The structure and evolution oflow-m assW UM a type contactbinariesare discussed

by em ployingEggleton’sstellarevolution code(Eggleton 1971,1972,1973).Assum ing

thatthesesystem scom pletely satisfy Rochegeom etry,forcontactbinarieswith every

kind ofm assratios(0.02� 1.0),wecalculatetherelativeradii(R 1;2=A,whereR 1;2 are

the radiiofboth stars,and A the orbitalseparation)ofboth com ponentsofcontact

binariesin di�erentcontactdepth between innerand outerRochelobes.W eobtain a

radiusgrid ofcontactbinaries,and can ensure the surfacesoftwo com ponentslying

on an equipotentialsurfaceby interpolation using thisradiusgrid when wefollow the

evolution ofthecontactbinaries.Seriousuncertaintiesconcern m ainly the transferof

energyin thesesystem s,i.e.,itisunclearthathow and wheretheenergyistransferred.

W eassum ethattheenergy transfertakesplacein thedi�erentregionsofthecom m on

envelope to investigate the e�ects ofthe region ofenergy transfer on the structure

and evolution of contact binaries.W e �nd that the region of energy transfer has

signi�cantin
uence on the structure and evolution ofcontactbinaries,and conclude

thattheenergy transferm ay occurin theouterm ostlayersofthecom m on convective

envelope for W -type system s,and this transfer takes place in the deeper layers of

the com m on envelope for A-type system s.M eanwhile,ifwe assum e that the energy

transfertakes place in the outerm ostlayersfor ourm odelwith low totalm ass,and

�nd thatourm odelsteadily evolvestowardsa system with a sm allerm assratio and

a deeperenvelope,suggesting thatsom eA-typeW UM a system swith low totalm ass

could be considered asthe laterevolutionary stagesofW -subtype system s,and that

thesurfacetem peratureofthesecondary excessesthatoftheprim ary during thetim e

when theprim ary expandsrapidly,orthesecondary contractsrapidly,suggestingthat

W -subtypesystem sm ay becaused by expansion oftheprim ary,orby thecontraction

ofthe secondary.

K ey w ords: stars:binaries:close{stars:m ass-loss{stars:rotation{stars:evolution

1 IN T R O D U C T IO N

Itisprobable thatm ore than 50 percentofallstarsare in

binary orm ultiplesystem s.An unknown,butpossibly large,

percentageofthesesystem saresu�ciently close thatsom e-

tim e during their lifetim e interacting as a result ofRoche

lobe over
ow (RLO F).The W UM a-type contact binaries

are the m ostcom m on ones,com prising som e 95 percentof

eclipsing variablesin thesolarneighborhood (Shapley 1948)

orone stars in every 1000{2000 in the sam e spectralrange

(Eggen 1967).Allowing for selection e�ects,W UM a stars

m ay even contribute1 percentofallF and G dwarfs(van’t

Veer1975a).A m orerecentdiscussion ofcontactbinariesin

thesolarneighborhood iscarried outby Ruci�nski(2002).He

considersthecom pletesam pleof32EW ,EB,and ellipsoidal

? E-m ail:gssephd@ public.km .yn.cn or lifang li@ hotm ail.com

(ELL) variables with V < 7:5,and gives the frequency as

1 per 500 stars with � 0:5 < V < 5:5,including a serious

estim ate ofthe uncertainty.

W UM a starsarefound both in young and in old galac-

ticclusters(van’tVeer1975b).Am ong theseclustersare:1.

NG C 2602,NG C 6383,NG C 7235 (. 107 yr);2.Pleiades,

Com a,Praesepe (. 5� 10
8
yr);3.NG C188,M 67 (& 5� 10

9

yr).Forthisreason itseem swe should be able to construct

zero-age as wellas evolved contact m odels.Further,there

would bea naturalexplanation fortheexistenceofW UM a

stars in young as wellas in old cluster ifzero-age contact

m odels could be shown to evolve on a nuclear tim escale.

Structureand evolution ofcontactbinariesarecom plex and

by no m eanswellunderstood.Although theoreticalinvesti-

gation on early-typesystem sisalm ostabsent,ourdiscussion

will be restricted to late-type system s. The observational

properties (M ochnacki 1981; Ruci�nski 1993) that provide

http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0403337v1
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the best clues to the nature oflate-type W UM a system s

are thatthesystem sare offairly low totalm ass,and are in

shallow contact,thatno equalm asssystem sexist,thatthe

m ass-lum inosity relation is unusual,and that m ost ofthe

W -type system s are to be un unevolved orslightly evolved

only,and som e ofthem are known to be unevolved.

Lucy (1968) had the key idea ofa com m on convective

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.Therm alequilibrium turned out

to be usually im possible.Lucy therm alequilibrium m odel

(violating theperiod-colourrelation)only in a lim ited m ass

region and forextrem ePopulation Icom position (Z & 0:04).

M oss& W helan (1970)and W helan (1972)encountered sim -

ilardi�culties.Indeed,therm alequilibrium wasfound to be

in con
ictwith theequalentropy condition in zero age con-

tactbinaries(K �ahler1995).

Renouncingtherestriction totherm alequilibrium ,Lucy

(1976);Flannery (1976),and Robertson & Eggleton (1977)

obtained contactbinary solution evolving in therm alcycles

aboutastateofm arginalcontact.Thesolutionsarein agree-

m entwith theperiod-colourrelation,buttheyhavebad light

curvesbecauseofalargetem peraturedi�erencebetween the

twocom ponentsforaconsiderablepartofthetim ein acycle.

Som e authorsencountered the sam e di�culty,the so-called

lightcurveparadox,also forsystem sevolvingwithoutlossof

contact.Hazlehurst(2001)pointed outthatthepresentthe-

ory ofcycliccontactbinaries(therm alrelaxation oscillation,

TRO )isnotin a position to resolvethelightcurveparadox.

The di�culty ofexplaining the EW -type light curves (i.e.

light curve paradox) re
ects a basic con
ict between the

treatm ent ofthe internalstructure and the observed prop-

ertiesofthe outerm ostlayers.

K �ahler (2002a,b) has discussed the structure equa-

tions of contact binaries, and assum ed that the energy

sources/sinks caused by the interaction ofthe com ponents

occursonly in thesecondary’s/prim ary’souterlayersto ob-

tain the m odels which are applied to the typicallate-type

system s.Firstheim posed therestriction thatthefractional

extentin m ass ofthe sources/sinks in the layers above the

critical surface is the sam e in the both com ponents, and

found solutionsevolvingin therm alcycles.And iftheenergy

transfer is assum ed to be su�ciently e�ective,loss ofcon-

tactisavoided.O therwise,thecyclesconsistsofa long quiet

phase in good contactand a shortviolentphase with rapid

changesbetween contact,sem i-detached,and detached con-

�gurations.And in both cases a large potentialdi�erence

between the surfaces ofboth com ponents occurs during a

part ofthe contact phase,that is to say,the system devi-

ates hydrostatic equilibrium during this tim e.M eanwhile,

the m axim um contact degree is extrem ely sm all(� 2% )in

both cases,suggesting thatlate-type contactbinaries m ust

be shallow contact.However,the contactdegree ofm ostof

realW UM a system s which were observed to be in good

therm al contact is about 10% , only a little of real late-

typecontactsystem s(ER Cep,AO Cam ,M aceroni& van’t

Veer,1996)isobserved to be in good therm alcontactwith

a sm allercontactdegree (� 2 percent).

In a series ofpapers,Shu and his colleagues have ex-

tended the unequalentropy m odelby putting an equalen-

tropy com m on envelopeon top ofinteriorswith theentropy

di�erence,�S = 0,(Shu,Lubow & Anderson 1976,1979,

1980;Lubow & Shu 1977,1979).These m odels satisfy the

light curve constraint but requires a tem perature disconti-

nuity region between thecom m on envelopeand theinterior

ofthe secondary com ponent.Thisso-called D SC m odelhas

been strongly attacked by otherinvestigators(Hazlehurst&

Refsdal1978; Papaloizou & Pringle 1979;Sm ith,Robert-

son & Sm ith 1980)since itwasthoughtto be violating the

second law oftherm odynam ics.

The structure and evolution ofW UM a starsstillcom -

prises m any unsolved questions although m any progresses

havebeen achieved.Them ostdi�cultproblem concernsthe

energy transferbetween the com ponents,i.e.,itisnotclear

where and how the energy is transferred.The m echanism

causing energy transfer is stilla largely unsolved problem .

In addition,we do not con�rm that the transfer occurs in

the base,or the outerm ost layers,or the whole ofcom m on

envelopealthough itseem sprobablethatthetransferoccurs

in thecom m on envelope,abovetheinnerRochecriticalsur-

face,where the starsare in good contact.

In present paper,we have calculated a relative-radius

grid ofcontact binaries with di�erent m ass ratios and dif-

ferent contact degrees according to the Roche potentialto

ensure the surfaces of two com ponents lying on the sam e

equipotentialby interpolation using thisradiusgrid.In ad-

dition,weassum ethattheenergy transferoccursin thedif-

ferentregions ofcom m on envelope to investigate the e�ect

ofregion ofenergy transfer on the structure and evolution

ofcontact binaries.As result ofour investigation,we �nd

thattheregion ofenergy transferhasa signi�cantin
uence

on the structure and evolution ofthe contactbinaries,and

that the energy transfer m ay take place in the outerm ost

layersofthecom m on envelopeforW -typesystem s,and this

probably takes place in the deeper layers of the com m on

envelope forA-typesystem s.

2 ST R U C T U R E EQ U A T IO N S A N D

B O U N D A R Y C O N D IT IO N

2.1 D i�erentialequations

Eggleton’s stellar evolution code used in present work has

considered the e�ectofstellarrotation on stellarstructure.

Let! be the angularvelocity,m i the m ass variable,gi the

e�ectivegravity in com ponenti,�ex;i thesource(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�erentialequations are the

following

@lnri

@m i

=
1

4�r3
i
%i

(1)

@lnPi

@m i

=
1

4�r2
i
Pi

gi; (gi =
G m i

r2
i

(1�
2!2

r
3

i

3G m i

)) (2)

@Li

@m i

= �i� �� � Ti
D si

D t
+ �ex;i (3)

@lnTi

@m i

=
@lnPi

@m i

r i (4)

where r i (i = 1;2) is the tem perature gradients of both

com ponents,and given by
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r i =

�

r a;i (r r;i > r a;i);

r r;i (r r;i < r a;i);
(5)

wherer r;a aretheradiativeand adiabatictem peraturegra-

dients.The radiative tem perature gradientisgiven by

r r;i =
3

16�acG

�iLiPi

m iT
4

i

(1�
2!2

r
3

i

3G m i

)
� 1
; (6)

2.2 C ontact condition

In hydrostatic equilibrium the surface ofeach star should

coincidewith thesam eequipotentialsurfacewhich,in Roche

approxim ation,requires

R 2

R 1

= (
M 2

M 1

)
�
; (7)

where R 1;2 are the radii of both com ponents, M 1;2 the

m assesofboth com ponents,� theindex ofm ass-radiusrela-

tion ofcontactbinaries.Thevalueof� variesnotonly with

m ass ratio,but also with the depth ofcontact.It covers a

range of0:45 � 0:50 for the m arginalcontactbinaries,and

willcover a larger range if the contact depth varies.But

m ost ofinvestigators takes � = 0:46 approxim ately,which

isvery close to a value ofa m arginalcontactbinary with a

m ass ratio ofq � 0:5.Since the m ass ratio ofeach contact

binary variesduring its evolution,som e investigators use a

boundary condition asthe following

R 1

R crit1

=
R 2

R crit2

; (8)

where R 1;2 are radiioftwo com ponents,R crit1;2 the Roche

criticalradii.Eqs.(7)and (8)only approxim ately ensurethe

surfaces ofboth com ponents lying on the sam e equipoten-

tialsurface.In orderto letthesurfacesofthetwo starslying

on the sam e equipotentialaccurately,we calculate a radius

grid ofcontactbinaries which have di�erent�xed m ass ra-

tios (0:02;0:04;0:06;� � � ;1:0) and di�erent contact degrees

(0% ;2:5% ;5% ;� � � ;100% ) for each �xed m ass ratio using a

dim ensionlessRoche potential

� =
1

r1
+

q

r2
+
1+ q

2
[(x �

q

1+ q
)
2
+ y

2
]�

q
2

2(1+ q)
(9)

where � is the potentialat an arbitrary point P,r1;2 the

distances ofpoint P from the centers ofgravity ofthe two

stars,x and y theCartesian coordinatesofpointP (theori-

gin of the rectangular system ofCartesian coordinates at

the center ofgravity ofm ass M 1,and the x-axis ofwhich

coincides with the line joining the centers ofthe two stars,

the y-axis in the orbitalplane),r1;2,x,and y are in unit

oforbitalseparation ofthe binary,q(=
M 2

M 1

) the m ass ra-

tio.W ecan accurately ensurethesurfacesoftwo starslying

on thesam e equipotentialby interpolation using ourradius

grid.Eggleton’sstellarevolution codeusesthem ostm odern

physicsas reported by Pols etal.(1995),and it can calcu-

late the evolution ofa single starora binary (notcontact).

Forevolution ofa single star,justchoose an orbitalperiod

so large that there is no prospect ofRLO F.For evolution

ofa detached binary,the evolution ofeach star is sim ilar

to that of a single star.For evolution of a sem i-detached

binary,RLO F has been treated within the code, so that

the m assabove Roche lobe istransferred to itscom panion,

and the m asslostata rate proportionalto the cube ofthe

fractionalexcess ofthe star’s radius over its lobe’s radius

(dm
dt

= � C � M ax[0;(ln r

R crit

)
3
],wheredm =dtgivestherateat

which them assofthestarchanges,r theradiusofthestar,

and R crit the radius ofits Roche lobe),it has been tested

throughly and works very reliably.W ith C = 1000M � /yr,

RLO F proceedssteadily (Han etal.2002).

W hen aclosebinary evolvesintoacontactone,them ass

which is transferred is no longer the m ass above its Roche

lobe.Ifthe surface ofstar 2 is at a higher potentialthan

star 1,so that an unbalanced pressure gradient willforce

m ass transferred from star 2 to star 1,then this boundary

condition should be m odi�ed as

dm 2

dt
= � C � m ax[0;(ln

R 2

R 20

)
3
]; (10)

in which

R 20 = < 2

3

r

%1R
3

1
+ %2R

3

2

%1R
3

1
+ %2<

3

2

; (11)

where%1;2 are thesurface densitiesofboth com ponents,R 1

theradiusofstar1 (known),< 2 theradiusofan equipoten-

tialsurface in star2,whose potentialisequalto the surface

potentialofstar 1,and it is obtained by the interpolation

according to our radius grid.R 2 the realradius ofstar 2

because ofits evolution.(The m ass which is transferred to

star 1 is the m ass above R 20 rather than that above < 2,

because the surface potentialofstar 1 willbe higher than

thatofstar2 ifthe m assabove < 2 istransferred to Star1.

)Assum ing thatthe radiiofthe two stars 1 and 2 becom e

R 10 and R 20 respectively after m ass transfer,they should

satisfy a very accurate condition (
R 10

R 1

=
R 20

< 2

).M eanwhile,

the m assgained by star1 equalsto thatlostby star2,i.e.,

(
4�R

3

10

3
�

4�R
3

1

3
)%1 = (

4�R
3

2

3
�

4�R
3

20

3
)%2.Then Eq.(11) can

be easily derived from thetwo conditionsm entioned above.

Eq.(10)givesa m ass loss rate from star2 to star1.Ifthe

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�erentialequations (11

equations should be solved for each stars),in 22 variables,

have to be solved.The direct coupling between the sets of

equationsforthe two com ponentsisvia the boundary con-

ditionsand energy transferdiscussed in sect.3.

3 A M O D EL FO R EN ER G Y T R A N SFER

Struve (1948) �rst recognized the unusualm ass-lum inosity

relationship ofthe secondary com ponents ofW Ursae M a-

jorissystem s,suggesting thatitm ightbecausally related to

a possible com m on envelope.O saki(1964) noted that von

Zeipel’s theorem would require the observed approxim ate

constancy ofradiative
ux overthesurfaceofa system with

a radiative com m on envelope in order to m aintain hydro-

static equilibrium .The factthatm ostW UM a system sap-

pearto haveconvectiveenvelopes,however,led Lucy (1968)

to propose thattheover-lum inosity ofthesecondariesisdi-

rectly attributable to energy transferbetween thetwo stars

within a convective envelope.

Itisnotclearthatwhere and how the energy istrans-

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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com m on envelope,above the inner Roche lobe,where the

stars are in good contact,but we could not con�rm that

the energy is transferred in the base or the outerm ost lay-

ersorthewhole ofthecom m on convectiveenvelope.M ean-

while,the m echanism causing energy transfer between the

two com ponentsrem ainsuncertain.M oses(1974,1976)and

M oses& Sm ith (1976)haveargued thatthelarge-scalecircu-

lation envisaged by Hazlehurst& M eyer-Hofm eister (1973)

or Nariai(1976) is likely to be destroyed by both norm al,

verticalconvection and coriolis forces.They consider that

a m oreappropriate picturewould involvehorizontally m ov-

ing eddies, again driven by horizontal pressure gradients,

which would travel only a short distant horizontally be-

fore ofconvection;it di�ers fundam entally from the m ech-

anism of Hazlehurst & M eyer-Hofm eister in that the ed-

dies are not in therm alequilibrium with the surroundings,

and willtherefore dissipate on a therm altim e-scale even if

no other process acts to break them up.O n the contrary,

W ebbink (1977)arguesthata large-scale circulation can be

m aintained,and has returned to the m odelofHazlehurst

& M eyer-Hofm eister.Therefore,them echanism causing en-

ergy transfer is stilllargely an unsolved problem .Because

oftheseuncertainties,m ostnum ericalm odelsofcontactbi-

narieshave been phenom enological,sim ply inserting an ar-

ti�cialenergy source �L in the secondary,usually in the

adiabatic part ofthe com m on envelope,and a correspond-

ing energy sink in theprim ary,thevalueof�L beingchosen

to satisfy the requirem entsthatthe system be both in con-

tact and in equilibrium .As Robertson & Eggleton (1977),

letL1 and L2 be the lum inosities (nuclearplustherm allu-

m inosities),and m 1 and m 2 the m assesofthe com ponents.

Although theW UM a-typesystem sarerelatively m uch m ore

com m on,� 1 per10 in the equivalentm agnitude range,we

stillassum ethatthee�ectoffully e�cientenergy exchange

isto equalize the light-to-m assratio ofthe stars,since this

seem stoobtain approxim ately am ong theobserved system s.

If�L 0 islostby the prim ary and gained by the secondary,

we require that

L1 � �L 0

m 1

=
L2 + �L 0

m 2

; (12)

sincetransferisnotfully e�cientatallphases,an arbitrary

factor f is introduced,which varies through the cycle and

goesto zero with the depth ofcontact.Thuswe take:

�L = f � �L 0; (0 6 f 6 1): (13)

where f isthe e�cientfactorofenergy transfer.W e take

f = M in[1;�(d
2
� 1)] (14)

in which

d = M ax[1;M in(
r1

R crit1

;
r2

R crit2

)] (15)

where r1;2 are the radii of both stars, R crit1;2 the Roche

critical radii of both stars. The param eter � is expected

to be m oderately large,so thatheattransferbecom esfully

e�cientforstellar radiiexceeding the Roche radiiby som e

standard sm allam ount.

Thelum inosity transferred by circulation currentsfrom

the prim ary to the secondary adopted by K �ahler(2002b)is

�L =

Z
M 2

0

�ex;2dm 2 = �

Z
M 1

0

�ex;1dm 1; (16)

1

Figure 1. Evolution ofa close binary system into contact with

logJ = 51:710.The prim ary,starting atthe upper right,reached

its R oche lobe alm ost im m ediately after leaving the zero-age

m ain-sequence.A ccretion on to the secondary,starting from the

lowerleft,caused itto swelluntilitalso � lled itslobe.Theresult-

ing contact m odel,or a very sim ilar m odel,is the initialm odel

for m ostsubsequent calculations.Further evolution in the � gure

assum es (unrealistically) that no heat transfer take place during

contact.The system evolves to equalm asses.The present m odel

representsourresult,the othersobtained by R obertson & Eggle-

ton (1977).

Figure 2. Evolution ofa close binary system into contact with

logJ = 51:723.

4 EV O LU T IO N IN T O C O N TA C T

4.1 T he initialm odel

O ur initial m odel consists of two zero-age m ain-sequence

(ZAM S) stars ofPopulation I (X = 0:70;Z = 0:02) with

m ass 1.2 and 0.6M � as Robertson & Eggleton (1977).In

orderto �nd the in
uence ofthe adoption ofourboundary

condition and them ostm odern physicalinputsreported by

Pols et al.(1995) on the evolution ofthe binary.At �rst,

we do notconsiderthe rotation ofthe starsand the energy

transfer between the two com ponents,and take an initial

period of0.3418 days,and orbitalangularm om entum ,J,of

5:129� 10
51
erg� s(logJ = 51.710)asRobertson & Eggleton

(1977).O urresulttogetherwith Robertson & Eggleton’sone

isshown in Figure1.Itisseen in Figure1 thattheadoption

ofour boundary condition and the m ost m odern physical

inputshasa signi�cantin
uenceon theevolution ofthe bi-
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naries.Then weconsidertherotation ofboth com ponentsof

thebinary,buttheenergy transferbetween thetwo com po-

nents,and take a orbitalperiod of0.3732 days,and orbital

angularm om entum ,J,of5:283� 1051 erg� s(logJ = 51:723).

The initialseparation is about 2.65R � .The initialm odel

is a detached binary,and the surface of the prim ary lies

only a short way inside its Roche lobe which it �lls after

2:8� 10
6
yrofnuclear evolution.Thereafter it losses m ass

to its com panion at a rather slow rate which rises approx-

im ately � 1:4� 10� 8
M � =yr.Atthe beginning ofthe m ass

transfer,the m ass loss rate is very slow,the radius ofthe

secondary is sm aller than that of a ZAM S star with the

sam e m ass because the secondary with a convective enve-

lope gains m ass and its radius decreases.W hen the m ass

lossrate risesto a highervalue,thesecondary istoo late to

adjust its structure therm ally after it gains m ass from the

prim ary and its radius increases so that the radius ofthe

secondary islargerthan thatofa ZAM S starwith thesam e

m ass(See Figure 2).

The addition m asson to the secondary causesitto ex-

pand and its e�ective tem perature and lum inosity to in-

crease,and after a totalof3:5 � 10
7
yr ofevolution from

the m ain sequence it has swollen to �llits Roche lobe,so

that the system evolve into a contact system .The contact

binary form ed at this point has m asses of1.0 and 0.8M �

and a m assratio of0.8.Sincewedo notconsidertheenergy

transfer between the two com ponents,the two stars evolve

steadily towards equalm asses on a therm altim escale (see

Figure2).Although som e ofW UM a-typesystem s(atleast

V348 Car,Hilditch & Bell,1987 )with closely equalm asses

areconsistentwith thisscenario,howeverm ostoftherealW

UM a-typesystem sare notequal-m assones.Thiscan bere-

garded assu�cientproofthatthem ajority ofcontactbina-

riesneverapproach theequal-m assstate,suggestingthatthe

transferofsigni�cantam ountofenergy through thecom m on

envelope surrounding the com ponentsin direction from the

prim ary to the secondary hasthe e�ectofpreventing m ass

transfer so that m ost ofthe realbinaries do not evolve to-

wardscontactsystem swith equalm asses.Therefore,thefol-

lowing discussionsonly restrictto the possible consequence

ofenergy transfer.

4.2 C ontact Evolution W ith Energy Transfer

4.2.1 The regions ofenergy transfer

W e consider now the evolution ofthe binary system from

the initialcontact m odelwith energy transfer included in

the m anner described in sect. 3. Nuclear evolution is in-

cluded in them odels,although thein
uenceofthecom posi-

tion changesisnegligible in theearly stage.Thedi�erential

equations describing both the structure and the chem ical

com position for both stars are solved sim ultaneously.The

lum inosity increm ent�L isapplied to each com ponentwith

appropriatesign in arelevantregion ofboth com ponents.As

theuncertainty oftheregion oftheenergy transfer,wetake

� = 45,and assum e thatthe energy transfertakesplace in

the di�erentregionsofthe com m on envelope to investigate

thee�ectoftheenergy transferregion on thestructureand

evolution ofthecontactsystem s.At�rst,weassum ethatthe

energy transfertakesplacein theadiabatic partin thebase

ofcom m on convectiveenvelope,and energy increm entisap-

Figure 3. The tim e dependence ofthe e� ective tem perature of

the prim ary (solid line) and the secondary (dashed line) during

the � rst three cycles ifenergy transfer takes place in the base of

com m on envelope.

Figure 4. The tim e dependence ofthe e� ective tem perature of

the prim ary (solid line) and the secondary (dashed line) during

the � rstthree cyclesifenergy transfertakesplace in the whole of

com m on envelope.

Figure 5. The tim e dependence ofthe e� ective tem perature of

the prim ary (solid line) and the secondary (dashed line ) during

the� rstthreecyclesifenergy transfertakesplacein theouterm ost

layersofcom m on envelope.
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plied in 10 m eshpoints just above the Roche lobe,so that

m ore stellarm aterialtakespartin energy transfer,and the

signi�cantenergy (� 0:5L � )can betransferred between the

two com ponents.Then we assum e thatthe energy transfer

takesplace in the whole ofthecom m on envelope surround-

ing thetwo com ponents,and energy increm entisapplied in

allm eshpointsin the com m on envelope.Finally,we assum e

thatthe energy transfertakesplace in the outerm ostlayers

in the com m on envelope ofthe two stars,and the lum inos-

ity increm ent is applied in 10 m eshpoints near the surface

ofcom m on envelope.The evolution ofthe surface e�ective

tem perature ofboth com ponents are plotted in Figures 3,

4,and 5,respectively.Asseen from Figs.3 and 4,Thesam e

result is obtained when the energy transfer is assum ed to

takeplacein thebaseorthewholeofthecom m on envelope.

In these cases,there is no possibility ofthe e�ective tem -

peratureofthesecondary (lessm assivestar)exceeding that

ofthe prim ary at any tim e ofa cycle even though energy

transferisfully e�cient,and a large tem perature di�erence

between the two com ponents occursin a considerable tim e

ofa cycle when the energy transfer takesplace in the base

orthewholeofthecom m on envelope.Thiswould usually be

interpreted asim plying thatthesecontactm odelsrepresent

theA-subtypeW UM a system sonly,buttheW -subtypeW

UM a system s.Itisseen in Figure5 thatthetem peratureof

thesecondary can excessthatoftheprim ary fora consider-

abletim eofa cycle,and thata sm alltem peraturedi�erence

(�T < 300K )between thetwo com ponentsoccursin a large

partofthetim eofa cycle.In thiscase,them odelrepresents

thestructureand evolution ofa W -subtypeW UM a system

during a considerabletim eofa cyclewhen theenergy trans-

fertakesplacein theouterm ostlayers(10 m eshpoints)near

thesurfaceofthecom m on envelope.Therefore,theregion of

the energy transferhasa signi�cantin
uence on the struc-

tureand evolution ofthecontactbinaries.Thesam eresults

are obtained ifthe energy transferisassum ed to take place

in thebaseorin thewholeofthecom m on envelope,because

m ostofenergy isstilltransferred in thebaseofthecom m on

envelopedueto a higherdensity ofthebase ofthecom m on

envelopeeven iftheenergy transferisassum ed to takeplace

in the whole ofthe com m on envelope.However,it is very

di�erentfrom the result based on the assum ption that the

energy transferin the outerm ostlayers.Therefore,we con-

clude thatthe energy transferin W -typesystem sm ay take

place in the outerm ost layers near the surface ofcom m on

envelope,and energy transfer in A-type system s probably

takes place in the deeper layers oftheir com m on envelope.

M oses(1976)hasproposed a sm all-scale eddy m odelunder-

lying the energy transfer which is sim ilar to m ixing-length

theory,and concluded that the energy transfer in contact

binaries m ust be characterized by a scale ofa com plicated

eddy structure which is m uch shorter than the separation

between the two stars,and that it appears possible to di-

videtheenvelopeinto a surface layerwhereconvectivem ix-

ing determ ines the scale and a deeper layer where Coriolis

e�ectsdom inate.M eanwhile,each A-type system hasa ra-

diative envelope,and the energy transfer is caused by the

eddies due to Coriolis e�ects,and should take place in the

deeperlayers(base)ofthecom m on envelope;Howevereach

W -typesystem hasa convectiveenvelope,theenergy trans-

ferisattributed toeddiesduetoconvection,and should take

placein thesurfacelayersofthecom m on envelope.Sincethe

surfaces ofboth stars are radiative rather than convective,

it follows that convection is by no m eans essentialto heat

transport in contact envelopes,although it m ay wellhave

an im portant in
uence.In our m odelwith low totalm ass,

we assum e the energy transfertakesplace in the outerm ost

layers of the com m on envelope.The therm alstructure of

the two com ponents ofthe binary (logJ = 51:723;� = 45)

during a phase ofcontact evolution and ofsem i-detached

evolution is shown in Figure 6. In contact phase, energy

transfertakesplace in the outerm ostlayersofthe com m on

envelope,and theouterm ostlayersofthe envelopesofboth

com ponentsare so sim ilarthatthe di�erence isslight.

It is seen in Figure 6a that the lum inosity ofthe sec-

ondary’souter layers below the energy sources is very low,

and in theselayersthecorelum inosity (includestherm aland

nuclearlum inosities)hasalm ostcom pletely been exhausted

by negativevaluesofthe�g-term sin theenergy balance,i.e.

by the expansion ofthe secondary (K �ahler2002b).

4.2.2 Cyclic evolution

W e consider now the evolutionary behavior ofthe binary,

also beginning at the contact m odelwith a m ass ratio of

about 0.8.The evolution ofthe binary,with energy trans-

ferincluded and the lum inosity increm entisapplied in the

outerm ostlayers(10 m eshpoints)ofthe com m on envelope,

is shown in Figures 7,8 and 9 for � = 45.The system un-

dergoestherm alcycleson a therm altim escale.Atthe early

stage,theevolution ofthecontactphaseresem bletheprop-

erties in the case ofno energy transfer,since the e�ciency

ofenergy transfer is extrem ely low and equilibrium con�g-

uration rem ains at the equal-m ass state.However,the ex-

pansion ofthesecondary ishastened by theenergy which is

being deposited in itsenvelope,and thegrowth in thedepth

ofthecom m on envelopewhich thesecauseslead to thecon-

tinued increaseofenergy transfer.Theadded m assonto the

secondary stops when the signi�cant energy is transferred

from theprim ary to thesecondary.Thisfollowed by a rapid

risein therateofm asstransferback to theprim ary,and the

rate ofm asstransferrisesrapidly to a highervalue because

of the rapid increase in the heat transfer, then decreases

rapidly to stable value (see Figure 8c),howeverthese could

notpreventa furtherincreasein thedepth ofcontactand in

the lum inosity transfer (see Figure 8d and Figure 9c) until

the decrease in radiusofthe secondary caused by m assloss

can notbe com pensated by itsincrease caused by lum inos-

ity transfer.Ifthis has occurred,the binary evolves rather

slowly towards sm aller m ass ratios as each star attem pts

to obtain therm alequilibrium .Throughout this phase the

secondary contracts rapidly and the depth of contact de-

creases so that this phase willbe rapidly term inated when

fulle�cient energy transfer can no longer be m aintained.

This phase ofgood therm alcontact is characterized by a

rem arkable constancy ofm ostofpropertiesofboth stars.

O ncefulle�ciency islost,thesecondary,no longerade-

quately supported,contractsvery rapidly and the direction

of m ass transfer reverses,the rate of m ass transfer rising

to itshighestvalue in the cycle.The secondary breakscon-

tactwith itsRoche lobe,and continuesto collapse towards

a m ain-sequence equilibrium state,its tem perature and lu-

m inosity falling rapidly.The lum inosity ofthe prim ary also

decreasesduring sem i-detached phase,since theRoche lobe
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Figure 6. The therm alstructure ofthe prim ary (solid line)and the secondary (dashed line)during a phase ofsem idetached evolution

(SD ) and ofcontact evolution (C) with e� cient energy transfer.In contact,lum inosity transfer takes place in the outerm ost layers of

com m on envelope.

again contracts the star to prevent its free expansion to-

wardstherm alequilibrium ,and theprocessofraisingm atter

up through the star,for transfer to the secondary,requires

signi�cantquantitiesofenergy,attheexpenseofthesurface

lum inosity.M eanwhile,the lum inosity produced by nuclear

sourcesalsofallsbecauseofthecoreoftheprim aryisalsoex-

panding and cooling during sem idetached phase(Robertson

1977).Since the therm altim escales ofthe two com ponents

arenotequal,theradiusofthesecondary willincreasebefore

the secondary collapses to be a m ain-sequence equilibrium

stateduringsem i-detached phase,sothatthesystem evolves

into a contactbinary again.Therefore,the two starsofthe

system are unlikely in therm alequilibrium atany tim e ofa

cycle.

Theradius-m assdiagram isshown in Figure7.Itisseen

in Figure 7 that the radius ofthe secondary is larger than

thatofa ZAM S starwith thesam e m ass,and the radiusof

the prim ary is sm aller than that ofa ZAM S star with the

sam e m asseven though the system evolvesin sem idetached

phase.Itsuggeststhatthetwocom ponentsofthesystem are

not in therm alequilibrium at any tim e ofa cycle.As seen

from Figures8 and 9,thesystem undergoescyclicevolution

on a therm altim escale,with a period ofabout 107yr,and

thesystem spendsa large partofthetim eofa cyclein con-

tact evolution (lasting about 70 percent ofthe tim e),only

a sm allpartoftim e in sem idetached evolution.M eanwhile,

in a long phase (lasting a bout 60 percent ofthe tim e ofa

cycle),the system is in good therm alcontact with a tem -

perature di�erence between the two com ponentsnotlarger

than 300 K .K �ahler(2002b)had given a m odelin which the

tem peraturedi�erencebetween two com ponentsislessthan

300K during 80 percenttim e ofa cycle,butthe m axim um

contact degree of his m odelis extrem ely low (about 2% )

which is m uch lower than the m ean contact degree ofthe

realW -typesystem sofabout13% (Sm ith 1984),suggesting

thathism odelcould notevolvein high contactdepth.How-

ever,ourm odelcan evolvein a m axim um contactdegree of

about 7% (see Figure 8d) which is very close to the m ean

valueofW -typesystem s.Theevolution ofthebinary in any

cycle does not com pletely repeat the evolutionary track of
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Figure 7. The cyclic evolution in the m ass-radius diagram of

a binary (logJ = 51:723 and � = 45) with alternating contact

and sem i-detached phases.A steady cycle appears to be set up

after two or three initialloops.H eat transfer is assum ed to be

fully e� cient only when the depth ofcontact exceeds a certain

fraction.

thepreviouscycle,although theevolution ofthebinary un-

dergoesthetherm alcycles.Asseen from the Figure 8a,the

m ean m assoftheprim ary in any cycleislargerthan thatin

thepreviouscycle,sothatthem ean m assratioofthesystem

becom essm allerand sm alleralong with theevolution ofthe

binary.Itindicates thatthe system willevolve to a typical

W -type system with a m ass ratio ofabout 0.5 although a

contactsystem which originatesfrom a initially detached or

sem i-detached binary has a higher m ass ratio ofabout 0.7

(M ochnacki1981).M eanwhile,them axim um contactdepth

ofthebinary becom eshigherand higherbecauseoftheevo-

lution ofthesystem (seeFigure8d).Theevolution ofthelu-

m inositiesofthetwo starsarenotsynchronous,also arethe

radiiofthem ,i.e.,the lum inosity (radius)ofthe secondary

doesnotriseto them axim um when thelum inosity (radius)

ofthe prim ary reaches the m inim um ,and vice versa.It is

caused by the di�erent therm altim escales ofboth com po-

nents.Because the therm altim escales ofboth com ponents

are unequal,the two starsunlikely reach the therm alequi-

librium ,butthe two com ponents ofthe system attem ptto

reach the therm alequilibrium ,and the attem ptofthe sys-

tem to reach the nonexistent therm alequilibrium ,coupled

with Roche geom etry,isthe driverforthe cycling behavior

(Rahunen & Vilhu 1981).Theevolution ofthetem peratures

and theorbitalperiod ofthetwo com ponentsofthesystem

isshown in Figure9b,d.Itisseen in Figure9 thatthem ean

period in any cycleofthesystem becom eslongerand longer

asthe evolution ofthe binary,and thatthe tem perature of

the secondary excesses that ofthe prim ary in a large part

ofthe tim e in any cycle.

4.2.3 The cycles in the period-colour diagram

Asshown by Eggen (1961,1967),theobserved W UM a sys-

tem sarelocated in a strip oftheperiod-colourdiagram ,the

two boundariesoftheperiod-colourdiagram arewritten by

K �ahler(2002b)as

1:5logTe� � logP = 5:975:::6:15; (17)

Figure 10. The cycles of the less m assive com ponent of the

binary in the period-colour diagram .

where P isthe period in days,which islim ited by the solid

linesin Figure 10.Also shown isthe cyclesofthe lessm as-

sive com ponent ofour m odel(logJ = 51:723,� = 45).As

seen from the Figure 9,ourm odelisin agreem entwith the

period-colour relation.O ur result is di�erent from the re-

sultsobtained by Flannery (1976)and Robertson & Eggle-

ton (1977),and sim ilar to that derived by K �ahler (2002b).

Thedi�erencebetween ourresultand thosederived by Flan-

nery (1976) and Robertson & Eggleton (1977) is m ainly

caused by the e�ect of the stellar rotation considered by

us.

5 D ISC U SSIO N A N D SU M M A R Y

The m ost uncertainties in the theoretical investigation of

contactbinariesconcernsm ainly theenergy transfer,i.e.,it

is not clear that where and how this energy is transferred

from theprim ary (m ore m assive star)to thesecondary.Al-

though it seem s probable that the transfer occurs in the

com m on envelope,abovetheRochelobe,wherethetwostars

are in good contact.However,we can notcon�rm thatthe

energy transfer occurs in the base or the outerm ost region

or the whole ofthe com m on envelope.Therefore,m ost of

results of the previous investigators are based on the as-

sum ption thatthe energy transferbetween the com ponents

occursin theadiabaticpartofthecom m on convectiveenve-

lope(adiabatictransfer).Them odi�cation dueto superadi-

abatic transfer for W -type system s is sm all(W helan 1972;

Bierm ann & Thom as1973).Extrem e superadiabatic trans-

fer (M oss & W helan 1973) gives m ore freedom ,butHazle-

hurst(1974)showed thatthiscasem ustbeexcluded because

the heatcapacity ofthe secondary’ssubphotospheric layers

istoo sm all.In orderto investigate the e�ectofthe region

ofenergy transferon the structureand evolution ofcontact

binaries,we assum e the energy transfer takes place in the

di�erentregionsofthecom m on envelope,and �nd thatthe

region ofenergy transferhassigni�cantin
uenceon theevo-

lution ofthe contactbinaries.There isno possibility ofthe

tem peratureofthesecondary exceeding thatoftheprim ary

at any tim e ofa cycle ifthe energy transfer occurs in the

base or the whole ofthe com m on envelope,and the tem -
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Figure 8. Theevolution ofsom equantities[such asthem asses,radii,lum inosities,m asslossrates,and contactdegrees(F =

� 
 in


 out� 
 in

)]

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

after two orthree initialloops.

perature ofthe secondary can excessthatofthe prim ary if

the energy transfer takes place in the outerm ost layers of

thecom m on envelope,suggesting thatduring contactphase

ofthecyclethem odelsarereasonably good agreem entwith

theobserved propertiesofA-typeW UM asystem swhen the

energy transfer is assum ed to take place in the base or the

wholeofcom m on envelope,and them odelisvery consistent

with the observed properties ofW -type system s when the

energy transfer is assum ed to take place in the outerm ost

layersofthecom m on envelope.Therefore,weconcludethat

the energy transferm ay take place in the base ofthe com -

m on envelope for A-type system s, and the transfer takes

place in theouterm ostlayersforW -typesystem s.Sincethe

surfaces ofboth com ponentsare radiative ratherthan con-

vective,it follows that convection is by no m eans essential

to heattransportin contactenvelopes,although itm ay well

have an im portantin
uence.

The W UM a system shave been divided by Binnendijk

(1970) into A-type and W -type system s according as the

prim ary m inim um 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

ofW UM a stars have been reviewed by M ochnacki(1981).

The m ain di�erences between these subclasses are as the

followings:theA-typesystem shavelongerperiods,arehot-

ter,sm allerm assratio,and in bettercontact(i.e.thehigher

contact depth).M eanwhile,W lison (1978) has found that

the A-type system sare likely evolved stars.Fora low total

m ass contact binary,we assum ed that the energy transfer

takesplacein theouterm ostlayersofthecom m on envelope.

O ur m odelindicates that the m ass ratio ofthe binary be-

com essm aller and sm aller,and the contactdepth 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 allerm assratio and a deepercom m on enve-

lope.It suggests that som e A-type system s with low total

m asscould beconsidered aslaterevolutionary stagesofW -

subtypes,although W -typesystem sshow greateractivity in

theform ofperiod and lightcurvechanges,which wereorig-

inally thought to occur on a therm altim escale (Ruci�nski
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Figure 9. The evolution ofthe radiiand tem peratures ofthe prim ary (solid line)and the secondary (dashed line),and also the orbital

period (in days) and the transferred lum inosity ofthe system .

1974) but now their periods appear to consists of abrupt

changestypically in atim escaleofafew m onths;And A-type

system s possess m ore stable light curves and less rapidly

varying periods.However,in this scenario the system evo-

lution was towards sm aller m ass ratio,longer periods and

deepercontact,and the betterphysicalcontactwilllead to

thegradualdisappearance ofthe W -typepeculiarities(hot-

tersecondary,lightcurveperturbations,and frequentperiod

changes).Therefore,som e oflow totalm asssystem scan be

regarded asthelaterevolutionary stagesofW -typesystem s.

In ordertoobtain am odelofW -subtypeW UM asystem

in which the tem perature ofthe less m assive star is higher

than thatofthem assiveone,theinvestigatorsassum ed that

theenergy transfertakesplacein thesuperadiabaticpartor

even in extrem esuperadiabaticregion oftheenvelopeofthe

secondary.However Hazlehurst (1974) suggested that the

extrem e superadiabatic transfer m ust be excluded because

the heatcapacity ofthe secondary’ssubphotospheric layers

is too sm all.In our m odel,we do not assum e that the en-

ergy occursin thesuperadiabaticorextrem esuperadiabatic

partofthe envelope ofthe secondary,butthe surface tem -

perature ofthe secondary can excess that of the prim ary

during the tim e when the radius ofthe prim ary increases

rapidly,ortheradiusofthesecondary (lessm assive com po-

nent) decreases rapidly (see �gure 9a,b).The tem perature

ofthesecondary exceeding thatoftheprim ary in ourm odel

can be attributed to exhaustion ofa partofthe nuclearlu-

m inosity oftheprim ary duetotheexpansion oftheprim ary,

ortherelease ofthegravitation energy ofthesecondary be-

causeofitscontraction.M eanwhile,itsuggeststhatthetwo

subtypeW UM a system sareprobably caused by theenergy

exchange between the gravitational(potential) energy and

therm alone.W ang (1994) has showed that the two types

ofcontactbinariesare in two di�erentTRO states:the less

m assive com ponent ofW -types are shrinking whereas the

lessm assivestarofA-typesareswelling.Thecontraction of
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the secondary in W -typesystem sreleasessom e ofitsgravi-

tationalenergy,therefore,itm akesthee�ectivetem perature

ofthe secondary higherthan the prim ary.However,In our

m odel,the contraction ofthe secondary isone ofthe m ech-

anism s which can m ake the tem perature ofthe secondary

higherthan theprim ary,butitonlylastsaveryshortperiod,

so thesurfacetem peratureofthesecondary higherthan the

prim ary is m ainly caused by the depletion ofa part ofthe

lum inosity ofthe prim ary due to itsrapid expansion.

O ur m odels for contact binary system s exhibit cyclic

behavior about a state ofm arginalcontact,with a period

of 10
7
yr.In cyclic evolution,the two com ponents of the

system are unlikely in therm alequilibrium because ofthe

di�erence in their therm altim escales,butthey attem pt to

reach the therm alequilibrium .The attem pt ofthe system

to reach an nonexistent therm alequilibrium ,coupled with

Roche geom etry,isdriverforcycling behavior(Rahunen &

Vilhu 1981).A largertem peraturedi�erence(�T e� > 300K )

between the two com ponents occurs in a part ofthe tim e

of a cycle (lasting about 30� 35 percent tim e of a cycle).

Alm ost allofthe previous investigators thought that this

requires there to be as m any short-period binary with EB

lightcurvesaswith EW lightcurves,and thatthem odelsfor

contactbinariesencountera di�culty,so called lightcurve

paradox.Ruci�nski(2002)gives13 EW sand 5 EBs(and 14

ELLs,which have too sm allan am plitude to be classi�ed

as EW s or EBs).It is reasonable to identify the EW s as

contactbinariesand theEBsassem i-detached.Theratio of

5/13 is not m uch out ofline with TRO theory,so we are

notsure there is in fact any light curve paradox.However,

the W UM a system s indeed undergo angular m om entum

losswithoutdoubt,and them ostlikely angularm om entum

loss m echanism is m agnetic braking (Huang 1966;M estel

1968).TheEinstein X-ray observationsand IUE ultraviolet

observations(Eaton 1983)showed thatW UM a system sare

strong sources,suggesting surface activity of the kind we

observe on the Sun,and so the presence of the m agnetic

�elds.The stellar wind would cause m agnetic braking,and

wewilldiscusstheevolution ofW UM asystem sincluded the

angularm om entum lossin ourfuture work.M eanwhile,we

donotconsidertheenergy sourceatsecondary’satm osphere

provided by the accreting m atter from the prim ary at our

presentwork.Thisenergy source can hasten the expansion

ofthe secondary,and shorten the tim e spent in the sem i-

detached evolution.W erefertoaforthcom ing work included

thisextra energy source forthe secondary.
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