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1 INTRODUCTION

ABSTRACT

We investigate the occurrence of rapid-rotation induced chemically homogeneous evo-
Iution (CHE) due to strong tides and mass accretion in binaries. To this end, we generalize
the relation in Packet (1981) to calculate the minimum angular momentum (AM) accretion
required by a secondary star to experience accretion-induced CHE. Contrary to traditionally
assumed 5-10 per cent accretion of initial mass (Z < 0.004, M > 20 M) for spinning up the
accretor (resulting in CHE) this value can drop to ~ 2 per cent for efficient AM accretion while
for certain systems it could be substantially larger. We conduct a population study using BPAsS
by evolving stars under the influence of strong tides in short-period binaries and also account
for the updated effect of accretion-induced spin-up. We find accretion CHE (compared to tidal
CHE) to be the dominant means of producing homogeneous stars even at 10 per cent AM
accretion efficiency during mass transfer. Unlike tidal CHE, it is seen that CH stars arising
due to accretion can retain a larger fraction of their AM till core collapse. Thus we show
that accretion CHE could be an important formation channel for energetic electromagnetic
transients like GRBs, Ic-BL (SLSN-I, Ic-BL) under the collapsar (magnetar) formalism and
a single CH star could lead to both the transients under their respective formation scenario.
Lastly, we show that under the current treatment of CHE, the emission rate of ionizing photons
by such stars decreases more rapidly at higher metallicities than previously predicted.

Key words: stars: evolution — binaries: general — supernovae: general - gamma-ray burst:
general - supernovae: general

(e.g., Yoon & Langer 2005; Yoon et al. 2006; Woosley & Heger
2006; Cantiello et al. 2007; de Mink et al. 2009; Mandel & de Mink

Along with mass and metallicity, rotation is considered a crucial
initial parameter in shaping the evolution of massive stars (Maeder
& Meynet 2000; Heger et al. 2000; Langer 2012). The effect of
rotation can vary, but one scenario where it can significantly alter
stellar evolution is during the occurrence of quasi-chemically homo-
geneous evolution (CHE). Maeder (1987) showed that as a massive
star evolves through its main sequence (MS), for a sufficiently rapid
rotation rate, internal mixing can occur at a pace faster than the
growth of the chemical gradient. Over time this could altogether
impede the formation of a core-envelope structure and the system
instead evolves into a quasi-chemically homogeneous helium star.
Hence, unlike the structural profile possessed by the slow rotators
which subsequently leads to their expansion into red supergiants,
CH stars on the other hand remain compact and nearly fully mixed
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2016; Song et al. 2016; Marchant et al. 2016; Aguilera-Dena et al.
2018; du Buisson et al. 2020; Riley et al. 2021). Moreover, such
stars can more easily retain their spin angular momentum (AM) as
compared to slow rotators. This is because the lack of a significantly
large hydrogen-rich envelope, in particular during the later stages
of CH stars, implies that magnetic torque induced spin down due
to the Spruit-Tayler dynamo (Spruit 2002) is minimal (e.g., Maeder
& Meynet 2003; Petrovic et al. 2005; Heger et al. 2005; Yoon et al.
2006).

As an example, Fig. 1 demonstrates some of the presently ac-
cepted observational traits of rotating stars. Slowly rotating stars
experience typical stellar evolution with stars becoming cooler on
the MS as they become more luminous. In comparison a sufficiently
rapid rotation rate causes the tracks on the Hertzsprung-Russel di-
agram to bifurcate. This signals the onset of CHE causing the star
to now appear more luminous and bluer. Rotation also leads to the
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internal transport of material and consequently brings processed
matter, most notably nitrogen (see Fig. 1), from the convective core
towards the radiative envelope.

Recent observations and theoretical models hint that rapidly
rotating massive single stars might not be very numerous in nature.
In particular, from the observation of the projected rotational veloc-
ity of O-type stars in LMC 30 Doradus region, Ramirez-Agudelo
et al. (2013) concluded that most of the rapid rotators were either
present in binaries or were a merger product of a binary system.
Further evidence comes from the analysis of the O star population
of six nearby Galactic open stellar clusters by Sana et al. (2012) who
found that a majority of massive stars were in binaries with about
two-thirds of them able to interact during their lifetime. Motivated
by this, de Mink et al. (2013) using stellar models concluded that
mass transfer and binary mergers could be the main source of rapid
rotation in massive stars.

As such, in the light of recent results, binary interaction seems
to be the dominant channel of generating rapid rotators. Conse-
quently, here we discuss two pathways of inducing rapid stellar
rotations that could lead to CHE for stars in binaries. These are ap-
plicable to stars present in (i) short period massive binaries where
tides are strong enough such that the rotational frequency of the
star becomes synchronous with the orbital frequency also known
as tidal CHE (see de Mink et al. 2009; Song et al. 2016) and (ii)
systems with weak tidal interactions where a sufficient amount of
accretion can induce CHE in the secondary component of the binary
(e.g. Cantiello et al. 2007). This is referred as accretion CHE here.
Both scenarios prefer a low metallicity environment as due to weak
stellar winds on the MS, these stars experience a lesser AM-loss
induced spin down (e.g. see, Yoon et al. 2006; Woosley & Heger
2006). In the past, tidal CHE has been studied by de Mink et al.
(2009); Song et al. (2016); Mandel & de Mink (2016); Marchant
etal. (2016); Qin et al. (2019); du Buisson et al. (2020); Riley et al.
(2021) and others. On the other hand, accretion CHE was initially
introduced by Cantiello et al. (2007) to provide a viable mechanism
for generating long Gamma-Ray Bursts (LGRBs). Further analysis
in the context of population synthesis studies has been primarily
conducted by Eldridge et al. (2011, 2017); Stanway & Eldridge
(2018); Chrimes et al. (2020).

A number of LGRBs have been simultaneously observed with
core-collapse supernova events (e.g. Galamaet al. 1998; Stanek et al.
2003; Sollerman et al. 2006). As such these rapid rotators have been
thought of as potential progenitors of the observed LGRBs under
the collapsar scenario (Woosley 1993). CH stars have recently been
proposed as an additional pathway for forming short-period massive
binary black holes (Mandel & de Mink 2016; Marchant et al. 2016)
with a possibility of small merger delay time. They could also be the
source of the spin of a subsequently formed neutron star or black
hole. Additionally, CH stars have been used in the past to fit the
observed spectra of ionizing photons from high redshift galaxies
(Eldridge & Stanway 2012; Szécsi et al. 2015; Stanway et al. 2016;
Xiao et al. 2018; Sibony et al. 2022). Observationally, Bouret et al.
(2003) speculated that CHE might be the cause of the high nitrogen
surface abundance of a young, hot star (NGC 346-355) present in
the SMC. Similarly, Martins et al. (2009) analyzed a Wolf-Rayet
star in the SMC, Koenigsberger et al. (2014) a Luminous-Blue-
Variable/Wolf-Rayet binary (HD 5980) in the SMC, and Shenar
et al. (2017) the Wolf-Rayet binary R145 in the LMC and each
concluded that the systems experienced CHE in the past. Addition-
ally, Almeida et al. (2015) discovered a massive over-contact O-type
binary, VFTS 352 in the 30 Doradus region where both the stars
are too hot for their respective masses and could only explain their
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Figure 1. The top figure shows the HR diagram of a 50 Mg star with
initial metallicity Z = 0.002 for a range on initial angular velocities (wj,)
normalised by the critical angular velocity («wcr). Most noticeably the tracks
experience a bifurcation for sufficiently rapid rotation. This is the trait of a
CH star. The bottom plot shows the surface nitrogen mass fraction for these
stars. The yellow squares are the points when the star is on zero-age MS
while the blue is when core hydrogen has exhausted.

characteristic invoking enhanced mixing due to CHE. Martins et al.
(2013) have also used CHE to explain the surface properties and HR
diagram location of some H-rich early-type WN stars in the LMC
and our Galaxy. Surprisingly, they report that these stars could have
a metallicity (Z) ranging from 0.6Zo < Z < Zo (Zo = 0.02).
Though many of the above observations rely on rapid rotation to
explain the surface abundance anomalies and higher temperature
and luminosity, Hunter et al. (2008) found two distinct groups of
stars that are either rapid rotators with no surface anomalies or have
surface anomalies but are not rapidly rotating. Subsequent studies
show that it is possible that the surface anomalies are primarily
caused by binary interactions, e.g. de Mink et al. (2013). Conse-
quently, the applicability of CHE as a possible explanation for the
characteristics of the observed systems in the LMC/SMC remains
ambiguous.

compas (Riley et al. 2022), a rapid stellar population synthesis
code, has integrated the tidal CHE pathway such that it could simul-
taneously explore its interaction with the rest of the conventionally
evolved stellar population within the framework of a single code.
Following in the footsteps of Riley et al. (2021), here we implement
tidal CHE in Brass (Binary population and spectral synthesis suite),
a detailed stellar population synthesis code. Secondly, we improve
the existing prescription for accretion CHE. We generalize the ana-
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lytical relation in Packet (1981) to give the threshold mass accretion
to spin up a star to any desired (below critical) angular velocity.
We then use MEsa stellar evolution models in conjunction with the
above-derived relation to calculate the threshold mass accretion re-
quired by a star (as a function of its initial mass and metallicity) to
spin up just enough to experience CHE. These additions allow us
to compare the population of CH stars arising from both pathways.

The aim of this article is to improve the CHE implementation
within population synthesis studies and evaluate which among ac-
cretion or tides is the dominant source for producing such systems.
We then investigate some of the electromagnetic implications of
these systems including potential LGRB, broadlined type-Ic (Ic-
BL) SN, superluminous SN type-I (SNSN-I) and ionizing photon
sources. We show that under suitable conditions a CH star could
produce both GRB and Ic-BL (SLSN-I and Ic-BL) under the collap-
sar (magnetar) scenario. In a subsequent article, we would look into
the implication of the CHE pathway for the gravitational wave tran-
sients and cosmic rates. The remainder of the article is organized
as follows: in section 2 we outline the MEsa models and discuss the
minimum threshold initial angular velocity for CHE followed by the
minimum threshold accretion for CHE in section 3. Then section
4 discusses the implementation of CHE utilising the Brass suite.
We present some observational implications of CHE in section 5
followed by discussion and some concluding remarks in section 6
and 7.

2 THE THRESHOLD INITIAL ANGULAR VELOCITY
FOR CHE FROM MESA MODELS

Rotation affects the hydrostatic and thermal equilibrium of a star,
eventually impacting the stellar structure. According to von Zeipel
(1924), for rotating stars, the equation of radiative transport takes
the form, flux o g implying that 7'(¢) o g;f/f4((//), where ¢ are
the equipotential surfaces, T is temperature and g.g the effective
gravitational acceleration such that Vi = g.g. Since centrifugal
force leads to a non-uniform value of g.g(¥), this implies that
there should be higher radiative flux at the poles than at the equator
(leading to gravity darkening).

Consequently, the equipotential surfaces would not simultane-
ously be surfaces of constant heat flux, hence disturbing the state
of hydrostatic equilibrium. This subsequently leads to large-scale
meridional circulation, rising at the poles and descending at the
equator (Eddington 1925; Sweet 1950). These meridional currents
along with convection and turbulence diffusion (induced due to
various instabilities, see Sec.2.1) aid the transport of AM I and
chemical elements within the star. The vertical transport of AM
and chemical species is directly proportional to the vertical velocity
of the meridional currents, the angular velocity of the star w, and
the diffusion coefficient. Moreover the chemical mixing timescale
(Tmix) and more importantly the Eddington-Sweet timescale (7gs)
are inversely proportional to w and mass (M) such that with in-
creasing M and w both 7,;x and 7gg scale down at a faster rate (and
becomes smaller) than the MS lifetime of the star (e.g. Maeder &
Meynet 2000). As such massive rapid rotators are favorable systems
for efficient chemical mixing.

1" As mentioned in section 1, AM is also transported due to Spruit-Tayler
dynamo.

MNRAS 000, 1-18 (2022)

Evaluating CHE in stellar binaries 3

(Hamann et al.) /10
—— Nugis & Lamers (Z scaled)

- (Nugis & Lamers) /2

£ 107
107
s Fl07°
10™
g 10-¢ 1077
o 1078
2w Ysurr = 0.8, Z = 1e-05 Ysur = 0.8, Z = 0.0001
5
=
°

Ysurf = 0.8, Z =0.01
10° 10° 10° 10°
L[Le]

Ysurf = 0.8, Z=0.001

Figure 2. A comparison between the initial metallicity scaled Nugis &
Lamers (2000) WR wind scheme (blue) to the widely used Hamann et al.
(1995) relation down-scaled by a factor of 10 (e.g. Yoon & Langer 2005;
Brott et al. 2011). The surface mass fraction of helium Yy, is taken as 0.8.
The Nugis & Lamers (2000) wind scheme reduced by half (Dutch scaling
factor = 0.5) is also shown.

2.1 MESA models outline

To make rotating stellar models for investigating CHE, we use
the 1D stellar evolution code Mesa r15140 (Paxton et al. 2011,
2013, 2015, 2018, 2019). MEsA treats rotation in the form of
shellular approximation, i.e. the angular velocity is assumed con-
stant over an isobaric surface (Zahn 1992; Meynet & Maeder
1997). Our goal is to calculate the threshold minimum initial an-
gular velocity wj, as a function of the initial mass and metal-
licity for an isolated star to experience CHE. We choose initial
mass € [15-300] Mg (separated by 10 Mg till 100 M and by
25 Mg subsequently) and initial metallicity mass fraction Z €
[1073,1074,3 x 1074,6 x 1074, 0.001, 0.002, 0.003, 0.004, 0.005]
and evolve them till core carbon depletion (as discussed later). The
value of solar metallicity is taken as Z = 0.02 to be consistent
with the earlier Bpass framework.

There exist free parameters whose magnitudes are not deter-
mined by first principles but are rather extracted by matching numer-
ical stellar models with observations. As such to model convective
energy transport, here we adopt the mixing length theory with free
parameter aprT = 1.5. Convective mixing is treated as a step decay
process with overshoot parameter /oy = 0.185Hp where Hp is the
local pressure scale height. These values have been obtained by cal-
ibrating the MEsa models to existing Brass models in the 30-80 Mg
range. Semi convection is treated as in Langer et al. (1985) with the
efficiency parameter asgy = 1 as in Langer (1991) and we use the
Ledoux criterion to test for stability against convection.

For wind mass loss we follow the Dutch wind mass loss pre-
scription as a combination of de Jager et al. (1988); Vink et al.
(2001) and Nugis & Lamers (2000). We follow Vink & de Koter
(2005) - who found WR mass loss is metallicity dependent - and
scale the Nugis & Lamers (2000) WR mass-loss rates rate with the
initial stellar metallicity Z (Eldridge & Vink 2006) using the factor
(Z)Z )" as shown below

M =~ (Z)Zo)%5 - [107 1 (L/Lo)! 2 Y1 7203) (1)

where M, L,Y,Z represent the time-dependent mass loss rate, lu-
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minosity, helium mass fraction and metallicity mass fraction of the
star respectively (we note that in Eq. 1, Z represents initial metallic-
ity while Z is time dependent). The above initial metallicity scaling
allows accommodating the observed decrease in the relative popu-
lation of WC over WN stars at lower Z (Eldridge & Vink 2006; El-
dridge et al. 2017). This scaling factor then replaces the usually used
Dutch scaling factor typically taken as a constant. The effect of our
assumption of the mass-loss rate is shown in Fig. 2. We also include
the rotation induced mass loss as M (w) = M(0)(1 — w/wgit )¢
with & = 0.43 (Langer 1998). As angular velocity w approaches its
critical value w, this expression begins to diverge hence we set
the variable implicit_mdot_boost = 0.1 in MEsa to artificially
boost the mass loss rate until the rotation falls below critical.

We consider various instabilities caused by rotation such as
secular and dynamical shear instability, Eddington-Sweet circula-
tion and Goldreich Schubert-Fricke instability. Following Yoon et al.
(2006) we set the parameter f;, = 0.1 to account for the inhibiting
effect of chemical gradients on the efficiency of rotational mixing.
They found that choosing this value offered a good match to ob-
served surface abundances of helium and nitrogen. The efficiency
of AM mixing is regulated by setting f. = 1/30 following Chaboyer
& Zahn (1992).

Yoon & Langer (2005) have shown that for systems capable of
experiencing CHE, magnetic torques are inefficient in transporting
AM from the core to the surface as a core-envelope type of configu-
ration is avoided. Nevertheless, we do implement the Spruit-Tayler
(ST) dynamo (Spruit 2002) in our models. Recent asteroseismic
observations reveal that cores of evolved stars rotate slower than
predicted (e.g. see Eggenberger et al. 2019; Fuller et al. 2019 and
reference therein). Motivated by this Fuller et al. (2019) proposed
that efficient transport of AM in the stellar interior is required to
slow down their spin. Fig. 3 compares the traditional ST dynamo
induced AM transport (Spruit 2002) with the efficient AM transport
(Fuller et al. 2019) for a 60 Mg CH star, evolved till core carbon
depletion at three different metallicities. Unsurprisingly, the evolu-
tion of the total AM (Jiota1) under the assumption of efficient AM
transport closely matches that via the ST dynamo (also see Fuller &
Ma 2019). This is again due to the non-presence of a core-envelope
bifurcation in CH stars which limits the magnetic torque-induced
AM loss. As such in our current study, we do not employ the pro-
posed efficient AM transport mechanism. Fig. 3 is further discussed
in section 5.

2.2 The minimum threshold initial angular velocity for CHE

Itis seen (e.g. Riley et al. 2021) that at the end of the main sequence,
stars for which the difference between surface and central hydrogen
mass fraction AX < 0.2 evolve in a CH manner. Hence we use
this property as an indicator of CHE 2, Fig. 4 shows for the MEsA
models the minimum initial angular velocity wj, for an isolated star
of given Mzams to experience CHE. The resulting threshold wj,
is referred as wcyg. We fit the data to a parabolic trend to acquire
WCHE/Wer as a function of Mzavs as

YCHE (7. M) = e DI M2 — PP pp 4 ¢7(2) @)

Ccr

where this form has been obtained by fitting the data in Fig. 4. The

2 Some models at Z > 0.003 that marginally fail to meet this criterion but
still show the characteristics of a CH star are also included by extrapolating
the fit in Fig. 4 to Mzams = 30 Me.
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Figure 3. A comparison between the Spruit-Tayler (ST) dynamo induced
AM transport Spruit (2002) and the efficient AM transport as described in
Fuller et al. (2019) for a 60 Mg CH star at three different metallicities. The
blue and orange lines depict the ST and efficient AM transport mechanism
respectively. The various linestyles represent the different metallicities and
the green, red and purple colored boxes mark core hydrogen, helium and
carbon depletion respectively. Efficient AM transport does not make any
noticeable deviation in the total AM (Jioa) evolution of the star when
compared with ST dynamo. The stellar model with Z = 107> fails before
reaching core carbon depletion. Nonetheless, there is no significant AM loss
post core helium depletion.
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Figure 4. The threshold minimum initial angular velocity wj, as a function
of initial mass for the isolated star (Mzams) to experience CHE. The leg-
end represents the initial metallicity of the star. The cutoff metallicity lies
somewhere between Z = (0.005 — 0.006). The values of y-axis have been
normalized with the critical initial angular velocity of the star assuming
initial solid body rotation. Typically the fits have a residual error of ~ 0.02
as shown in the bottom subplot (cyan strip). The lower mass limit for CHE
lies near ~ 15 Mg (~ 30 Mg for Z > 0.003) and the upper limit is set when
WCHE/ Wer approaches 1

MNRAS 000, 1-18 (2022)



Table 1. Approximate mass range as a function of metallicity for the min-
imum threshold wcyp/wer shown in Eq. 2 and Fig. 4. Note for Z €
[1075 = 0.002] My, near ~ 15 My, is not well reproduced by the fits.
Hence we choose our My, at the mid point of 15-20 M.

z Mmin [MO] Mmax [MO]
10_5 -0.002 15-20 MZAMS as limit wCHE/wcr -1
> 0.003 30-35  Mzawms as limit as wepgg/ wer — 1

exponents are (see Appendix B for the similar fit for a fixed value
of Dutch scaling factor = 0.5)

a(Z) = -1.692 x 10723 +2.853 x 10°22 +571.5Z - 11.7
B(Z) =-3.391x 10723 +1.602 x 10°Z> + 108.2Z — 6.01
y(Z) = -1.021 x 10723 +5.753 x 10*Z2 + 35.43Z - 0.565

3

The lower mass limit for CHE lies near ~ 15 Mg (~ 30 — 35
Mg for Z > 0.003) and the upper limit is set as wcHg/Wer —
1 (summarized in Table 1). The ratio wcyg/wcr decreases with
increasing mass and reaches a minimum before rising again. This
is because as discussed earlier massive stars are easier to mix due
to lower value of 7,;x and 7gg compared to Tys. On the other
hand, as the mass increases so does the mass loss rate so there is
a two-way competition between efficient mixing and specific AM
loss (induced by mass loss) causing the parabolic shape. Fig. 4
also shows that stars with lower values of Z have a larger Mzams
domain and are relatively easy to experience CHE. Due to growing
AM loss in stellar winds, the Mzanms domain continuously shrinks
with increasing Z such that for Z > [0.005 — 0.006] no CHE is
possible (though this limit is a function of the wind mass loss rate,
see Fig. B1).

3 THE MINIMUM THRESHOLD ACCRETION FOR CHE

Now that we know the wcyg for a single star, can one recreate such
rapidly rotating stars in a binary system? As hinted in section 1 two
such mechanisms have been proposed. Below we focus on accretion
induced spin-up while the case of tidal CHE will be discussed in
section 4.2.

3.1 Accretion induced spin-up

During mass transfer between the binary components (of a close
binary system) the infalling matter can gain a large amount of AM
from the orbit (Wilson & Stothers 1975). This matter eventually
forms a Keplerian (critically rotating) disk around the secondary star
from where it is then accreted. In some cases, the accretion could
instead be ballistic especially if the two stars are very close (Lubow
& Shu 1975) but for close binaries (although not close enough to
experience tidal CHE) tides would be strong enough (Hut 1981)
to spin down the AM gaining accretor and hence a sustainable
rapid rotation would not be realized. As such we assume that all
potential accretion CHE candidates are spun up due to accretion
occurring only from the disk. For systems forming accretion disks,
Packet (1981) showed that only a few per cent (5-10) of the accreted
matter can cause the secondary to spin up to its critical velocity.
For this they assumed that the star is rotating as a solid body with a
fixed radius and radius of gyration and the accretion happens from a
disk near the equatorial plane with negligible viscosity. Their results
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showed that mass accreting stars can be easily spun up and therefore
rotation cannot be ignored for accretors.

BPASs has traditionally used the 5 per cent accretion threshold
from Packet (1981), mass post accretion > 20 M and a metallicity
value of Z < 0.004 ( Yoon et al. (2006)) as an indicator of the
secondary experiencing CHE, although the relation in Packet (1981)
was derived for spinning up the star to its critical velocity. In this
way, one could underestimate the effect of accretion induced CHE
as we are demanding more accretion than is formally required. On
the other hand, in certain places, one overestimates the effect due to
not taking into account the metallicity dependence for a star on its
ability to experience CHE as a function of its Mza\s. In particular,
more massive stars with higher metallicity have stronger winds and
therefore cannot experience CHE even if they are set to rotate rapidly
at ZAMS. Therefore below we find the amount of minimum mass
that needs to be accreted by the secondary to just become fully
mixed both as a function of initial mass and metallicity.

3.2 Minimum accretion for CHE

The below equation was derived by Packet (1981) and is a measure
of the fraction of accreted mass AM /M that would be sufficient to
spin up the accretor star to its critical velocity (assuming solid body
rotation) on the MS

1/2
1=32 (B2 o) = (22 1) 2 (1 - @ /
AM 2°8 2°8 8 8 Wer
= — “)
P21

Here rg, win, wer are the radius of gyration and the initial and critical
angular velocity of the star respectively. Though this expression is a
function of rg it does not directly depend on the mass and metallicity
of the star. In Appendix A we derive a generalized version of this
equation, which gives the minimum threshold mass accretion for a
star to spin up just enough to experience CHE. We assume that the
accretion happens from the inner edge of the Keplerian disk and
that the matter being accreted is rotating in the same direction as
the initial spin of the star. Thus the equation takes the form

A_M:\/l(rZwCHE+])2_r2ﬂ_(l_réwﬂ) )
M 418 yoor 8 ywer 2 2vwer
where v is now a free parameter that controls the efficiency of
accretion of AM by the star from the Keplerian disk and wcyg is
the minimum angular velocity required by a star to experience CHE.
Substituting wcyg /wer from Eq. 2 in Eq. 5 leads to a semi-analytical
expression for the minimum threshold mass accretion required by
a star to spin up just enough to experience CHE. Since Eq. 2 is a
function of Mzams and Z consequently is the expression in Eq. 5.
The wcyg in Eq. 5 can be replaced with any desired below
critical value of wgp, Which will then result in the corresponding
amount for AM /M required to be accreted to spin up the star to
Wfinal- Substituting wcyg = wer and v = 1 in the Eq. 5 reduces it to
Eq. 4 3. Moreover if the angular velocity wi, = 0 at the beginning
of accretion, then Eq. 5 reduces to

AM _ > wcHE

M VWer

©)

3 Packet (1981) made further approximations and therefore the reduced
equation is not in complete agreement with Eq. 4
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Figure 5. The minimum threshold accretion required by an accretor to experience CHE. Here 1 is the radius of gyration of the secondary at the onset of
accretion. For demonstration we have chosen fixed values of r2 = 0.05, 0.1. A lower value of rg implies that star is more compact and vice versa. The curves

g

have been derived from Eq. 5. The legend represents the initial metallicity of the star. Variable v parameterizes the efficiency of accretion of AM from the

Keplerian disk.

though this case is not particularly interesting as in most cases the
accretor is assumed to have some wj, either due to AM acquired
from the parental molecular cloud or due to tidal effects from a
companion.

Fig. 5 plots Eq. 5 as a function of Mzams and Z with a
conservative choice of wj, = 0. For the sake of demonstration in
Fig. 5 we pick ré = 0.05, 0.1 where a lower value of rg implies that
the star is more compact and vice versa. Later (section 5), the value
of rg will be derived from the structure of the Brass models. We
find that in contrast to the traditionally-assumed 5 per cent threshold
accretion for spinning up the accretor star with Z < 0.004 and mass
2 20 Mg, this value can drop as low as 2 per cent for ré ~ 0.04.
Moreover, this is also now a function of Mzanms and Z, and therefore
at certain places, one might even overestimate the efficiency of
accretion induced spin up (e.g., see Fig. 8 later).

For stars with Z < 0.001, the minimum threshold accretion for
CHE has a weaker dependence on metallicity for an extended range
of Mzawms., though the Mza s range is dependent on the efficiency
of accretion of AM from the Keplerian disk. On the other hand, for
Z > 0.005 - 0.006 no amount of accretion can homogenize the star
for an extended period of time.

3.3 Accretion CHE versus CHE in isolated star

One might ask, how valid is it to use Eq. 2 (derived for single star
models rapidly rotating at birth) to justify the case for accretion
induced CHE? After studying accretion induced CHE in a close
binary system, Cantiello et al. (2007) concluded that the internal
evolution of the mass-gaining star after accretion is almost identical

to a rapidly rotating (at birth) single star. In particular, both stars
have similar tracks on the HR diagram and similar internal pro-
files on the Kippenhahn diagram, and both experience CHE. They
also speculated that the metallicity threshold for CHE via accretion
should be similar as that for CHE for single stars.

The downside is that the study contains only one model at a
specific metallicity. Nonetheless, these massive MS stars form a
homologous sequence so extending their conclusion to other MS
models would still be a fair approximation. They further assumed
that the specific AM gained by the accretor is equivalent to the
specific AM of the accretor’s surface. On the other hand, a star
accreting from a Keplerian disk would in principle need to accrete
relatively less mass to spin up. Since the efficiency of accretion
of AM remains uncertain, here the free parameter v (see, Eq. 5)
controls the efficiency at which the AM is accreted by the star from
the Keplerian disk. A more detailed numerical analysis of this aspect
is outside the scope of current work and might be of future interest.

4 CHE IMPLEMENTATION IN BPASS
4.1 BPASS input parameters

To conduct a population study, we use Bpass v2.2.1 stellar models
(Eldridge et al. 2017; Stanway & Eldridge 2018) which provide
detailed pre-processed single and binary star models computed up
till the time of core carbon exhaustion followed by core-collapse
SN (for the mass range applicable here). Motivated by Moe & Di
Stefano (2017), the initial binary period (P) distribution is taken as
log(P/days) € [0,4] separated by increments of 0.2 dex and initial
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binary mass ratio g; € [0.1,0.9] with 0.1 step increment. The orbit
of the binaries is assumed to be circular at birth.

We use the Kroupa (2001) initial mass function to determine
the number of primaries that form at a given initial mass and focus
only on massive stars with the allowed primary initial mass ranging
from [10-300] M. The allowed initial metallicities are Z = 1079,
1074, 0.001, 0.002, 0.003, 0.004, 0.005, 0.006, 0.008, 0.01. BPASS
uses the Dutch stellar wind mass-loss prescription as a combination
of de Jager et al. (1988); Vink et al. (2001) and Nugis & Lamers
(2000) depending on the evolutionary stage of the star. We refer
the reader to Fig. 6 and the instrument paper (Eldridge et al. 2017,
section 2.2 therein) for more information.

In this work we use a satellite routine of the Brass suite (Tul
v1) to make additions in a post-processing manner (discussed below
and a schematic is presented in Fig. 6) to the Brass models. Tut was
previously used in Ghodla et al. (2022), but we name it here for the
first time. Apart from the implementation discussed below (section
4.2, 4.3), we also account for the occurrence of pulsation pair-
instability (PPI - see Woosley et al. 2007) within the Bpass models
in Tul by following the fits in Stevenson et al. (2019) - Eq. 4 therein
- for the non rotating helium star models of Marchant et al. (2019).

4.2 Implementation of tidal CHE

Tidal friction in tight binaries is very effective in aligning, circu-
larising and synchronizing the orbital period of the stars with their
spin period (Hut 1981). Hence, in Tul, the potential tidal CHE can-
didates are assumed to be tidally locked at birth making their spin
angular velocity equal to their orbital velocity. These stars should
undergo more efficient mixing than single stars with the same initial
angular velocity because orbital AM is continuously fed into them
as they spin down due to mass loss. Hence we do not use Eq. 2
but instead compare the resulting angular velocity to the thresh-
old angular velocity for CHE as developed in Riley et al. (2021)
which was specifically developed for tidally locked stars (Appendix
A therein). Their relation was provided for 107 < Z < 0.01 but
we extrapolate it to Z = 1073, If CHE is allowed, then we evolve
the star homogeneously.

We continuously check for the fulfillment of CHE conditions
while the surface helium mass fraction of the star is lower than 0.8.
In the meantime, if the orbit widens due to mass loss, then that
would quickly lead to reduction of the angular velocity of the star
such that it could no longer experience CHE. In most cases, within
tul the latter would lead to a merger of the tight binary system
due to subsequent Roche lobe overflow (RLOF). If the star fails to
fulfill the CHE condition and the binary does not merge, then we
evolve the star as a normal star from its ZAMS. This is due to Brass
having detailed pre-processed models which makes it inefficient
and computationally intensive to first calculate CHE and then the
normal phase of the evolution conjointly.

Marchant et al. (2016) found that the stars that experience
RLOF at ZAMS could still maintain co-rotation as long as their mass
does not overflow the L2 point. This leads the stars to swap material
and hence equalize their mass. To accommodate the findings of
Marchant et al. (2016), we equalize the mass of all systems that
experience RLOF at ZAMS. Here we follow Riley et al. (2021)
and assume that if the sum of the unperturbed radii of the stars
Ry zams +R2 zaMs < a, then the system can avoid prompt merger,
where a is the initial separation between the binaries. Assuming
conservation of orbital AM (with the stars carrying negligible AM)
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gives the new separation of the binaries as
, ( 4M\ M )2
=————| «a
(M} + M)

)

To account for orbital widening due to mass loss in a system
with at least one CHE component we use the Jeans mode of mass
loss, i.e. assume that the winds are fast and isotropic and hence do
not interact with the orbit and take away only the specific orbital
AM of the mass losing star. For circular orbits and |dM| < M >
this can be approximated as (see Eq. 16 in Hurley et al. 2002, also
see Mandel & de Mink 2016), da = a|dM|/(M| + M,) where dM
is the mass lost. Mandel & de Mink (2016) argue that in the case
of tight binaries, for wind speeds comparable to the orbit speed
of the stars, winds might even harden the orbit or diminish orbital
widening. Here we do not take this into account. We use the Hobbs
kick prescription (Hobbs et al. 2005) for determining the SNe kick
velocity and allow for another episode of tidal locking if the kick
subsequently results in the formation of a tight binary but now with
a compact remnant and a normal secondary star.

For determining the mass of the compact remnant, we use
the standard remnant mass implementation in Brass, (see, Ghodla
et al. 2022). Finally, Bpass does not yet evolve systems with g; = 1
apart from the new post-processed addition which forces the stars
in massive over-contact binaries to equalize their mass at birth. So
we could potentially be missing some equal mass components that
would have experienced CHE without RLOF at ZAMS.

4.3 Implementation of accretion CHE

For implementing accretion induced CHE, we use Eq. 5 and set
wip = 0, conservatively assuming that the accretors in BpAss are not
initially rotating, which then reduces it to Eq. 6. At the beginning
of the mass transfer, our models have a range of values for ré,
spanning [0.025-0.085] with the mean lying around 0.049 and a
standard deviation of 0.013. We note that ré decreases as the star
evolves along the MS due to the matter becoming more concentrated
near the center. Hence we do not consider stars with ré < 0.025
as potential CHE candidates as these systems would have evolved
too far along their MS. The convective core of such systems would
not have enough time to adapt to the increased mass. As a result
rejuvenation of the star due to mixing would be altogether avoided
(e.g. Braun & Langer 1995).

In sufficiently close binaries, the differential gravitational pull
of one star on the other can excite oscillations causing dissipation
and redistribution of energy and AM due to tidal deformations.
Here we allow for tidal spin-down of the mass accreted secondary
(disfavoring its prospects for experiencing accretion CHE) due to
dissipation processes like turbulent viscosity with a synchronization
time scale Tgync as in Zahn (1977):

Tsync ~ q_z(a/R)6 year ®)

where ¢ is the mass ratio M, /M and star with mass M, is the one
for which Eq. 8 is valid, R is the radius of M, and a the separa-
tion between the stars. The eccentricity of the binary is considered
negligible.

We only initiate tidal synchronization once the mass transfer
phase is over and hence M, and M are chosen accordingly. Also,
the time frame for tidal spin down is limited by the MS lifetime of
the accretor. The above 7gync Was derived for stars with convective
envelopes while stars in the mass range considered here should have
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Figure 6. A schematic diagram showing the implementation conducted in section 4. The yellow boxes are where additions/modifications have been made in
the current work. The green star represents the potential occurrence of PPI, SN kick or PISN. Although the green star is drawn before SN, the kick should occur
post SN. The diagram only focuses on the core processes in single and binary stellar evolution that are relevant to the current work.

radiative envelopes. Nevertheless, for fast rotators, Toledano et al.
(2007) found that even in stars with radiative envelopes, differential
rotation induces turbulence in the surface layers of the star such that
the Tgync timescale in Eq. 8 remains valid.

5 OBSERVATIONAL IMPLICATIONS

To study the observational implications of CHE, we evolve the
MEsA models till core carbon depletion. Due to numerical reasons,
the lowest metallicity models halt when core carbon fraction < 0.2
(see Fig. 11). The most significant change in Jiy,) occurs prior to
core helium depletion after which Jio, only experiences a minor
variation. Post core carbon depletion, we expect the change in net
AM of the CH stars to be minimal. Hence we approximate the pre
core collapse total AM content of the star with its AM at carbon
depletion. Our CH MmEsa models do not account for mass and AM
loss induced due to PPI since our models are not evolved far enough
to experience PPI. Nevertheless, PPI would likely not affect the
specific AM carried by the inner region of these compact stars which
is crucial for the following analysis. Lastly, we follow Woosley
(2017) and assume that all stars with final helium core mass My,
in the range 65M < Mpe < 135Mg undergo pair-instability SN
(PISN - Fowler & Hoyle 1964) hence leaving no remnant. From
here on, we do not study CH models above the PISN mass range.
Below we show some observational implications of the CH
stars considered here including their frequency of occurrence and

their contribution to ionizing photons production and energetic tran-
sients like SLSN-I, GRBs, Ic-BL SN. For this (excluding section
5.2), we only consider accretion-induced CH systems because it is
unclear as to how much AM would be retained in a tidal CH star by
core-collapse. This is because unlike a CH star spun up by accre-
tion, which essentially acts as an isolated system post mass transfer
(unless the binaries are close enough leading to tidal spin down,
see Fig. 7), the AM content of a tidal CH star is dictated by the
influence of tides which get weaker as the binary’s orbit expands
due to mass loss. Moreover from Fig. 7, we find that depending on
the metallicity, the frequency of stars experiencing accretion CHE
dominate their tidal CHE counterpart by over an order of magnitude
making them less important for the following study.

5.1 The frequency of chemically homogeneous stars

We find that the upper bound on metallicity for CHE is a function of
the physical process causing it. In particular, depending on the WR
mass loss rate, Eq. 2 (which is valid for an isolated rotating star and
therefore for accretion CHE, see section 3.3) has an upper limit near
Z ~ 0.005-0.006. For the case of tidal CHE, the net AM content of
the star is primarily dictated by spin-orbit coupling. Therefore Eq.
2 cannot directly be used in the same fashion here. Fig. 7 displays
the results of our population synthesis using Bpass and shows that
for tidal CHE the upper limit for homogeneous evolution lies near
Z ~ 0.003. As Z increases, it becomes increasingly harder for both
stars in the binary to experience tidal CHE till the end of MS.
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Figure 7. The number of chemically homogeneous systems as a function of
Z from an initial starburst of 106 M. The results from the previously used
accretion CHE assumption in Bpass has been shown with the label Eldridge
etal. (2017). The orange and blue line shows the number of tidal CH systems
where either both or only the primary star undergoes CHE respectively. The
purple lines represent those systems that accreted enough AM to experience
accretion CHE but were close enough to the companion to undergo tidal
induced spin down. Variable v is a free parameter that models the efficiency
of AM accretion from the Keplerian disk onto the accretor. On the RHS of
the y-axis are their local rates of formation in Mpc™2 yr~!. Star formation at
Z < 0.001 is unlikely to dominate in the local Universe (i.e. at redshift zero)
so the rate mainly at larger values of Z should be looked at. Additionally,
contrary to our assumption, not all the star formation would occur at a single
Z. Therefore the value Rcgg should be lowered roughly by an order of
magnitude if we are concerned with the rate at only one specific Z.

Most models initially undergo tidal CHE but soon drop out
due to orbital widening induced tidal spin down. Although initially,
some secondaries do experience tidal CHE, none could successfully
remain CH till the end of MS (this includes secondaries under
the tidal influence of compact remnants). These limits are strongly
dependent on the rate of wind-induced AM loss and hence could
change if a modification is made to the wind scheme. Additionally,
we could be under-predicting the tidal CHE systems by a factor of
few. This is because in Brass the minimum initial period Pzams is
set to one day but other studies find numerous potential tidal CHE
systems for Pzams < 1 day (Mandel & de Mink 2016; Marchant
et al. 2016; du Buisson et al. 2020; Riley et al. 2021). We note that
as of now, the smallest detected period for a potential CHE system
belongs to VFTS 352 - a massive binary system in 30 Doradus
region - with a period of 1.124 days (Almeida et al. 2015).

Fig. 7 shows the frequency of CH systems for our models as
a function of Z. Here accretion CHE appears to be the dominating
channel for producing homogeneous stars. The frequency of CH
systems decreases with increasing metallicity by a factor of a few.
Additionally, at most roughly one in ten potential accretion CH can-
didates experiences tidal spin down. For the case of spin-orbit cou-
pling, tidal CHE due to mass equalization in massive over-contact
binaries dominates over single component tidal CHE. If accretion
quickly spins up the accretor’s surface to critical rotation, then the
further accreted mass would not contribute towards the AM of the
accretor unless the surface AM is transferred inwards.

To calculate the efficiency at which the accreted matter can
transport AM from the surface to the inner regions would require
a full 3D magneto-hydrodynamical study. On the other hand, if the
star’s surface layer on accretion quickly reaches breakup then the
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efficiency at which AM could be further accreted by the surface
of the star from the inner edge of the disk would depend on the
efficiency at which this accreted AM is transported inwards. For
simplicity, we introduce an AM accretion efficiency parameter v
(see section A in appendix) and show its influence on accretion CH
systems in Fig. 7. Limiting the accretion efficiency of AM to the
parameter v would be equivalent to assuming that the rate of inward
redistribution of AM from the equatorial critically rotating surface
layer is also equal to v. We find that a low value of v leads to a
decrease in the number of accretion CHE systems by a factor of
few and mostly at larger Z values. On comparing with the earlier
Bpass result for accretion CHE we find that the new relationship for
CHE affects the frequency and distribution of CH systems in our
stellar evolution code by a factor of few. Fig. 8 shows the variation
in accretion CHE rate due to the old and the new assumptions in
the Mzams space. With increasing Z, a decrease in v causes a
noticeable change in the frequency of CH systems with the lower
mass accretors now being disfavoured.

5.2 Contribution towards ionizing photons

Several studies (e.g. Stanway et al. 2014, 2016; Xiao et al. 2018;
Rosdahl et al. 2018; Gotberg et al. 2020) have looked into the effects
of binary interactions on the emitted spectra of the underlying stellar
population. They conclude that binary interactions are crucial for
the reionization of the Universe. But binaries alone cannot fully
explain the observed strength of He II, C IV spectral lines of high
redshift galaxies (Eldridge & Stanway 2012; Stanway & Eldridge
2019). This issue can be resolved if one includes the contribution
of CH stars towards the ionizing photon density.

5.2.1 Calculating emission rate of hydrogen ionizing photons

Due to a high surface temperature and luminosity, the CH stars
emit a relatively large fraction of their light in the far ultraviolet
spectrum. These photons with wavelength 4 < 912A have ener-
gies sufficient to ionize hydrogen atoms, producing luminous HII
regions. Although photons with smaller A could be absorbed by
helium, these would eventually be re-emitted and hence one can
integrate all the way from A € (0,912) A to calculate the net num-
ber of hydrogen ionizing photons. Here we study the number of
such hydrogen ionizing photons per second being emitted (by stars
experiencing CHE) from a continuous star formation of 1 Mg yr™!
for a time period of 100 Myrs as follows

1 Tmax Tmax—1
Ny = /0 P(1) (/0 QH(t’)dt’) dt )

tmax

where fax is taken as 100 Myrs, W is the star formation rate and
Qpy is the ionizing photons emission rate per unit of star formation
as a function of time. The ionizing photons production rate, Oy
is evaluated for the CH mEsa models by calculating their stellar
atmosphere structure employing the approach detailed in Eldridge
et al. (2017); Stanway & Eldridge (2018).

The Qpy resulting from these MEsa models is in relatively
good but not full agreement with the earlier CH Brass models in
Eldridge et al. (2017). The CH Brass models considered in Eldridge
et al. (2017) were forced to remain fully mixed over the course
of their lifetime while the CH MEsa models continuously solve
for the stellar structure to calculate the internal mixing evolution.
Consequently, the MEsa models are more accurate and have longer
lifetime when compared to their Bpass counterpart. They also have
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Figure 9. The number of photons emitted (N,) with A < 912A. Values are
quoted assuming a constant star formation of 1 Mpyr™! for a period of 100
Myrs (see Eq. 9).

a better time resolution. We note that unlike the period and mass
ratio distribution used in Eldridge et al. (2017) - forcing all the stars
to be in binaries, potentially resulting in a larger population of mass
transferring components - here we rely on the Moe & Di Stefano
(2017) period and mass ratio distribution for all our calculation (this
also holds for result referred with the label Eldridge et al. (2017) in
Fig. 9).

5.2.2  Fewer ionizing photons at larger metallicities

We find that for a given starburst while the emission of ionizing
photons from the tidal CH stars dominates until ~ 6 Myrs, the
accretion induced CH star could keep on emitting such photons until
~ 32 Myrs from the onset of star formation. Fig. 9 shows our result
for the ionizing photon count. The emission rate approximately
matches the earlier findings (Eldridge et al. 2017) at low values of
Z (Note that Eldridge et al. 2017 did not account for tidal CHE).
For Z > 0.001 deviation from Eldridge et al. (2017) (~ 15-50 per
cent) can be seen especially for low values of v. For Z > 0.002-
0.003 decreasing v considerably lowers the emission rate anywhere
between ~ 40-65 per cent. This is to be expected as the current
study narrows the span of the Mzang range over which a star at
larger Z can experience CHE more so for Z > 0.001 (see Fig.
8). Rosdahl et al. (2018) found that the Bpass stellar population
reionizes the Universe a little faster (near redshift z ~ 7, however
also see section 3.3 in Rosdahl et al. 2022) than predicted by the
model-dependent observations (near z ~ 6). They attribute this
disagreement to the higher escape fractions and higher ionizing
photon flux produced by the Brass population. The reduction in
Ny as shown here could revise their estimates and hence help in
rectifying part of this disagreement.

5.3 Contribution towards SLSNe-I and Ic-BL with a
magnetar as the source

Energetic Supernovae such as SN 2005ap (Quimby et al. 2007),
SCP 06F6 (Barbary et al. 2009), SN 2009jh (Drake et al. 2009),
SN 2010gx (Pastorello et al. 2010b, for more events see Nicholl
et al. 2017; Villar et al. 2018; Blanchard et al. 2020), are reported
to be more than ten times brighter than most type Ia SN and lack
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Figure 10. Figure assumes all progenitors collapse to produce a NS. In the
top sub-figure, the lines divide the luminous Ib/c SNe from the SLSNe-I
assuming that a magnetar of period Pns < 5 ms would be required to
produce a SLSN-I. In the bottom sub-figure the systems falling above the
Erot > 1052 erg are considered as possible candidates for Ic-BL (see, section
5.3.1 for details). Since most of the highest mass stars would likely form a
BH, we expect fewer systems producing SLSN-I. On the other hand, Ic-BL
can be produced even if a BH is formed (via collapsar mechanism, Fig.
13). Some stars with Z = 0.004, 0.005 fail during core helium burning (see
Fig. 11). On complete evolution, these systems should not hold more AM
than those at Z = 0.003. Consequently, such stars should not feature in the
SLSN-I/Ic-BL region.

traces of hydrogen in their spectra (see Moriya et al. 2018; Inserra
2019 for a review). Due to the presence of these and a few other
characteristics they have been classified into a new class of SN
called superluminous SN type I (SLSN-I) (Quimby et al. 2011;
Gal-Yam 2012). They are believed to be caused either due to PPI
(e.g. Gal-Yam et al. 2009) leading to the reduction of pressure due
to e~ e* pair production in the cores of massive evolved stars with
pre core collapse helium core mass in 40Mg S Mpge < 60Mg
(Woosley et al. 2007) - though, Woosley 2017 found that secondary
energy sources might be required - or due to additional envelope
energy injection by a central engine following core-collapse SN.
This energy could be sourced from the creation and spin-down of a
newly-formed magnetar (Woosley 2010; Kasen & Bildsten 2010) or
a collapsar-like accreting BH leading to the formation of relativistic
jets (Woosley 1993; MacFadyen & Woosley 1999).

On the other hand the broadlined SN type Ic (hypernova, Ic-
BL) possesses unusually broad spectral lines indicating extremely
high expansion velocity (15,000-30,000 km s~!, e.g. Modjaz et al.
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2016). Some recent work has shown a connection between SLSN-I
and Ic-BL (e.g. Pastorello et al. 2010a; Metzger et al. 2011, 2015;
Blanchard et al. 2019; Shankar et al. 2021; Gomez et al. 2022),
speculating that a common central engine might be behind both.
Though at present this remains inconclusive, here (without making
an assumption as to how a central engine could reconcile SLSNe
and Ic-BL into a single framework) we show that purely on the
energetic grounds, a magnetar born from a CH star offers scope to
simultaneously act as a progenitor of both.

Fig. 10 and C1 shows the period Pns and rotational energy
Erot of the neutron star formed from the single star CH models
considered here. Here we choose Png = 5 ms as the lower bound
on Pygs for a successful SLSN-I though Pyg as large as 7.681_'0379
ms have been inferred (event PTF11hrq, Villar et al. 2018). For
successful Ic-BL we assume that Eno > 1092 erg (e.g. Metzger
et al. 2011; Shankar et al. 2021). Under favorable conditions (see
below) many of the CH stars considered here have suitable traits to
act as the progenitors of SLSN-I and Ic-BL.

5.3.1 Estimating spin period and rotational energy of the
Neutron star

Similar to Fuller & Lu (2022), we take the baryonic mass of the NS
as 1.6 M (which results in a gravitational masses close to 1.4 M)
and its moment of inertia as Ing = 1.5X% 10% g cm? (a suitable value
for a rapidly rotating NS, see Worley et al. 2008). We also assume
that the AM (J¢ore) contained within the inner 1.6 Mg is conserved
during the phase of core-collapse which then gives the period of the
NS as Pns = 2nINs/Jcore and the corresponding rotational energy
as Eror = J2re/2INs. Increasing the baryonic mass to an extreme
value of 3 Mg (and Ing ~ 3.5 x 10% g cm? - Worley et al. 2008)
would also increase the value of Jcore, consequently this would
roughly half the value of Png and increases Eyo by a factor of ~ 4
in Fig 10.

5.3.2  Uncertainties and additional assumptions

Realistically, a fraction of AM contained in the core (Jcore) Would
also be carried away by neutrinos during the formation of a proto
NS. Baumgarte & Shapiro (1998) showed that neutrinos are not
very efficient in removing AM and Janka (2004) concluded that at
most they can remove 43 per cent of the total AM of the NS. Here we
conservatively assume full efficiency of AM removal by neutrinos.

In Fig. (10, C1) we force all systems to form NS. This is cer-
tainly not true but uncertainty regarding the maximum pre-explosion
mass of NS forming progenitor still remains. In particular, so called
islands of explodability have been found in numerical models of
non-rotating systems implying that a simple progenitor mass di-
vision for NS or BH formation might not exist (Ertl et al. 2016;
Sukhbold et al. 2016; Ertl et al. 2020). On calculating the ejecta
mass for 62 different SLSN events using light curve models, Blan-
chard et al. (2020) inferred that SLSN (with a magnetar as the
source) could occur even for pre-explosion mass ~ 40 M. More
support comes from Aguilera-Dena et al. (2020) who studied the
explodeability of CH stars and found that a NS could form for pre-
collapse mass < 30 M. In the current work, for Mzams > 45 Mo,
we expect PPI to shed a fraction of the star’s mass prior to core
collapse. Hence Mg, would not be as large as shown in Fig. 10
once PPI is considered. We suppose that if PPI occurs, it would not
much affect the core angular momentum of the CH star. Addition-
ally for rotating stars if Eror > Eping (Where Ep;pq is the progenitor’s
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envelope binding energy), depending on the efficiency of coupling
of Eyo to the SN shock, a NS could in principle form, even from
very massive stars (e.g. Metzger et al. 2011).

The minimum value of Png in Fig. 10 is ~ 0.4 ms. This is
smaller than the fastest-spinning NS detected with a frequency of
716 Hz (Pns ~ 1.4 ms, Hessels et al. 2006). Studies place a lower
bound on the Pyg such that Pns = 1 ms once the NS settles into a
lepton poor state (Strobel et al. 1999) and further decrement in PNg
could only occur via subsequent accretion. Us underestimating the
value of Pyg arises due to not following the core collapse and the
subsequent NS formation in detail. Studies (e.g. Ott et al. 2006 and
reference therein) propose mechanisms such as non-axisymmetric
rotational hydrodynamic instabilities that could spin down rapidly
rotating NSs. Nevertheless, even with a slight increment in Pyg,
these systems would most likely still remain in the SLSN-I/Ic-BL
domain. Although these instabilities might also change the period
of NSs with a larger value of PNg consequently removing some of
them from the SLSN-I/Ic-BL domain.

For Ic-BL the lower limit of Ero; ~ 1072 erg might not be
enough to accelerate the entirety of the ejecta to velocities above
15,000 km s, Assuming the ejecta to have kinetic energy E¢j =

O.SMejvgj, then at most an ejecta mass of 5 M can be accelerated
to vej ~ 15,000 km 51 (under full efficiency of conversion of Eyo

into Eg;, cf. Fuller & Lu 2022). Along similar lines, Me; = 20 Mo

would require Eyop = 4.5 x 1072 erg meaning only the lowest Z stars
would be able to experience Ic-BL. Alternatively, it could be that
only a fraction of M,; needs to be accelerated to large velocities to
make the source appear broadlined, in which case the high Z CH
stars can also contribute towards Ic-BL for large values of Me;.

5.3.3  Lack of He lines in the observed spectra of Ic-BL SNe

Ic-BL SNe do not seem to contain traces of H or He in their spectra
(e.g. Modjaz et al. 2016 and reference therein). Based on the analysis
of a large data set of SNe Ib, SNe Ic in Liu et al. (2016) and SNe Ic,
SNe Ic-bl in Modjaz et al. (2016), the latter concluded that neither
smearing of He lines nor insufficient mixing of 6N in the ejecta
could explain the lack of He lines in the observed optical spectra.
On the other hand, our lowest Z CH models in Fig. 11 still contain
a significant fraction of helium on their surface. The same figure
also shows the total helium mass Mg ora1 cOntained in the star.
Though stars with Z < 0.002 contain a high helium surface mass
fraction, their My a1 cOntent is less than (or would likely be less
than) 1 Mg by the time of core carbon depletion. This makes them
a plausible candidate for Ic-BL if the remaining amount of helium
could be hidden (e.g. accreted by the compact remnant if it is a
BH as in the next section) or lost by the time of core collapse.
To compare, Modjaz et al. (2016) set the limit on the total helium
content of Ic-BL SN ejecta as My final < 0.2 Mg.

Due to numerical reasons, some of our systems fail to evolve
till core carbon depletion, but under similar conditions and Z =
0.00034, Aguilera-Dena et al. (2018) (see their Table 2) found that
the more massive CH stars (Mzams 2 75 M) would lose nearly
all their surface helium by the time of core collapse. Furthermore,
by boosting the mixing efficiency by ten times, they find the stars
to be completely devoid of surface helium even at lower masses. It
is unclear if such high mixing efficiencies are realized in nature. In
the current study, stars with Z > 0.001 seem unlikely to lose/burn
their surface helium content by the time of core collapse which then
disfavors them as a potential candidate for Ic-BL.
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Figure 11. The top two sub-figures show the surface helium (Heg,f) and
core carbon (Cper) mass fraction contained in the star before the model halts.
The bottom sub-figure shows the total helium mass My tora1 contained in
the star at that instant. Some stars with Z = 0.004, 0.005 fail during core
helium burning.
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Figure 12. Mean azimuthal component of the NS’s magnetic field formed
from the collapse of the inner 1.6 Mg baryonic mass of the CH star under
the assumption of magnetic flux conservation (see, Eq. 10). On the RHS are
shown the inferred values of magnetic field for the SLSN sample analyzed
by Nicholl et al. (2017); Villar et al. (2018).

MNRAS 000, 1-18 (2022)



5.3.4  Magnetic field strength of the proto neutron star

Fig. 12 shows (and compares with observations) the mean azimuthal
component of the magnetic field for a NS of 12 km radius formed
from the inner 1.6 M baryonic mass of the corresponding CH star.
In doing so we assume that while the star contracts its magnetic flux
® is conserved, i.e.

r(M=1.6Mg)
Opns = '/0 Bynrrdr (10)

However, it is expected that the NS’s magnetic field would be fur-
ther amplified by dynamo action during the proto-NS stage driven
by convection (Thompson & Duncan 1993) or magnetorotational
instability (e.g. see discussion in Aguilera-Dena et al. 2020). This
would further raise the magnetic field in Fig. 12 to values capable
of producing Ic-BL (2 101° G).

5.4 Contribution towards GRBs and Ic-BL with a collapsar
as the source

Some studies have simultaneously observed GRBs and Ic-BL occur-
ring from the same SN explosion (e.g. Stanek et al. 2003; Sollerman
et al. 2006). Though it can be expected for a GRB (under collapsar
scenario) to occur without an accompanying Ic-BL SN as the lat-
ter requires a large energy reservoir, studies have also found Ic-BL
seemingly originating from a central engine but without any ac-
companying GRB (e.g. Soderberg et al. 2010; Stevance et al. 2017).
This could simply be occurring due to the GRB jet being directed
away from our line of sight but could also imply a more complex
link between GRB/Ic-BL resulting from a rapidly rotating central
source. Nonetheless, here we will find that all CH stars contributing
towards a Ic-BL (under the collapsar consideration) also produce
an accompanying GRB.

Fig. (13, C2) show the isotropic-equivalent energy Ejy, pro-
duced and the energy carried by the winds Eyipq during a long
duration GRB under the collapsar scenario. We again set the min-
imum energy for Ic-BL, Eying = 1032 erg and adopt the value
Eiso > 107! erg (Perley et al. 2016). To model the contribution of
CH stars towards GRBs, we use the one-zone accretion disk evolu-
tion formalism as described in Kumar et al. (2008) and summarised
in Fuller & Lu (2022). We utilize the material made public by Fuller
& Lu (2022) to perform our calculations for the result shown in Fig.
(13, C2) and here give a brief summary of the method employed to
provide context.

5.4.1 Estimating energy outflow from the accretion disk

In the collapsar scenario, accretion of matter by a newly-born central
black hole from a disk formed near the outer portion of the rapidly
rotating stellar core * powers the prompt emission of a relativistic
jet. After the initial formation of an accretion disk, > it might un-
dergo strong neutrino cooling due to the Urca process (Gamow &
Schoenberg 1941; Qian & Woosley 1996) facilitating the transport
of mass to smaller radii due to viscous drag. In case of inefficient
neutrino cooling, the system could enter the advection-dominated

4 A stable disk is formed if the specific AM of the layer j > jigco where
Jisco is the specific AM of the innermost stable circular orbit for the BH.

3 Tt is assumed that fallback of matter from the disk only occurs from the
region making an angle > 30° with the rotational axis. The rest is assumed
to be removed due to jet/winds.
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accretion flow (ADAF) regime where most of the matter will be
blown away by strong disk wind. The one-zoned accretion disk
model (as outlined below) approximates the combined actions of
mass fallback, viscous accretion, and disk wind to determine the
time evolution of the BH accretion disk.

Let the accretion disk rotate at Keplerian frequency with a
characteristic disk radius 4. In the ADAF regime vigorous outflow
continuously removes mass from the disk causing the accretion rate
to decrease with radius. We assume that the accretion rate Macc(r)
varies as a power law with radius r (Blandford & Begelman 1999)
such that

Macc(r) = % (

vis

N

i) . (rn<r<rg (1)
rq

where My is the mass of the disk, My /7y;s is the mass accretion rate
at rq, Tyig = @) (rg/GMBH)l/2 is the viscous timescale with a €
(0.01,0.1) being the dimensionless viscous parameter (Shakura &
Sunyaev 1973) and s is a free parameter and could lie between
0.3-0.8 (Yuan & Narayan 2014). Here we take @ = 0.03,s = 0.5.
Also ry is the transitional radius below which the disk starts to be
neutrino cooled resulting in efficient accretion (i.e. the power-law
flattens) and is here calculated by setting (see, Fuller & Lu 2022)

Mace(r) = 1072322 Moyr™! (12)
S

where rg is the Schwarzschild radius. The differential rate of outflow

of mass in winds is then

dr

. M,
dMacc :S_d R
i rarl_s

Tvis

13)

Assuming the gas particles in the wind escape to infinity gives
Vese = (GMpy/r)'/? carrying a specific kinetic energy G Mgy /2r.
Multiplying this with Eq. 13 gives the differential rate of energy
outflow and integrating that over r from r; to rq gives the total rate
of energy outflow in the wind as (e.g. Kohri et al. 2005)

S GMBH
Lying = 203

M, -

=o' -1], s<1 (4
rd  Tvis

My
Tvis . .
is taken as Mgy = Macc(risco) where it is assumed that no mass
is lost in disk wind once r < rigco, ISCO being the innermost
stable circular orbit. The energy dissipation rate by this mass prior
to accretion is approximated as

where = Macc(rd). On the other hand the BH mass gain rate

Lace = Nt MpHCc? (15)

where nnT = 1— /1 — rg/3risco is the Novikov-Thorne efficiency
parameter and is a measure of the energy released by a particle

falling from infinity to ISCO (Novikov & Thorne 1973). Finally,
integrating Eq. (14, 15) over the evolutionary timescale of the ac-
cretion disk gives the energy generated by the disk E,cc and the
energy of the winds, Eying ©. Only a fraction, 7Eacc of the energy
generated by the accretion disk would be in the form of radiation
that will escape in the jet. There is also a fractional probability
(f = dQ/4n, where dQ is the total solid angle spanned by the

6 The lifespan of the disk is ~ to the free-fall timescale of the progenitor star
at core-collapse. For most cases we find this to be equal to 60-300 seconds.
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Table 2. Allowed mass range for CH accretors that could potentially produce
a GRB (cf. Fig. 13, C2). Where some models fail to evolve near the lower
or upper end of the mass range, we adopt the mass cutoff values from the
nearest larger Z. We note that for these accretors the mass range is set by
the mass of the accretor near the end of the accretion phase MPOSL-3¢¢ (as
this decides if it could become CH in Eq. 5) and not Mzavs.-

7z Mpo?t,acc [MG] M[[r)l(it,acc [MO]

min

0.00001 20 75
0.0001 20 80
0.0003 20 85
0.0006 20 85

0.001 20 55
0.002 25 55
0.003 30 35

jet cones) that the jet aligns with the line of sight hence the total
isotropic-equivalent energy released by the GRB is (e.g. Ghirlanda
et al. 2004; Bavera et al. 2022)

E.
Eigo = "T (16)

We choose 7 = 0.01 and f = 0.01 (Guetta & Della Valle 2007) such
that n/ f = 1. Changing this ratio would directly scale the value of
Eiso in Fig. (13, C2) by the same amount. We note that as discussed
in Fig. 10, the stars with Z > 0.004 fail during core helium burning
and consequently should not feature in the GRB/Ic-BL region.

5.4.2  Mass-metallicity range and formation rate of GRB

Table 2 gives the allowed mass range for the accretors (near the end
of the accretion phase) that can produce a GRB under the CH route.
The cutoff Z (depending on the nature of winds) is near Z ~ 0.004.
Many of these GRB are also capable of producing E\,q that could
power a Ic-BL SN. Fig. 14 shows the rate of GRB formation per
solar mass of star formation in Bpass. This gives a local volumetric
GRB rate density (as a function of Z) € [~ 5 X 1070, ~ 1077]
Mpc~3 yr~! assuming a star formation rate of 0.015 Mg Mpc™3
yr~! (Madau & Dickinson 2014) and negligible GRB delay time.

The rates at larger value of Z are generally in agreement with
the expected value of > 1077 Mpc_3 yr‘1 (e.g. Guetta & Della
Valle 2007) keeping in mind that only a fractional amount of star
formation would occur at low values of Z in the local Universe.
These rates would be further reduced by around two orders of
magnitude if the source alignment with respect to the observer
is taken into account (for beaming factor f = 0.01). We note that
for these accretors the mass range is set by the mass of the accre-
tor near the end of the accretion phase (as this decides if it could
become CH, Eq. 5) and not Mzanms. Depending on the value of
the angular momentum accretion efficient v and the initial metal-
licity, the allowed accretor’s Mzayms range can be approximated
as MzaMS = Mmin/max/ (1 + AM [ Mzams) where AM [Mzaws is
derived from Eq. 5. The minimum (maximum) Mzams should span
16-26 Mg (48-78 M) for ré = 0.05 for the various values of Z, e.g.
see Fig. 8. Lastly, from Fig. 13 we can see that many stars capable
of producing a GRB are also a progenitor of Ic-BL. Hence the rate
of Ic-BL from the CH channel should roughly follow the rate of
GRB under the collapsar scenario.
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Figure 13. The isotropic-equivalent energy Ejs, produced and the energy
carried by the winds Ey,jnq during a long duration GRB under the collapsar
scenario for the CH stars. We set the minimum energy for Ic-BL, Eying =
10°2 erg and adopt the value Ejy, > 10! erg (Perley et al. 2016). The top
(bottom) sub-figure is obtained by integrating Eq. 14 (Eq. 15 with n, f =
0.01) over the evolutionary time of the accretion disk for the corresponding
CH star.
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Figure 14. The number of potential GRBs per solar mass expected from the
accretion CHE route within Brass. On RHS of the y-axis is their local rate
in Mpc™3 yr~!. Assuming a star formation rate of 0.015 Mg Mpc™ yr~!
(Madau & Dickinson 2014) occurring at a given value of Z and negligible
GRB delay time gives the local volumetric GRB rate estimates € [~ 5 X
1076, ~ 1077] Mpc=3 yr~!.

MNRAS 000, 1-18 (2022)



6 CAVEATS AND UNCERTAINTIES

Apart from the typical uncertainties involved in single (e.g. Buldgen
2019) and binary stellar evolution (e.g. Ivanova et al. 2013), below
we mention the caveats and uncertainties specifically applicable to
the current work.

6.1 General caveats and uncertainties

(i) The results shown here are strongly dependent on the as-
sumption made in section 3.3. In short, we assume that the overall
evolution of a rapidly-rotating single star leading to CHE can also
be realized in the secondary component of a binary system under
sufficient accretion (e.g. Cantiello et al. 2007) as evaluated using
Eq. 5.

(i1) Eq. 2 was derived for stars experiencing CHE from the onset
of ZAMS. While it is likely that the accretor star would have de-
veloped some level of chemical gradient before it begins to accrete
AM. Therefore employing Eq. 2 to determine the amount of mass
required to be accreted for CHE in Eq. 5 implicitly assumes that
the inhibiting effect of the accretor’s chemical gradient on chemical
mixing in minimal. Moreover, if accretion of the material occurs at
a later stage of the secondary’s evolution such that its convective
core does not have enough time to adapt to the increased mass then
rejuvenation of the star due to mixing could be altogether avoided
(e.g. Braun & Langer 1995). The radius of gyration rg of such an
evolved star would be relatively smaller and hence Eq. 5 would lead
to a lower value of AM /M. This would bias these evolved systems
towards CHE under our current setting. Currently we set a rough
cutoff value of ré > 0.025 for an accretor to potentially experi-
ence CHE. This is a crude approximation to filter out the highly
evolved systems and more analysis would be required to place a
better constraint.

(>iii) Uncertainties in the exact nature of stellar wind mass loss
and the coupling of stellar winds to the orbit (hence modifying the
orbit) could affect the outcome of our calculation for the case of tidal
CHE. We assume the wind to be fast and isotropic and only taking
away the orbital AM equivalent to the specific AM of the mass-
losing star which might not necessarily be the case. Furthermore,
the stellar winds directly dictate the amount of AM that could be
retained by an accretion induced CH star. As aresult, stronger winds
could substantially change the results shown in this paper.

(iv) The results shown in section 5.3 and 5.4 are highly depen-
dent on the assumption that the pre core collapse AM content of the
star is well approximated by its AM content at core carbon deple-
tion. While the evolutionary trend of these MEsa models near core
carbon depletion justifies our assumption (e.g. Fig. 3) a proper 3D
treatment of AM transport near core-collapse is desirable. Recently,
Fields (2022) studied the 3D hydrodynamic evolution of a 16 Mg
rapidly rotating star during the final 10 minutes prior to iron core
collapse. They found a reasonable match between the iron core’s
AM structure of their model and the one from MEsa with the result-
ing NS’s period being within 5 per cent agreement with a caveat
that difference in the Si/O convective structure in the progenitors
could lead to significant deviation in the AM profiles of the 1D and
3D models. Nonetheless, consensus on the efficiency of rotational
induced mixing (e.g. Hunter et al. 2008; Aguilera-Dena et al. 2018)
and the effectiveness of 1D stellar evolution code in determining the
stellar evolution for these rapidly rotating stars remains ambiguous.

(v) Here we adopt a standard treatment for the efficiency of
chemical mixing (e.g. Yoon & Langer 2005) and angular momentum
transport (e.g. Chaboyer & Zahn 1992) in evaluating Eq. 2. We note
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that previously Aguilera-Dena et al. (2018, 2020) have employed a
larger efficiency of mixing though it is unclear if such high mixing
efficiencies are realized in nature.

6.2 Caveats/Uncertainties due to employing pre-computed
BPAsS models for conducting population study

(i) In BPass, mass accretion on a star is limited by its thermal
time scale. As a result, some secondaries accrete more mass than
is required to spin them up to their breakup velocity (as accretion
does not cease once the star approaches its breakup). Since Brass
models are pre-processed, it is time consuming to further change
the models to suit this study. Nevertheless, approximating the disk
boundary layer as a polytrope and employing the @-prescription
(Shakura & Sunyaev 1973) to model viscosity, Paczynski (1991)
and Popham & Narayan (1991) argued that the presence of viscous
torques due to differential rotation can efficiently transport just as
much AM outwards from the stellar surface as the accreting matter
brings. In such a case the star can still keep accreting matter from
the accretion disk without gaining much AM. Under this scenario,
the secondary accretion in Brass can be validated.

(ii) In BPass, initial stellar rotation is enforced using the ana-
lytical fits of Hurley et al. (2000) to the data of Lang (1992). For
simplicity here we assume that all stars prior to accretion have zero
rotational velocity, wi,. This is an underestimate and stars with al-
ready finite wj, at the start of the accretion phase would require
relatively less amount of accretion to spin up leading to an under-
estimate in the number of accretion CH stars.

(iii) Tidal effects on the accretor are only considered once the
episode of mass accretion ends. This might unfairly prevent those
CH secondaries from experiencing tidal spin-down that undergo
mass accretion on a nuclear timescale. Additionally, while checking
for tidal spin-down of the secondary star, we do not let the separation
between the binary to evolve due to mass loss. This could overes-
timate the efficiency of tidal spin down, consequently lowering the
frequency of accretion CHE stars in our study.

(iv) Bpass does not yet account for systems with initial mass-ratio
q; = 1 or binaries with initial orbital period less than 1 day. Conse-
quently, we might be underproducing equal mass tidal CH systems
or tidal CH systems in very small initial periods. Nevertheless, we
expect these systems to be in roughly similar proportion to those
represented with blue color in Fig. 7. This is because otherwise, as
per our calculation, the subsequently formed binary black holes re-
sulting from the tidal CHE stars may produce a detectable black hole
merger rate larger than that observed by the LIGO-VIRGO-KAGRA
network.

7 SUMMARY & CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we have discussed two potential pathways leading to
rapidly rotating stars in binary systems. Following standard treat-
ment for rotational induced mixing using the 1D stellar evolution
MESA, we find that for sufficiently rapid rotation, stars could sub-
sequently experience CHE. Consequently, this would lead to the
formation of homogeneous helium stars and depending on the ini-
tial mass, metallicity and the formation pathway, they could even
sustain a substantial fraction of their AM until core collapse.

We calculate the threshold minimum initial angular velocity
required by a single star as a function of its Z and Mz s to undergo
CHE (Fig. 4, Eq. 2). We generalize the analytical relation in Packet
(1981) to now give the threshold mass accretion to spin up a star
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to any desired (below critical) angular velocity (Eq. 5). We then
use the relations in Eq. 2 in conjunction with Eq. 5 to calculate the
threshold mass accretion required by a star in binary to experience
CHE. Next, we implement this into Bpass to study its effect on a
synthetic stellar population. We also incorporate tidal CHE in Brass
following the work of Riley et al. (2021). Our core findings are as
follows:

(1) Accretion induced CHE is the dominant means of producing
homogeneous stars when compared to tidal CHE.

(i1) In contrast to tidal CHE, accretion induced CHE can produce
stars that retain a substantial fraction of their acquired AM. As a
result, these stars can be potential progenitors of exotic transients
like SLSNe, Ic-BL and long GRBs. To determine the suitability of
a CH star in generating such energetic transients, we calculate the
value of PNs, Erot and B of the resulting proto-NS and Ejg, and
Eing of the resulting BH in section 5.3 and 5.4.

(iii) For certain systems a single progenitor could produce both
SLSNe and Ic-BL (GRB and Ic-BL) under the magnetar (collapsar)
scenario.

(iv) CH stars have high surface temperatures and as such strongly
emit at A < 912A. The emission rate predicted here (Fig. 9) approx-
imately matches the earlier findings (Eldridge et al. 2017) at low
values of Z. Disagreement occurs at Z > 0.001 where we find
that the ionizing photon density could decrease by 15-65 per cent
depending on the value of v and the metallicity.

If accretion is the primary driver of CH stars, then population
studies that only consider tidal CHE may be underestimating the
importance of this evolutionary channel. While observational data
remains inconclusive on the occurrence of CHE and the role of
rotation in their formation, such systems if realized could potentially
be one of the primary drivers of transients like LGRBs, Ic-BL,
SLSN-I and also play a substantial role in cosmic reionization.
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APPENDIX A: THE MINIMUM THRESHOLD
ACCRETION FOR CHEMICALLY HOMOGENEOUS
EVOLUTION

Let M,R,rg, 1, L, wj, be the mass, radius, radius of gyration, mo-
ment of inertia, luminosity and the angular velocity of the secondary
star at the initiation of accretion. Then the moment of inertia can
be written as I = r=MR2. The effect of radiation pressure on the
infalling matter at the stellar surface can be modeled using the Ed-
dington factor, I' = L/Lgqq where Legq = ‘MG# is the Eddington
Luminosity. Hence, the critical angular velocity of the star is

GM(1-T)
wer =T (A1)

It is assumed (as in Packet 1981) that the matter is being


https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1991A&A...252..669L
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1998A&A...329..551L
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev-astro-081811-125534
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2012ARA&A..50..107L
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1985A&A...145..179L
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/0004-637X/827/2/90
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2016ApJ...827...90L
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/153614
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1975ApJ...198..383L
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/307790
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1999ApJ...524..262M
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev-astro-081811-125615
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2014ARA&A..52..415M
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1987A&A...178..159M
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev.astro.38.1.143
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2000ARA&A..38..143M
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20031491
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2003A&A...411..543M
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stw379
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2016MNRAS.458.2634M
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201628133
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2016A&A...588A..50M
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ab3426
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2019ApJ...882...36M
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:200811014
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2009A&A...495..257M
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201321282
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2013A&A...554A..23M
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2011.18280.x
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2011MNRAS.413.2031M
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stv2224
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2015MNRAS.454.3311M
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2015MNRAS.454.3311M
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1997A&A...321..465M
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/0004-637X/832/2/108
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2016ApJ...832..108M
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4365/aa6fb6
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2017ApJS..230...15M
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11214-018-0493-6
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2018SSRv..214...59M
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aa9334
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2017ApJ...850...55N
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2000A&A...360..227N
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/500832
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2006ApJS..164..130O
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1981A&A...102...17P
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/169846
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1991ApJ...370..597P
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/2041-8205/724/1/L16
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2010ApJ...724L..16P
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2010CBET.2413....1P
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0067-0049/192/1/3
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2011ApJS..192....3P
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0067-0049/208/1/4
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2013ApJS..208....4P
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0067-0049/220/1/15
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2015ApJS..220...15P
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4365/aaa5a8
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2018ApJS..234...34P
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4365/ab2241
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2019ApJS..243...10P
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/0004-637X/817/1/7
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2016ApJ...817....7P
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20042545
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2005A&A...435..247P
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/169847
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1991ApJ...370..604P
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/177973
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1996ApJ...471..331Q
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/aaf97b
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2019ApJ...870L..18Q
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2019ApJ...870L..18Q
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/522862
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2007ApJ...668L..99Q
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature10095
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2011Natur.474..487Q
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201321986
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2013A&A...560A..29R
http://dx.doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.3993412
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stab1291
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2021MNRAS.505..663R
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4365/ac416c
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022ApJS..258...34R
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/sty1655
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2018MNRAS.479..994R
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022arXiv220703232R
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1223344
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2012Sci...337..444S
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1973A&A....24..337S
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stab2964
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2021MNRAS.508.5390S
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201629621
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2017A&A...598A..85S
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022arXiv220515125S
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature08714
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2010Natur.463..513S
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20065226
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2006A&A...454..503S
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201526074
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2016A&A...585A.120S
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20011465
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2002A&A...381..923S
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/376976
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2003ApJ...591L..17S
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/sty1353
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2018MNRAS.479...75S
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201834359
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2019A&A...621A.105S
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stu1682
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2014MNRAS.444.3466S
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stv2661
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2016MNRAS.456..485S
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stx970
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2017MNRAS.469.1897S
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ab3981
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2019ApJ...882..121S
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1999A&A...350..497S
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/0004-637X/821/1/38
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2016ApJ...821...38S
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/110.6.548
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1950MNRAS.110..548S
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201526617
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2015A&A...581A..15S
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/172580
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1993ApJ...408..194T
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20065776
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2007A&A...461.1057T
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aaee6a
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2018ApJ...869..166V
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20052862
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2005A&A...442..587V
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20010127
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2001A&A...369..574V
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/170.3.497
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1975MNRAS.170..497W
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/172359
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1993ApJ...405..273W
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/2041-8205/719/2/L204
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2010ApJ...719L.204W
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/836/2/244
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2017ApJ...836..244W
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/498500
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2006ApJ...637..914W
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature06333
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2007Natur.450..390W
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/589823
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2008ApJ...685..390W
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/sty646
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2018MNRAS.477..904X
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20054030
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2005A&A...443..643Y
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20065912
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2006A&A...460..199Y
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev-astro-082812-141003
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2014ARA&A..52..529Y
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1977A&A....57..383Z
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1992A&A...265..115Z
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1988A&AS...72..259D
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/200811439
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2009A&A...497..243D
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/764/2/166
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2013ApJ...764..166D
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/staa3225
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2020MNRAS.499.5941D
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/84.9.665
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1924MNRAS..84..665V

18  S. Ghodla et al.

accreted from the inner ring of the disk formed around the star’s
equator where the matter is moving in approximately Keplerian
orbit with negligible viscosity. Therefore the angular velocity of
the matter in the ring above the equatorial surface is wying = wer.
Moreover the specific AM carried by the mass element about to be
accreted is

Twring GM( 1

j= = R? =+GMR(1 - (A2)

m

We assume R, I" to be constant in the following calculation with
magnitude equal to their values at the beginning of mass transfer.
We will later find that for systems at low Z only a small amount
of AM is needed for the star to experience CHE and hence AR
would be minimal especially if R is already large. Additionally, if
we approximate the luminosity as a power-law relation L ~ M ® and
take @ = 1 for very massive stars i.e. M > 55 M, then at least for
these stars I also approaches a near constant value. Now AJ added
by accretion of mass AM from the ring is

M+AM M+AM
AJ = v/ jm)ydm =v VGmR(1 -T) dm
M M

:23—V GR(1 - )[(M+AM)3/2—M3/2]

(A3)

where v is a free parameter that encodes the accretion efficiency of
AM by the star from the Keplerian disk 7. One can instead assume
full accretion efficiency of AM but now happening from the inner
edge of a sub-Keplerian disk rotating at angular frequency vwc, and
still get the same result. Eq. A3 can be further simplified as

AJ = 23" JGR(1 -T)M3/?

3 3 (AM
LRIV e

(A4)

~ vy/GR(1 —F)AM(«/M+ aM )

M
where we have Taylor expanded the term in the square bracket and
neglected terms of order three and higher. This is a fair approxi-
mation for small values of AM /M which is typically the case here
(in Fig. 5 AM/M < 0.9). Now if we let J’ be the new AM of the
secondary, then

J =T +AJ = lwy + A = (I + AD)wchg (A5)

where we accrete at least the threshold minimum mass required for
CHE but wcyg could easily be replaced by any desired value of
angular velocity. This implies

(M(rgR)2 +AM (rgR)z) WCHE

AM (A6)
4aM )

Above rg and R were treated as constants in calculating Al. Though
their values would change during the course of accretion, as Packet
(1981) argues, the effect of matter accretion is such that while R
grows, rg decreases. Consequently, they to a certain degree balance

= M (rgR)? win + vW/GR(1 —T)AM (\/M+

7 The inwards transport of the accreted AM from the surface could be
carried by the Spruit-Tayler dynamo induced magnetic fields as well as the
rotationally induced instabilities and meridional currents.
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Figure B1. Same as Fig. 4 but now with the Dutch scaling factor = 0.5. The
black dots represent Z = 0.006 that could not be fitted.

each other’s effect. Now using Eq. Al and rearranging the above
equation gives

2 2
AM 1 - 1 TgWCHE
— - i\/- (rZ“’CHE + 1) _ 2 Yin (— - £ (A7)

M 4 "8 v 8 ywer 2 2vwer

where the negative solution leads to negative values of accreted
mass and hence is neglected. Substituting wcyg = wer and v = 1 in
Eq. A7 reduces this equation to the one derived in Packet (1981).
Lastly, the I" factor is already taken into account while calculating
WCHE/Wer expression in Eq. 2.

APPENDIX B: FITS FOR DUTCH SCALING = 0.5

The exponents in Eq. 2 for the Nugis & Lamers (2000) wind scheme
with the Dutch factor = 0.5 are as follows:

@(Z) = -9.382x 10023 — 152.57% + 518.5Z — 11.67
B(Z) = —1.546 x 107 Z3 + 6.55 x 10*Z2 + 118.4Z — 5.997
y(Z) = -1.528 x 10023 + 10.57Z2 + 106.8Z — 0.561

(BI

The corresponding wcyg /wer relation is plotted in Fig. B1. We note
that for the above winds we do find a few CHE systems at Z = 0.006,
but we have not included them in Eq. B1 since they cannot be fitted
to a cubic relation.

APPENDIX C: ADDITIONAL FIGURES

This paper has been typeset from a TEX/I&TEX file prepared by the author.
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Figure C1. Same as Fig. 10 but now showing Mzams on the x-axis.
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