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—q ABSTRACT
o
o\ In the present paper we show that within all the uncertasrttiat govern the process of Roche lobe overflow in Case Bmgssive
binaries, it can not be excluded that a significant fractibthem merge and become single stars. We demonstrate tlestsatdome
= of them will spend most of their core helium burning phaseyasdgen rich blue stars, populating the massive blue sigr@rgegion
© andor the massive Be type star population. The evolutionarykitions let us suspect that these mergers will exploderambus
E hydrogen rich stars and it is tempting to link them to at lsashe super luminous supernovae.
N Key words. binaries: close — binaries: evolution
—
(Y ' 1. Introduction 2. Evolution scenarios of blue progenitors of Type Il
. . rnovae: a review.
U? Most type Il supernova progenitors are red supergiants But S supernovae. arevie

- 1987Ain the Large Magellanic Cloud provided strong evidenc, ; Single star progenitor models of SN 1987A
O _ that the progenitor of a Type Il supernova can also be a nassiv
hydrogen rich blue supergiant with a mas20 Mo (Arnett et | gnger (1991) investigated théfect of semiconvection on the
al., 1989). evolution of massive single stars with initial mass betweafy,
Since the discovery in 1999 of the first superluminous sind 32 M, and with metallicity Z= 0.005. By fine tuning the pa-
pernovae (SLSN) (e.g., SN1999as, Knop et al., 1999; and $&neters governing the process of semiconvection, he eded!
1999bd, Nugent et al., 1999) recent surveys have detected fhat single star models where convective core overshodging
merous SLSN events: they are most likely associated with thgored predict the existence of blue supergiant progesiab
death of the most massive stars (for a review, see GaI-YaWpe Il supernova.
2012). About 30-40% have strong hydrogen lines in theirspec
(they therefore get the SLSN-II subtype classification)dating
that the explosions happen in a thick hydrogen envelopg,
SLSN-II are explosions of the most massive stars that retain_. ; :
their hydrogen envelope until they exploded. Furtherrm@naih sive star. However, as argued in Vanbeveren et al. (1998hish)

. . standard is subject to large uncertainties and the rea rasy
et al. (2007, 2008) presented evidence that the progexit&iN be much higher. Even more, stellar evolutionary models with

200693’ and SN.2006tf lost a large amount of mass prior to eI%‘i’gher RSG rates explain the observed Wolf-Rayet star gepul

plosion suggesting that these_ progenitors may have beehsm}ion much better (Vanbeveren et al., 1998a, b, 2007; Sartder e

to massive Igmmou; blue variables (LBVs). , ..al., 2012). In a recent paper, Georgy (2012) applied higts® R
To explain the high energy of SLSN-II explosions mainly,ieq in the Geneva single star evolutionary code and pieetlic

three models have been proposed in literature. A pairtilie. i, this way yellow and blue progenitors of Type-Il superneva
explosion is a first possibility (Woosley et al., 2007) hoegv

the expected late time radioactive decay raté®@b is not ob-
SerVed. Furthermore, tﬁéN| in SLSN-II estimated fl’0m Obser' 2.2. Binary progenitor models of SN 1987A
vations does not agree with the large amount expected frem th

-al. (1988) prescription as a standard to compute the steitat

arXiv:1212.4285v2 [astro-

Most of the single star evolutionary codes use the de Jager et

lfass loss rate during the red supergiant (RSG) phase of a mas-

oretical pair-instability supernova models (Gal-Yam, 2DJAn |t is known for quite some time now (see the references be-
alternative is the spin-down of nascent rapidly rotatingtr@ |ow) that a process which increases the fractional mass of

stars with strong magnetic fields (magnetars) (WoosleyD20%he helium core, favours redward evolution during hydrogen
Kasen et al., 2010) and the third model is related to the gs#la sheljcore helium burning (e.g. convective core overshooting
of massive stars into massive black holes where the energydating core hydrogehelium burning). A process which on the
the supernova is produced by the rapid accretion of mattier ogontrary reduces this fractional mass will tend to keep adwd
the black hole (MacFadyen and Woosley, 1999). gen sheficore helium burning star in the blue supergiant region

In the present paper we discuss evolutionary scenariosawhef the Hertzsprung-Russell (HR) diagram. If, furthermanach

Type 1l supernova progenitors are hydrogen rich blue superprocess is able to form a hydrogen profile outside the helium

giants. In section 2 we summarize the scenarios that have beere assuring a large fuel supply for the hydrogen burnirdj,sh

proposed in the past. Section 3 deals with an alternative. Tlwve may expect this star to remain blue up to the SN explosion.

consequence of this alternative for overall massive stpulae Close binary evolution provides us with two such proceszes:
tion synthesis is then considered in section 4. cretion onto a hydrogen shell burning star and the mergeothf b
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components at the moment that at least one of them is a hydsowhether Case Br Roche lobe overflow is conservative or not,
gen shell burning star. and, if matter leaves the binary, what is the driving mecsmani

The evolutionary behaviour of stars that accrete mass whilMore than 3 decades ago, our group introduced the parameter
being in the hydrogen shell burning stage, has been studiad f 8 (what's in a name) as the relative amount of mass lost by the
phenomenological point of view by Hellings (1983, 1984)ll Fuprimary due to Roche lobe overflow that is accreted by the sec-
binary computations have been presented by Podsiadlotelki eondary (Vanbeveren et al., 1979). Obviously<08 < 1 but
(1990), Podsiadlowski et al. (1992), De Loore and Vanbaverdespite many f€orts we think that it is fair to state thagtis still
(1992). They allow to conclude that mass gainersin Ca€éoB  largely unknown. We will come back to this in section 4 where
naries may end their life as blue supergiants but the initi@ss we will also argue that, accounting for tBeuncertainty, it can-
ratio of these binaries must be close to 1 making the occoeremot be excluded that the Roche lobe overflow in many Case Br
frequency very low. Braun and Langer (1995) reconsidered tmassive binaries leads to the merger of both components.
study of Hellings mentioned above, by using their favoriteiel

h > h : ; The merger process is poorly understood and it is unclear
to describe semiconvection. With this model the occurréree ger p b y

b b A t studv by CI r:%;\]/ matter of the two components will mix together. However,
quency becomes much farger. /4 more recent study by L1a€ygfihe case of Case Br mergers, a reasonable model may l&ok lik

al. (2011) essentially confirms the previous work althouyt o one pelow. At the onset of the merging process in most of

show that also .With the bina_lry model fine-tuning is required. the Case Br binaries the lower mass companion (the secondary
A second binary scenario was presented by PodS|adIowskfsei hydrogen rich core hydrogen burning [Btahe most mas-
al. (1992): the merger of the two components when the systei)e component (the primary) however has a hydrogen-free co
_evolves throughacom_mon envelope phase:Th(_ay argued Ehat radiative equilibrium, surrounded by a convective hygo
is expected to occur in late casg¢cBse C binaries with massy, , ning shell. The core has a higher mean molecular weight an
ratio significantly smaller than 1. Detailed computatiorsS& |, er entropy than the surrounding hydrogen rich layersiand
performed for a 16 M red giant that merged with a 3dvinain- .o "pa expected that during the merger the hydrogen rich mass
sequence star. The authors concluded that the merger ket li ¢, o secondary will mix mainly with these surrounding lesye
ends its life as a blue supergiant. This process therefore leads to the formation of a star with a
undermassive helium core and, as stated in section 2.2 hea
2.3. Progenitor models of SLSN-II expected that it will remain a blue supergiant during a abnsi
] i .. erable part of the core helium burning phase and perhaps they
SLSN-Il are very luminous events andiibult to reconcile with - jyay explode while being blue. To illustrate we use the Brissse
classical Type-Il supernovae. The high luminosity ledS6%s ste|lar evolutionary coffido calculate the evolution of a 3020
to speculate that SLSN-II are pair creation supernova (ACSM _ case Br binary with initial chemical composition (X, Y, Z)
and thus that the progenitor stars are very massive stals wt§ 7 0.28, 0.02). Immediately after the onset of Roche tnles-
an initial mass larger than 1004V Evolutionary calculations fiow we assume that both components merge. The merging pro-
of Langer et al. (2007) illustrate that within the uncert®8 cess js simulated as if the 20econdary is accreted on the pri-
of the stellar wind mass loss rate, very massive stars with Afary and we use an (ad hoc) accretion rate-af42 Mo /yr. The
initial metallicity Z < Z_@/3 may retain their hydrogen-rich eN-merging process therefore takes about 500 yrs. We invéstiga
velope and end their life with a PCSN. However, PCSN leayge gfect of diferent accretion rates and it can be concluded that
a unique chemical imprint, which would be observable in exs |ong as the accretion rate is such that the merging tifeesca
tremely metal-poor halo stars (Heger and Woosley, 2002) apgnains smaller than the thermal timescale of the primbgy, t
this is not observed (Umeda and Nomoto, 2005). If PCSN did ngferall results are very similar to those presented here.akh
take place in the first metal poor stellar generation, it gy creted layers are instantaneously mixed with the outertaye
questionable that they would happen in stellar populatwitts  the primary. To mix the layers we use the thermohaline mixing
nearly solar metallicity. Furthermore, as mentioned alye® roytine in our code. Thermohaline mixing is implementedtn o
the introduction, SLSN-II observed at late times do notdall code according to the description of Kippenhahn et al. (1980

the®°Co radiative decay rate that is expected when the enginexer the merger process, the evolution of the star is furtok
a PCSN, whereas the amount®®Ri observed in some of these|qyed till the end of core helium burning.

supernovae is significantly less than the values resultiog f . . . .
theoretical models of pair-instability supernovae. The evolution of the 30 M star in the HR-diagram is shown

in Figure 1 and summarized in table 1. Before the onset of Roch
lobe overflow (point A) both stars are subject to stellar wind
3. Massive Case Br binary mergers as blue

supergiant progenitors of Type-Il supernovae

The detailed study of the evolution of massive binariestetir dr09en shell burning star with a hydrogen rich envelope idhatainly

in the sixties and since then it has been the subject of numerglzragﬁ;/'vv?lheeqnu'tlr']t;“;gs ratio of the binary is very close to 1, diso t
Papers. An idea .hOW our massive binary knovv_ledge ?VOlveds!Qcondary may have a hydrogen-free core but the frequen&}esé
time can be Obta.mEd by ConSI(_:ierlng the following reviewsl(a type of binaries is expected to be very low (De Loore and Vaeisn,
references therein): Paczynski (1971), Van den Heuveli{)],991992).

Vanbeveren (1993, 2009), Vanbeveren et al. (1998a), Langer at present our binary evolution code is a twin code that folo

(2012). the evolution of both components simultaneously (the caate been
One of the uncertainties of (massive) close binary evatdtiodescribed in detail in Vanbeveren et al., 1998a, b; see asbateren
ary scenarios is related to the process of Roche lobe overfletal., 2012). The opacities are taken from Iglesias et &9%}), the
in general, in Case Bibinaries in particular. The main questiornuclear reaction rates from Fowler et al. (1975). Semi-eotion is
treated according to the criterion of Schwarzschild andnH&r958)
1 Case Br binaries are binaries with an orbital period suchttia and convective core overshooting is included as descrilge8ichaller
Roche lobe overflow starts when the primary (the mass losex)hy- et al. (1992).
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Table 1. Summary of the evolution of a 320 M, merger. Time is in 1®yrs, the labels correspond to the labels in Figures 1-3, in
the last column we first give the mass of the convective hyeindgurning core, then we give the mass of the hydrogen exddust
helium core, the last one is the mass of the CO core.

Label Time Mass(M) LogTe Logl/Ls X Y. Mecore (M)

0 30 4.59 5.03 0.7 0.28 18
A 6.88 27.4 4.23 5.35 0 098 M=10
B 6.88 47.4 3.94 571 0 0.98 M=10
C 6.89 47.3 4.29 5.66 0 0.98 NM=10
D 7.35 45.5 4.1 5.6 0 0 Wb =9.2
5.8
57 | 5|
56 [
55
54 1
-
253
s
52 I
A : beginning merger process
B : end merger process
51 71 C: beginning CHeB
D : end CHeB
49
4.7 4.6 4.5 4.4 4.3 4.2 41 4.0 3.9 3.8 3.7

Log Teff

Fig. 1. The evolutionary track of a 30 }star in a Case Br binary that merges with its 2@ &dmpanion.

mass logs The merger process starts at point A and lasts thielium core assuring a large fuel supply for the hydrogenbur
point B. The merger is out of thermal equilibrium and is vering shell and therefore the latter only slowly moves outward
extended. When the merging process stops (point B), the dtaerestingly, the post-merger blue supergiant has ansgihrar-
quickly restores its equilibrium and evolves towards p@nft ical helium abundance ¥ 0.35 and is significantly nitrogen en-
point C, helium starts burning in the core and point D markiched (NNg = 3-5).

the end of core helium burning. During most of the core helium \ye giso evolved a 15 9 M, and 9+ 6.7 M, binary in the
burning phase, the star resembles a hydrogen rich blue-supgime way as the one discussed above. Figures 2 and 3 show the
giant with Xam > 0.3 and it therefore loses mass as predictqdrp tracks and tables 2 and 3 summarize evolutionary parame-
by the stellar wind mass loss rate formalism of De Jager et @rs. As can be noticed, the overall evolution is very simalad
(1988) (see also footnote 4). There are two reasons why #te penost interestingly, also here the post-merger hydrogénstar

merger remains in the blue part of the HR-diagram. Firslg, t yemains blue during its entire core helium burning phase.
star has a small helium core with respect to its total mas#fial

mass~46 M, but it has a He core of a 30 vstar). Secondly, the A erV rgmarks are appropriate. ) )

mixing of the secondary mass layers with the outer layere@ft 1. Itis highly probable that the merging process is accompa-

primary implies the formation of a hydrogen profile outsitle t hied by mass loss (Suzuki et al., 2007) but the amount is yighl

uncertain and we therefore did not account for such mass loss
4 To calculate the stellar wind mass loss rate of massive stale Therefore our simulations apply to the case that this mass lo

blue part of the HR-diagram we use in our evolutionary codeftn- is much smaller than the mass of the secondary star that merge

malism of De Jager et al. (1988) as long as the atmosphedabben with the primary (which is likely to be the case when consinigr
abundance ¥n > 0.3. Stars with X, < 0.3 are considered as Wolf- the results of Suzuki et al.).

Rayet (WR) stars however, anticipating, the merger stasudsed in .

the present paper never become WR stars. Since 1988, vatioes 2 Our results obviously depend on the adopted model to
stellar wind mass loss formalisms have been proposed Yéng.et al., Mix the merging secondary with the outer layers of the primar
2000; Pauldrach et al., 2012) but they all predict very simiésults as However, as long as the helium core of the merger is not af-
far as the simulations of the present paper are concerned. fected, it can be expected that other mixing scenario’slet




D. Vanbeveren et al.: Blue supergiant progenitor modelsypETI supernovae

Table 2. Similar as Table 1 but for the 9 M, merger.

Label Time Mass(M) LogTe Logl/Ly X Y. Mecore (Mo)

0 15 4.48 4.26 0.7 0.28 6.8
A 14.65 15 4.28 4.73 0 098 M=36
B 14.65 24 4.25 52 0 098 M=36
Cc 14.66 24 4.46 514 0 098 M=36
D 15.61 24 4.19 5.17 0 0 M =32

Table 3. Similar as Table 1 but for the+%.7 M, merger.

Label Time Mass(M) LogTe Logl/Ly X Y. Mecore (Mo)

0 9 4.37 3.59 0.7 0.28 3.4
A 33.04 9 4.2 4.09 0 098 M=15
B 33.04 15.7 4.08 4.65 0 098 WM=15
C 33.07 15.7 441 461 0 098 M=15
D 36.55 15.7 4.19 4.62 0 0 M=14
5.6
54

52 } C/’/_\“ n
50 |

-l
Das
o |
-
46 |
44
4.0
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Fig. 2. The evolutionary track of a 15 Mstar in a Case Br binary that merges with its § Bbmpanion. The labels have the same
meaning as in Figure 1.

to an evolutionary behaviour of the merger that is similath® hydrogen abundanceg, > 0.3. Massive stars with 2, < 0.3
one discussed above. are defined as late type WN (WNL) stars for which we use WR-
3. Although the mass of the 3020 M, merger falls in the like stellar wind mass loss rates which are an order of madait
mass range where single stars at the end of their evolutien Erger than the De Jager rates. With this definition, our merg

expected to collapse as massive black holes, it has a hetiten dnodels never become WNL stars and therefore ffezeof stel-
corresponding to a 30 Mstar and the end of the merger willlar wind mass loss (and thus of Z) on our simulations is rather
be marked by a supernova explosion in an extended hydrodeddest. As a consequence, if our merger simulations refiect t
rich envelope with the formation of a neutron star. The mégmne Nature of at least some SLSN-II then they predict the extstefi
model to explain SLSN-II (see also the introduction) may¢he SLSN-Il also at Solar metallicity. Interestingly, at le@sBLSN-
fore fit into the present merger scenario. Il have been observed in galaxies similar to our Galaxy aid th
4. As can be noticed from Figures 1, 2 and 3 the mergéFE"y indicate that SLSN-II also happen in regions with B.02.
spend most of their core helium burning as blue supergiants.
Our models therefore predict that a significant fractionta t

observed blue supergiants may be Case Br binary mergers (seebviously, when the core helium burning mergers in our
also the next section). simulations have much higher stellar wind mass loss raes th

5. The simulations presented here are largely independdmise predicted by the De Jager formalism, independent from
from the adopted initial composition in general, the matall the value of Xy, then the &ects of this mass loss on the core
ity Z in particular. The Z-dependence enters the simulatida helium burning evolution of our mergers becomes more impor-
the stellar wind mass loss formalism. In our stellar evoludiry tant as well as the possible Z-dependency of this mass loss. |
code we use the De Jager et al. (1988) formalism as long as ithbeyond the scope of the present paper to discuss this ia mor
star remains in the blue part of the HR-diagram and the sairfatetail.



D. Vanbeveren et al.: Blue supergiant progenitor modelsypETI supernovae
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Fig. 3. The evolutionary track of a 9 Mstar in a Case Br binary that merges with its 6.4 ddmpanion. The labels have the same
meaning as in Figure 1.

4. The expected frequency of massive Case Br modified to account for the fact that part of the mass lost ky th
binary mergers. primary due to Case Br Roche lobe overflow may be accreted by
the secondary:
To calculate the frequency of massive Case Br binary mergers
we use the Brussels binary population code as it has been g; (1 - 3) (|\/|li - le)
scribed in Vanbeveren et al. (1998a, b) and in De Donder and

Vanbeveren (2004). In particular, the results presentee e ARRoche

computed assuming that the initial mass function of the arim

follows a Kroupa (1993) slope, the binary mass ratio digtidn . M (Mzi +'B(M1i - le)) ~ MyiMy )
is flat and the binary orbital period distribution is flat irethog. - 2A¢ 2A;

In this case~48% of the massive binaries are Case Br binaries.

Sana et al. (2012) investigated binary properties of assitzaily \where M, (resp. M) is the mass of the primary (resp. sec-
significant number of O-type stars in the Galaxy and in th@ear ondary), A is the binary separation, i and f stand for initiat
Magellanic Cloud. They concluded that the binary frequeBcy final values, Rocheis the Roche radius of the primaryis deter-
large & 50%) and that the period distribution is skewed towardgined by the density structure of the primary’s outer atrhesp
small periods. They propose a period distribution (Log®®).  and on its internal energy that can help to expel the common
Although it is unclear at present whether or not this apffites envelope (see Dewi and Tauris 2000, for a detailed desonipti
all the massive binaries (thus also for the early B-typet#@s, and computation), and is describing the ficiency of the en-
we also made our simulations assuming that this periodi-disirgy conversion. Similarly as has been done in Vanbeverain et
bution applies for_ all massive binaries. Notice that in ttase (2012) we will present population synthesis computationsft
~37% of all massive binaries are Case Br. —~0.2,0.5and 1.

Obviously a detailed description of Case Br Roche lobe over- An attractive alternative is the model where matter escapes
flow is indispensable and is discussed below. The behaviourfrom the system via the second Lagrangian pbinfrom where
a binary during Roche lobe overflow depends critically on theforms a circumbinary disk (van den Heuvel, 1993). To cal-
answer of the question: ‘what fraction of the mass lost by ttoeilate the resulting period evolution we use the formalises p
primary due to the Roche lobe overflow process is accreted $gnted by Podsiadlowski et al. (1992). In particular, thisrfal-
the secondary (the paramefrand, if mass leaves the binaryjsm contains the parametgthat is defined as the diameter of the
what is the process that makes this possible?’ To our knayeleddisk/orbital separation (obviously> 1). Soberman et al. (1997)
in almost all detailed quasi-conservative Case Br massnay concluded that circumbinary disks are stable (e.g., théemeit
evolutionary computations that have been performed figrdint the disk will not have the tendency to fall back towards the bi
research teams during the last 3 decades a situation iseeaahary) only when their radii are at least a few times the binary
where during the rapid phase of the Roche lobe overflow bathparation and they propoge= 2.3. In the Brussels population
components reach a contact configuration. Although theacdntcode the latter is our standard (for comparison purposesiillve
may be a shallow contact, it is tempting to conclude that whatso present our simulations with= 1).
this happens the further evolution is governed by a commen en Mass transfer during Roche lobe overflow is accompanied by
velope process where mass can leave the binary using tHe axaigular momentum transfer and the mass gainer spins ups|It wa
able orbital energy. If we know how much mass will leave thehown by Packet (1981) that a rigidly rotating main sequence
binary this way then the resulting orbital period evolutiman star that accretes mass via a disk, reaches the criticdlawta
be calculated using the-formalism by Webbink (1984) slightly velocity when it has accreted roughly 5-10% of its initialsea



D. Vanbeveren et al.: Blue supergiant progenitor modelsypETI supernovae

One may be inclined to conclude that when this happens the la-wind is significantly enhanced such that the total amadint

maining Roche lobe overflow has to proceed non-conserhativeransferred mass leaves the binary by this wind taking wiéh t

where mass can leave the binary Uigor via a common en- gainers specific orbital angular momentum. However, rotes

velope like process by using the available orbital energgisss not an gficient mass loss driver and the assumption is therefore

cussed above. However, as shown by Paczynski (1991) andnliyhly questionable. Even more, if the gainer rotates vapydly

Popham and Narayan (1991), mass transfer does not netess#rtan readily be checked that the specific spin angular memen

stop when the gainer rotates critically but how much masseantum is at least as large as the orbital one. Figure 4 also gives

further accreted is uncertain. We therefore made our simons the Case Br merger population when mass leaves the binary tak

for3=0.1and 0.5. Notice that thie= 0.1, = 2.3 model for the ing with it both, i.e., the specific orbital angular momentand

3 systems of the previous section corresponds with the camnthe specific equator spin angular momentum. Although theesam

envelope model witled = 0.45 (36+20 M), 0.18 (15-9My) criticism applies as given above (i.e., rotation is not fiitient

and 0.28 (96.7 M,). mass loss driver), it can be concluded that also in this cage a
The criterion that we used to determine whether a given syable fraction of the Case Br binaries merge. Mainly thosé wit

tem will survive a mass transfer episode was to compare #ie tinass ratio between 0.8 and 1 will also meet the criteriontfer t

oretical stellar equilibrium radii of both stars after mésssfer binary scenario discussed in the previous section.

(determined from their masses at that time) with the coordp

ing Roche radil. When at least one of the equilibrium radii is ]

larger than the corresponding Roche radius, we concludétha 5. Conclusions

system merged. For systems that merge our population cbde

culates the matter lost through the non-conservative Rimtiee

overflow up to that moment (see also Vanbeveren et al., 2012

f? the present paper we have shown that due to a non-
onservative Roche lobe overflow in massive Case Br binaries
;;binaries with a massive evolved hydrogen shell burning star

f Ftl_guref4_ a?dl ° $h°W the populgtlt?n of Case Br tme]fgfeés. d a main sequence companion) a significant fraction of them
unction ot initial primary mass and binary mass ratio 1oF i iy merge. This merger may result in the formation of a mas-

ferent combinations of the parameters that govern Cased®r e ive single star with an undermassive helium core. Thistséar

lution (Fig 4 is for the case of a flat Log P distribution, Fig e o : :
for the one proposed by Sana et al., see the discussion abog%:Tams in the blue part of the HR-diagram during most of its

. v : ; e helium burning phase. Our models predict that many earl
The figures illustrate that, if the Roche lobe overflow in CBse 4_ ; )
binaries is non-conservative and if mass leaves the binarg v B-type supergiants (and perhaps many early Be-type statg) m

stable disk§ = 2.3) or via a process that is similar to the combe Case Br type binary mergers. Furthermore, it is tempting t

L . . relate the most massive mergers to at least some of the superl
mon envelope process, a significant fraction of the massageC

e X : _~ ~ minous supernovae SLSN-Il where the engine is a magnetar.
Br binaries merge. As expected, primarily the Case Br basari P 9 g

with the largest periods survive. In order to get an idea h@myn

Case Br binaries may follow an evolutionary path comparableReferences
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Fig. 4. The percentage (in gray scale given in the Legend) of CaseeBgans as a function of initial (ZAMS) primary mass and
binary mass ratio for dierent combinations ¢f andr or . On top of each figure we also give the overall Case Br mergquincy.
0O+S means that the matter leaving the binary takes with theffperbital and spin angular momentum of the gainer. In chse t
mass leaves the binary taking with only the specific orbitegudar momentum (label O) of the gainer, there are no mergéies
percentages are calculated assuming a flat orbital perstdidition. As outlined in the text this implies tha#i8% of the massive
binaries are Case Br.
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D. Vanbeveren et al.:

Fig.5. Similar as Figure 4 but for a binary orbital period distrioat~ (LogP) %%, As outlined in the text this implies that37%

of all massive binaries are Case Br.
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D. Vanbeveren et al.:

Fig. 6. The percentage of Case Br mergers where the merger has mfelie that is significantly undermassive (see text), thus fo

which the evolution discussed in section 3 applies. Thelteane calculated assuming a flat period distribution. Thmeters

and the legend are the same as in Figure 4.
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