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ABSTRACT

Gaia BHs, black hole (BH) binaries discovered from database of an astrometric telescope Gaia, pose a question to the standard
binary evolution model. We have assessed if Gaia BHs can be formed through dynamical capture in open clusters rather than
through isolated binary evolution. We have performed gravitational 𝑁-body simulations of 100 open clusters with 105𝑀⊙ in
total for each metallicity 𝑍 = 0.02, 0.01, and 0.005. We have discovered one Gaia BH-like binary escaping from an open
cluster, and found that the formation efficiency of Gaia BHs in open clusters (∼ 10−5𝑀−1

⊙ ) is larger than in isolated binaries
(∼ 10−8𝑀−1

⊙ ) by 3 orders of magnitude. The Gaia BH-like binary is the inner binary of a triple star system. Gaia BHs can have
tertiary stars frequently, if they are formed in open clusters. Combining additional 𝑁-body simulations with 8000 open clusters
with 8× 106𝑀⊙ , we have estimated the number of Gaia BHs in the Milky Way disk to 104 − 105 (depending on the definitions of
Gaia BHs), large enough for the number of Gaia BHs discovered so far. Our results indicate that the discoveries of Gaia BHs do
not request the reconstruction of the standard binary evolution model, and that Gaia BHs are a probe for the dynamics of open
clusters already evaporated.

Key words: stars: black holes – galaxies: star clusters: general – Astrometry and celestial mechanics – (stars:) binaries (including
multiple): close

1 INTRODUCTION

Black holes (BHs) are the final state of massive stars. Albeit of their
darkness, they have been discovered in binary systems, such as X-
ray binaries (Casares et al. 2017), spectroscopic binaries (Shenar
et al. 2022), astrometric binaries (El-Badry et al. 2023a,b; Tanikawa
et al. 2023; Chakrabarti et al. 2023), and gravitational wave sources
(The LIGO Scientific Collaboration et al. 2021). The discoveries of
astrometric BH binaries, also known as Gaia BH1 and BH2 (El-
Badry et al. 2023a,b, respectively) in Gaia DR3 (Gaia Collaboration
et al. 2022), challenge the standard binary evolution model. Gaia
BH1 and BH2 (hereafter, Gaia BHs) have ∼ 1𝑀⊙ visible stars as
companions, orbital periods of ∼ 102-103 days, and moderately high
eccentricities (∼ 0.5). Isolated binaries can form such configurations
only if common envelope ejection is ∼ 10 times more efficient than
previously expected (El-Badry et al. 2023a).

Another possible formation channel of Gaia BHs is that a BH
dynamically captures a ∼ 1𝑀⊙ visible star in open clusters. This is
similar to double BH formation in open clusters (Ziosi et al. 2014;
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Kumamoto et al. 2019, 2020; Di Carlo et al. 2019; Banerjee 2021;
Rastello et al. 2021). As for double BHs, such dynamical capture
can happen in globular clusters (Portegies Zwart & McMillan 2000;
Tanikawa 2013; Rodriguez et al. 2016; Askar et al. 2017; Kremer
et al. 2022), first star clusters (Wang et al. 2022), and galactic centers
(Tagawa et al. 2020). However, Gaia BHs should not originate from
globular clusters, first star clusters, and galactic centers, since they are
Milky Way disk components, and have near solar metallicities. They
are likely to be formed in open clusters if their formation channel is
dynamical capture.

Gaia BH1 and BH2 have different orbital periods by an order of
magnitude, and different types of visible stars: a main-sequence (MS)
star for Gaia BH1 and a red giant star for Gaia BH2. They may have
different origins. What can be said with certainty is that Gaia BHs
have common features in which they are difficult to be formed through
isolated binary evolution, if common envelope is ejected efficiently
(El-Badry et al. 2023a,b). Thus, we explore possibility that Gaia BHs
are formed through dynamical capture in open clusters.

In this paper, we report an extremely high formation efficiency of
Gaia BHs in open clusters. Moreover, our simulations show that they
frequently host tertiary stars. The structure of this paper is as follows.
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2 Ataru Tanikawa

In section 2, we describe our numerical method to follow Gaia BH
formation in open clusters and isolated binaries. In section 3, we
show our simulation results. In section 4, we conclude our results,
and discuss the implication of our results for Gaia BHs discovered
recently. We focus on a Gaia BH-like binary formed in 100 open
clusters with 105𝑀⊙ and metallicity of 𝑍 = 0.005, while we discuss
the dependence of the formation efficiency of Gaia BHs on initial
conditions of open clusters in Appendix.

2 METHOD

We follow the dynamical evolution of open clusters by means of a
gravitational 𝑁-body code PeTar (Wang et al. 2020b). The PeTar

code is based on the particle-tree and particle-particle algorithm
(Oshino et al. 2011; Iwasawa et al. 2017) with the aid of FDPS (Iwa-
sawa et al. 2016, 2020). Binary orbital evolution and close encoun-
ters are treated by the slow-down algorithmic regularization method
(SDAR: Wang et al. 2020a). The external potential is calculated by
GALPY (Bovy 2015). We can see comparison between PeTar and
NBODY6++GPU (Nitadori & Aarseth 2012; Wang et al. 2015; Kamlah
et al. 2022) for mass scale of small globular clusters in Wang et al.
(2020b), and open clusters in Appendix A.

The PeTar code is coupled with the BSE code (Hurley et al. 2002;
Banerjee et al. 2020) to solve single and binary star evolutions. We
overview the model of single and binary star evolution. Single stars
evolve on a track developed by Hurley et al. (2000) with stellar winds
formulated by Belczynski et al. (2010). Massive stars either cause
supernovae or collapse to BHs at the end of their lives, and leave
behind NSs and BHs with masses modeled by the rapid model (Fryer
et al. 2012) with modification of pair instability supernovae modeled
by Belczynski et al. (2016b). Binary evolution model is the same as
Banerjee et al. (2020). It contains various binary evolution processes,
such as tidal interaction, wind accretion, stable mass transfer, and
common envelope. Here, we only describe parameters of common
envelope which Gaia BHs formation is the most sensitive to (El-
Badry et al. 2023a). A binary can experience common envelope
evolution modeled as the 𝛼 formalism (Webbink 1984), where we
adopt 𝛼 = 3 and 𝜆 of Claeys et al. (2014).

We generate 100 open clusters for each metallicity of 𝑍 = 0.02,
0.01, and 0.005. The total mass of each open cluster is 103𝑀⊙ , and
then the total mass of open clusters is 105𝑀⊙ for each metallicity.
We adopt the Plummer model for the initial phase space distribution
of stars. We set the half-mass radius to 0.8 pc. Each cluster orbits
around Milky Way at 8 kpc with 220 km s−1. The initial binary
fraction is 100 %. Although the binary fraction appears too high, it
is not sensitive to the formation efficiency and multiplicity of Gaia
BHs as seen in Appendix B. The primary stars of binaries have
Kroupa’s initial mass function (Kroupa 2001) with the minimum
and maximum masses of 0.08 and 150𝑀⊙ , respectively. The mass
ratio, orbital period, and eccentricity distribution of binaries follow
initial conditions from Sana et al. (2012). The initial conditions are
generated using MCLUSTER (Küpper et al. 2011). We follow their
evolutions over 500 Myr. Although the initial central number density
seems to be high (∼ 103 pc−3), the central number density of visible
stars (defined as stars except BHs, neutron stars, and white dwarfs)
drop to ∼ 3 pc−3 at 500 Myr.

For comparison, we also calculated isolated binary evolution. We
prepare two types of initial conditions for calculations of isolated
binary evolution. Like the binaries in our open clusters, the 1st type
of initial conditions for isolated binary evolution are also adopted
from Sana et al. (2012). We find that the 1st type of initial conditions

Table 1. Summary of the Gaia BH-like binaryat 500 Myr.

Parameters Values Remarks

Metallicity (Z) 0.005

BH mass 21.4𝑀⊙
Secondary mass 0.82𝑀⊙ MS star
Period 8.3 × 102 days
Eccentricity 0.3-0.8 Oscillating

Tertiary mass 1.59𝑀⊙ MS star
Outer period 1.2 × 106 days
Outer eccentricity 0.689
Mutual inclination 34-59 deg Oscillating

never form Gaia BHs, because the minimum mass ratio is 0.1. In our
single star evolution model, ≳ 20𝑀⊙ stars can leave behind BHs.
BHs cannot have ≲ 1𝑀⊙ stars as companions. Thus, we prepare the
2nd type of initial conditions in which the minimum mass ratio is
reduced to 0.0005, such that even 150𝑀⊙ stars can have 0.08𝑀⊙ stars
as companions. We would like to remark that the 2nd type of initial
conditions is much more likely to form Gaia BHs than the initial
conditions of open clusters unless anything prohibits Gaia BHs from
forming. We also note that we do not adopt such a small mass ratio
for initial binaries in open clusters. We follow their evolution over 30
Myr. Until that, all BH progenitors evolve to BHs.

Throughout this paper, we compare properties of BH binaries for
open clusters at 500 Myr, and for isolated binaries at 30 Myr. We
underestimate the formation efficiency of BH binaries with secondary
masses of ≳ 2.5𝑀⊙ , because ≳ 2.5𝑀⊙ stars evolve to remnant
objects until 500 Myr. However, this does not affect our purpose.
Gaia BHs discovered so far have secondary stars of ∼ 1𝑀⊙ .

Our simulations generate 59 BH binaries. Such BH binaries have
various secondary masses, periods, and eccentricities. In this paper,
we define Gaia BHs as BH binaries with secondary masses of ≤
1.1𝑀⊙ , periods of 100-2000 days, and eccentricities of 0.3-0.9 unless
stated.

3 RESULTS

We find that one open cluster with 𝑍 = 0.005 contains a BH binary
similar to Gaia BHs, hereafter called “Gaia BH-like binary”. We
summarize the properties of the Gaia BH-like binary in Table 1. Its
BH mass is 21.4𝑀⊙ . Its companion (hereafter, secondary) star is a
MS star and has a mass of 0.82𝑀⊙ . The binary period is 8.3 × 102

days, and its eccentricity oscillates from 0.3 to 0.8 due to von Zeipel-
Lidov-Kozai (ZLK) mechanism (von Zeipel 1910; Lidov 1962; Kozai
1962). We find that the Gaia BH-like binary is the inner binary of a
triple star system, and it is because of a tertiary star that we see ZLK
oscillation of the Gaia BH-like binary. The tertiary star is a MS star
and has 1.59𝑀⊙ at 500 Myr. The outer period and eccentricity are
1.2 × 106 days and 0.689, respectively.

Figure 1 shows the position and velocity of the Gaia BH-like
binary at 500 Myr. We can see that the Gaia BH-like binary has
escaped from the open cluster located at the coordinate origin. The
Gaia BH-like binary will be long-lived after 500 Myr as long as it
is not perturbed by the tertiary star (described later). This Gaia BH-
like binary escapes from the open cluster through either of two-body
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Figure 1. Positions (top) and velocities (bottom) of the Gaia BH-like binary
(star points) and other stars (dots) at 500 Myr. All the stars including BHs,
neutron stars, and white dwarfs, are plotted. The central number density of
visible stars is ∼ 3.4 pc−3.

relaxation or close binary interaction1. Looking at their position and
velocity in Figure 1, the Gaia BH-like binary belongs to a tidal tail
of the open cluster. This means that it will be identified as a Galactic
disk component long after the open cluster has evaporated.

We show the time evolution of the Gaia BH-like binary and its
progenitor in Figure 2, and illustrate the formation process of the
Gaia BH-like binary in Figure 3. At the initial time, its BH progenitor
has 22.6𝑀⊙ and a companion with 9.32𝑀⊙ . The binary period and
eccentricity are 2.8× 103 days and 0.167, respectively. At 9.49 Myr,
its BH progenitor evolves to a 16.7𝑀⊙ BH. At 21.5 Myr, this binary
is perturbed by an open cluster star, excites its eccentricity to nearly
1, and merges. This merger leaves behind a 21.4𝑀⊙ BH. Until 188
Myr, this BH does not form any hard binary. Although soft binaries
are occasionally formed, their binary periods are at least ∼ 107 days.
Such soft binaries are quickly disrupted by perturbations of other
stars. At 188 Myr, the BH captures an open cluster star, and form a
relatively hard binary with a period of 5.3 × 105 days. After this, the
BH companion is replaced with another star several times (although
omitted in Figure 3). At 244 Myr the BH companion becomes a
1.59𝑀⊙ MS star to be finally the tertiary star. At 260 Myr, the BH
companion is exchanged with a 0.82𝑀⊙ MS star to be finally the
secondary star. The superseded companion is not fully ejected from
the Gaia BH-like binary, and stays as the tertiary star. Soon after this
interaction, this Gaia BH-like binary with the tertiary star escapes
from the open cluster.

We can see in Figure 2 that the Gaia BH-like binary eccentric-
ity and mutual inclination between the orbital planes of the inner
and outer binaries (hereafter, mutual inclination) are oscillating after
the Gaia BH-like binary escapes due to ZLK mechanism. The ZLK
oscillation is modulated, and the modulation amplitude appears in-
constant. This is because the cadence of the snapshot (4 Myr) is
longer than the timescale of the ZLK oscillation. In order to catch
the ZLK oscillation by sufficiently high cadence of the snapshot, we
recalculate the orbital evolution of the triple system. For this purpose,
we extract the masses, positions, and velocities of the triple-system
components at 400 Myr, and follow their evolution over 2 Gyr by
means of the SDAR code (Wang et al. 2020a), where the SDAR code

1 Such a binary with massive objects can be ejected from an open cluster
(Fujii & Portegies Zwart 2011)
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Figure 2. Time evolution of the Gaia BH-like binary and its progenitor. Sec-
ondary and tertiary stars are defined as temporary companions of the BH and
its progenitor at each time. We indicate the distance from the center, com-
ponent masses, binary periods, binary eccentricities, and mutual inclination
from top to bottom. These quantities are plotted for each 4 Myr. The shaded
regions show binary periods of 100 − 2000 days, which tends to be detected
by Gaia.

is incorporated into the PeTar code to treat close binary and multi-
ple star systems as described above. We approximate that the triple
system is completely isolated from other stars, since the triple system
escapes from the open cluster at 400 Myr. We do not take into account
the tertiary star evolution to a red giant and white dwarf phases.

Figure 4 shows the eccentricity and mutual inclination of the Gaia
BH-like binary. The cadence of the snapshot is 0.1 Myr, which is suf-
ficiently high to show the ZLK oscillation. The oscillation on several
Myr and modulation on several 100 Myr are due to the quadrupole-
level and octupole-level interactions, respectively (Antognini 2015).
The modulation amplitude is constant, although it appears not to be
constant due to the low cadence of the snapshot (4 Myr) in Figure 2.
We can see that the Gaia BH-like binary eccentricity rises to at most
0.8, and its pericenter distance is reduced down to at least 0.97 au.
Since this pericenter distance is much larger than the secondary ra-
dius, the Gaia BH-like binary will not merge. Note that the secondary
star, a 0.82 MS star, will not evolve to a giant star within the Hubble
time. The tertiary star evolves to a red giant star and then a white
dwarf over ∼ 2 Gyr. The red giant star will not fill the Roche lobe of

MNRAS 000, 1–9 (2017)
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Figure 3. Illustration of the Gaia BH-like binary formation. Objects indicated
by “BH”, “2” and “3” are the BH, secondary and tertiary stars in the Gaia
BH-like binary, respectively. Object “A” is the initial companion of the BH
progenitor. Objects “B”, “C”, “D” are perturbers for the BH and its compan-
ions. Although the Gaia BH-like binary experience many interactions during
188-244 Myr, we omit them. Thus, an ejected object at 244 Myr is not actually
object “C”.

the outer binary, because the pericenter distance of the outer binary
is 2.0 × 102 au much larger than the asymptotic giant branch radius
∼ 1 au. The tertiary star gradually decreases its mass and influence
on the Gaia BH-like binary. The tertiary star evolution is expected
not to trigger merger or disruption of the Gaia BH-like binary.

In Figure 5, we compare the formation efficiency among BH bi-
naries in open clusters to the 1st and 2nd types of isolated binary
evolution. We focus on only binary periods of 100 − 2000 days,
which tends to be detected by Gaia2. The formation efficiency of
all BH binaries in open clusters is much smaller than both the types

2 The binary periods of Gaia BH1 and BH2 are ∼ 180 day (El-Badry et al.
2023a) and ∼ 1300 day (El-Badry et al. 2023b; Tanikawa et al. 2023).
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Figure 4. Time evolution of the Gaia BH-like binary eccentricity (top) and
mutual inclination (bottom) over 2 Gyr from 400 Myr. The quantities are
plotted for each 0.1 Myr.
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Figure 5. Formation efficiency of BH binaries per 𝑀⊙ for each bin in open
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MS stars. The grey, blue, and red histograms indicate All BH binaries, BH
binaries with ≤ 1.1𝑀⊙ companions, and those with ≤ 1.1𝑀⊙ companions
and eccentricities from 0.3 to 0.9 (i.e. Gaia BHs). The shaded regions show
binary periods of 100 − 2000 days, which tends to be detected by Gaia.
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secondary masses. The top, middle, and bottom panels indicate 𝑍 = 0.005,
0.01, and 0.02, respectively. All the secondary stars are MS stars, and all the
binary periods and eccentricities are 100-2000 days and 0.3-0.9, respectively.

of isolated binaries. However, when we limit BH binaries to Gaia
BHs, i.e. those with light companions (1.1𝑀⊙) and moderately high
eccentricities (0.3 − 0.9), the formation efficiency is reversed. It is
∼ 10−5𝑀−1

⊙ in open clusters, while it is ∼ 10−8𝑀−1
⊙ even in the 2nd

type of isolated binaries. Thus, the formation efficiency is larger by
3 orders of magnitudes.

We again emphasize that the formation of Gaia BHs in open clus-
ters is much higher than in isolated binaries with the respect of initial
conditions. The numbers of binaries with > 20𝑀⊙ and < 1.1𝑀⊙
stars are 0, 0, and 5.4 × 10−5 per 1𝑀⊙ in open clusters and the 1st
and 2nd types of isolated binaries, respectively. If we limit their or-
bital periods to 100 − 2000 days, the number is 9.2 × 10−6 per 1𝑀⊙
in the 2nd types of isolated binaries. Note that > 20𝑀⊙ stars evolve
to BHs long before 500 Myr, and < 1.1𝑀⊙ stars are still MS stars
at 500 Myr if they evolve as single stars; such binaries can be po-
tentially progenitors of Gaia BHs. On the other hand, the formation
efficiencies of Gaia BHs are ∼ 10−5, 0, and ∼ 10−8𝑀−1

⊙ in open
clusters and the 1st and 2nd types of isolated binaries, respectively.
Open clusters are more disadvantageous to form Gaia BHs than the
2nd type of isolated binaries. However, open clusters can form many
more Gaia BHs.

Figure 6 shows the formation efficiency of BH binaries as a func-
tion of secondary masses. From the top panel, we can confirm that,
for the secondary mass of less than 1.1𝑀⊙ , the formation efficiency
in open clusters is larger than in isolated binaries by 3 orders of

magnitude for 𝑍 = 0.005. If BH binaries with the secondary mass of
∼ 2𝑀⊙ can be regarded as Gaia BHs, there is another Gaia BH in a
𝑍 = 0.01 open cluster (see the middle panel in Figure 6). Such a BH
binary is also formed in open clusters more easily than in isolated
binaries by 3 orders of magnitude. Note that we find no tertiary star
for this BH binary.

The mass distribution in Figure 6 may have the sharp peak at ∼
1𝑀⊙ for the open clusters with 𝑍 = 0.005 due to the small sampling.
If we increase the number of open cluster simulations to much more
than 100, the sharp peak is likely to be smeared out around ∼ 1𝑀⊙ .
Thus, some of them may exceed 1𝑀⊙ , and may not be categorized
as Gaia BHs. Nevertheless, it should have a minor effect on the
formation efficiency of Gaia BHs in open clusters.

The low formation efficiency in isolated binaries is consistent with
the argument of El-Badry et al. (2023a). Here, we review its reason.
Let’s consider a binary with a BH progenitor (≳ 20𝑀⊙) and a∼ 1𝑀⊙
star. Its period is ∼ 103 days, and then its separation is ∼ 103𝑅⊙ .
When the BH progenitor evolves to a giant star, it fills its Roche
lobe, and starts Roche lobe overflow. The Roche lobe overflow is
typically unstable, since the donor star (here, the BH progenitor) is
much more massive than the accretor (here, the 1𝑀⊙ star). Thus,
the binary experiences common envelope evolution. The common
envelope evolution ends with a merger of the BH progenitor core and
∼ 1𝑀⊙ star. This is because the gravitational binding energy between
the core and star is too small to fully eject the common envelope.
Even if the binary survives against the common envelope evolution,
its orbital period is much shorter than the orbital periods of Gaia BHs,
and its eccentricity is reduced to ≲ 0.2 (e.g. Kruckow et al. 2021;
Trani et al. 2022). The BH natal kick could excite its eccentricity
if its velocity is sufficiently high. However, the barycenter velocities
of the Gaia BHs are too small to suppose such high BH natal kick
velocities.

In contrast to isolated binaries, the formation of Gaia BHs in open
clusters avoids all the difficulties described above. As illustrated in
Figure 3, Gaia BHs can be formed through dynamical capture after
BH progenitors evolve to BHs in open clusters. If we dare to mention
the difficulty of Gaia BH formation in open clusters, BHs may rarely
capture ∼ 1𝑀⊙ stars. Generally, BHs capture more massive stars
more easily, and there are many ≳ 1𝑀⊙ MS and white dwarfs in
open clusters.

Taking into account only the Gaia BH-like binary, we estimate the
number of Gaia BHs formed in open clusters over Milky Way as
follows:

𝑁GaiaBH,MW ∼ 1.6 × 104
(

𝜂

10−5𝑀⊙

) (
𝑀MW

6.1 × 1010𝑀⊙

)
×
(
𝑓𝑍=0.005

0.26

) (
𝑓cluster
0.1

)
, (1)

where 𝜂 is the formation efficiency obtained from our simulation
results, 𝑀MW is Milky Way stellar mass (e.g. Licquia & Newman
2015), and 𝑓𝑍=0.005 is the mass fraction of 𝑍 = 0.005 in the Milky
Way, which is calculated by integrating stellar mass between 𝑍 =

0.003 and 0.007 in a Milky Way model of Wagg et al. (2022) and
Shikauchi et al. (2023). The fraction 𝑓cluster is the mass fraction of
stars formed in open clusters (Misiriotis et al. 2006; Piskunov et al.
2007). We assume that the lifetime of Gaia BHs is larger than the
Hubble time because of the small mass of the Gaia BH-like binary.
Since the size of Milky Way disk is ∼ 10 kpc, the number of Gaia
BHs can be ∼ 160 within ∼ 1 kpc. We expect that the formation
efficiency in open clusters will explain the number of Gaia BHs,
even if the number of Gaia BHs (currently, 2) will grow in the future
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as seen in the lists of BH binary candidates (Andrews et al. 2022;
Shahaf et al. 2023).

4 CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSION

Our main conclusions in this paper are as follows.

(i) Formation efficiency of Gaia BHs in open clusters is higher
than in isolated binaries by 3 orders of magnitude.

(ii) Gaia BHs are in multiple star systems with a high probability.

We find a Gaia BH-like binary in our simulations albeit of the small
total mass of open clusters. The Gaia BH-like binary has many points
similar to Gaia BHs. The visible star has ∼ 1𝑀⊙ , and the binary
period and eccentricity are 102-103 days and ∼ 0.5, respectively.
Its barycenter orbit indicates that it is a Galactic disk component.
Since the visible star is dynamically captured by the BH after the
BH formation, it should not be polluted by supernova ejecta from the
BH, which is consistent with the chemical abundance pattern of Gaia
BH2 (El-Badry et al. 2023b). The visible star has subsolar metallicity
similar to Gaia BH1, whose visible star has [Fe/H] = −0.2 ± 0.05
(El-Badry et al. 2023a). The number of such BH binaries is large
enough to explain the presence of Gaia BHs. The Gaia BH-like binary
contains different points from Gaia BHs, especially Gaia BH2. The
visible star of Gaia BH-like binary has subsolar metallicity and does
not evolve to a red giant star within the Hubble time, while Gaia
BH2’s visible star has solar metallicity, and already evolves to a red
giant star. However, if we simulate the dynamical evolutions of many
more open clusters, we are likely to generate BH binaries similar to
Gaia BH2.

We expect that Gaia BHs frequently have tertiary stars if they are
formed in open clusters. The frequency of the presence of tertiary
stars is highly uncertain. If we estimate the frequency from the small
samples, the frequency is 100 %, because the Gaia BH-like binary,
which is just one Gaia BH in our simulation, has a tertiary star. Even
if we include the BH binary with the secondary mass of ∼ 2𝑀⊙ , this
frequency is not changed much because of its short lifetime. Even if
we take into account more many runs in Appendix B, the frequency
is still high ∼ 50 %. Nevertheless, we recognize that this is a rough
estimate. In order to determine the frequency accurately, we need to
perform many more cluster simulations, and acquire a larger number
of samples than now. On the other hand, there are no reports for such
tertiary stars in Gaia BHs. Its reason may be just that no one searches
for such tertiary stars (but see El-Badry et al. 2021). Moreover, the
tertiary star of the Gaia BH-like binary becomes a white dwarf after
∼ 2 Gyr, and may be too faint to be detected by Gaia at the present
day. Thus, we are not always able to discover such tertiary stars if
any.

As for multiplicity, our results show that a visible binary can orbit a
BH. In other words, the BH itself is a tertiary star of the multiple star
system. We observe several binaries orbiting BHs in our simulations.
However, their outer binary periods are > 105 days. They cannot
be discovered by Gaia, since their periods are much larger than
Gaia’s operation duration, a few 103 days. We may generate such
systems detectable by Gaia if we increase the number of open cluster
simulations again.

It appears that there are large uncertainties in our results, in other
words, the formation efficiency of Gaia BHs and multiplicity fre-
quency. This is derived from only one Gaia BHs formed from open
clusters with 3×105𝑀⊙ in total. However, we expect that our results
would be robust. This is because our results are not different from
those in Appendix B by an order of magnitude. In Appendix B, we

investigate open clusters with 8 × 106𝑀⊙ in total and the number of
Gaia BH-like binaries is 11.

At the moment when we posted this paper to arXiv, only Shikauchi
et al. (2020) have previously investigated Gaia BHs formed in open
clusters, although many studies have studied Gaia BHs formed in
isolated binaries (Mashian & Loeb 2017; Breivik et al. 2017; Yam-
aguchi et al. 2018; Kinugawa & Yamaguchi 2018; Yalinewich et al.
2018; Shao & Li 2019; Andrews et al. 2019; Wiktorowicz et al.
2020; Chawla et al. 2022; Shikauchi et al. 2022, 2023). They have
not found BH binaries with ∼ 1𝑀⊙ MS stars despite that they treat
open clusters with 9 × 105𝑀⊙ in total, 3 times larger than those in
this paper. No Gaia BH-like binary in Shikauchi et al. (2020) can be
explained by small statistics. No Gaia BH-like binary can be formed
even in some of model grids in which open clusters have 106𝑀⊙ in
total according to Appendix B regardless of binary fractions.

We should make a caveat that the presence of tertiary stars of
Gaia BHs does not mean the evidence of Gaia BH formation in open
clusters. A few 10 % of galactic field stars are in triple and quadruple
systems (Tokovinin 2014; Moe & Di Stefano 2017). Such multiple
systems may form Gaia BHs with tertiary stars. We expect that this
possibility will be investigated owing to rapid progress for studying
evolution of multiple systems (Hamers et al. 2021; Toonen et al.
2022; Stegmann et al. 2022; Dorozsmai et al. 2023), although it has
not yet.3 Comparison between tertiary stars of Gaia BHs formed in
open clusters and multiple systems will helpful for identifying the
origin of Gaia BHs. In any case, what we can say now is that the
open cluster scenario will be ruled out if no Gaia BHs have tertiary
stars at all.

In the near future, we will perform a larger number of open cluster
simulations than in this paper. These open clusters will have different
mass and density, and will be in different tidal fields. It will reveal the
formation efficiency of Gaia BHs in open clusters more accurately.
We will analyze the distribution of BH and visible star masses, binary
periods, eccentricities, and frequency of the presence of tertiary stars.
It is also important to obtain the distribution of the tertiary star
masses, and outer binary periods and eccentricities. If an outer binary
has a short enough period to cause the ZLK oscillation of its inner BH
binary, we may observe an eccentricity variability of the BH binary
(Hayashi & Suto 2020). We may also see visible binaries orbiting BHs
with periods of 100-2000 days. The presence of such binaries may be
indicated by differences between spectroscopic and astrometric mass
functions for each binary (Tanikawa et al. 2023). These distributions
should be a clue to elucidate the formation process of Gaia BHs.

This paper indicates two important possibilities. First, we do not
need to rebuild the theory of common envelope evolution, which is
carefully constructed to explain several types of compact binaries,
such as double BHs (e.g. Belczynski et al. 2016a). Second, if Gaia
BHs are dominantly formed in open clusters, they can be a useful
probe to study open cluster dynamics.
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DATA AVAILABILITY

Results will be shared on reasonable request to authors. The data
is generated by the software PeTar and SDAR, which are avail-
able in GitHub at https://github.com/lwang-astro/PeTar

and https://github.com/lwang-astro/SDAR, respectively. The
initial conditions of star cluster models are generated by the software
MCLUSTER (Küpper et al. 2011), which is available in GitHub at
https://github.com/lwang-astro/mcluster.

APPENDIX A: COMPARISON BETWEEN PETAR AND
NBODY6++GPU

We make comparison between simulation results of PeTar and
NBODY6++GPU (Nitadori & Aarseth 2012; Wang et al. 2015; Kamlah
et al. 2022). Indeed, Wang et al. (2020b) have already done in detail.
However, they have treated small globular clusters with ∼ 105 𝑀⊙ ,
while we treat open clusters with ∼ 103 𝑀⊙ . Thus, it might be worth
comparing simulation results betweenPeTar andNBODY6++GPUwith
respect of cluster mass scale of ∼ 103 𝑀⊙ .

We generate 10 open clusters for each code. The metallicity is
𝑍 = 0.02, and initial binary fractions are 20 %. We do not take
into account galactic tides, since NBODY6++GPU does not support
combination with GALPY. The other setup is the same as section 2.
Note that we do not remove any stars from simulations even when
stars go away from open clusters. This is true for simulations in
section 2.

Figures A1 and A2 shows the cluster evolution and binary proper-
ties at 500 Myr. We do not find any different features between PeTar
and NBODY6++GPU results. This indicates that PeTarworks well even
for mass scale of open clusters.

APPENDIX B: EFFECTS OF INITIAL BINARY
FRACTIONS

We investigate how the formation efficiency of Gaia BHs depend on
initial binary fractions. We adopt the fractions of 0, 20, 50, and 100
% for open clusters with 𝑍 = 0.02 and 0.005. We generate 1000
open clusters for each fraction and each metallicity in order to reduce
statistical uncertainties.
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Figure A1. (Top) Time evolution of the total masses of single and binary
stars. (Bottom) Time evolution of 10, 50, and 90 % Lagrangian radii.

The top panel of Figure B2 shows that the formation efficiency of
Gaia BHs in open clusters is not sensitive to initial binary fractions
in open clusters. Although the error bars are large, the average values
are not dependent on the initial binary fractions. The bottom panel
of Figure B2 indicates little dependence of multiplicity on initial
binary fractions. Although the results suffer from small statistics,
the multiplicity does not monotonically increase with initial binary
fractions. These results mean that our choice of initial binary fractions
does not affect our results in section 3.

The top panel of Figure B2 shows 𝜂 ∼ 2× 10−6𝑀−1
⊙ for all binary
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Figure A2. (Top) Distribution of binary semi-major axes and eccentricity
at 500 Myr. The point sizes show binary masses on linear scale. (Bottom)
Distribution of binary mass and mass ratio at 500 Myr. The point size indicates
binary semi-major axes on logarithmic scale.

fractions and metallicities. Then, we can rewrite Equation (1) as

𝑁GaiaBH,MW ∼ 1.2 × 104
(

𝜂

2 × 10−6𝑀⊙

) (
𝑀MW

6.1 × 1010𝑀⊙

)
×
(
𝑓cluster
0.1

)
. (B1)

This is similar to the estimate in Equation (1).
We show the formation efficiency and multiplicity fraction of Gaia

BHs. Here, we change the definition of Gaia BHs to mimic the def-
inition in Di Carlo et al. (2023), such that period is 0 − 4000 days,
eccentricity is 0.0 − 1.0, and the companion mass is < 0.8𝑀⊙ .
Compared to the definition in section 2, the formation efficiency is
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Figure B1. (Top) Formation efficiency of Gaia BHs in open clusters (solid
curves) as a function of initial binary fractions. Error bars indicate standard
errors under assumption that Gaia BH formation is a Poisson process. Dashed
lines show the formation efficiency in isolated binaries. In order to be easy to
see, the initial binary fractions are shifted by 0.125 leftward and rightward
for 𝑍 = 0.02 and 0.05, respectively. The definition of Gaia BHs is the
same as section 2. The black dotted curve indicates the formation efficiency
proportional to the initial binary fraction. (Bottom) Fraction of Gaia BHs in
multiple star systems as a function of initial binary fractions. We calculate
standard errors, assuming that Gaia BHs obtain tertiary stars in a Poisson
process. The initial binary fractions are shifted in the same way as the top
panel.

increased to ∼ 10−5𝑀−1
⊙ by 10 times. This is in good agreement

with the results of Di Carlo et al. (2023). The multiplicity of Gaia
BHs in open clusters is ∼ 0.5. As seen in the top panel, the forma-
tion efficiency may increase with metallicity decreasing. However,
metallicity dependence is beyond the scope of this paper.

In summary, the formation efficiency of Gaia BHs is quite con-
sistent with the results of Rastello et al. (2023) and Di Carlo et al.
(2023). Our formation efficiency looks different from the formation
efficiency of Di Carlo et al. (2023). However, the difference comes
from the difference of the definitions of Gaia BHs.
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