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ABSTRACT
Many previous works studied the dynamical timescale mass transfer stability criteria based on the donor response with neglecting
the stellar structure of the accretor. In this letter, we investigate the radial response of accretors with mass accumulation and its
effect on the binary mass transfer stability. We perform a series of detailed stellar evolution simulations with different types of
accretors and obtain the radial variations of stars accreting at different rates. Since the time within which the donor loses half of
the original mass has a correlation with the donor mass, we approximately obtain the mean mass transfer rate as a function of
mass ratio. Assuming that the common envelope (CE) phase occurs if the accretor radius exceeds the outer Roche lobe radius,
we obtain the critical mass ratio of dynamically unstable mass transfer. We find the critical mass ratios for donors filling their
Roche lobes at the Main Sequence (MS) and Hertzsprung Gap (HG) stages are smaller than that derived from the radial response
of the donor in the traditional way. Our results may suggest that the binary is easier to enter into the CE phase for a donor star at
the MS or HG stage than previously believed.
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1 INTRODUCTION

Stellar physics is the cornerstone of astrophysics, and about (more
than) half of stars are born with a binary companion (Sana et al. 2012;
Duchêne & Kraus 2013; Moe & Di Stefano 2017). Binary interactions
add complexity to stellar evolution, resulting in the formation of
remarkably unique stars and intriguing observational phenomena
(Chen & Han 2002; Han et al. 2001, 2020), such as double black
holes, double neutron stars, and type Ia supernovae (SNe Ia), etc
(Podsiadlowski 1992; Dominik et al. 2012; Postnov & Yungelson
2014; Tauris et al. 2017; Ge et al. 2020a; Liu et al. 2023). Though
enormous progress in binary evolution theory has been made in
recent decades, there are two longstanding questions still in debate,
which are the binary mass transfer stability and common envelope
(CE) process, respectively (Han et al. 2003; Podsiadlowski 2010;
Chen et al. 2023). Both physical problems exert crucial effects on the
binary products (Ivanova et al. 2013; Prust & Chang 2019; Ge et al.
2020b; Li et al. 2023).

The response of accretor during the mass transfer phase is signifi-
cant in determining the outcome of binary evolution (Morton 1960;
Yorke 2002; Newsham et al. 2014). However, there is a lack of studies
focusing on the accretors. Flannery (1976) found that the accretor
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filling its Roche lobe would lead to both mass and system angular
momentum loss. Subsequently, Kippenhahn & Meyer-Hofmeister
(1977) simulated a spherically symmetric star model and studied the
radius change under constant mass transfer rates. The simulations
revealed that the accretor expands as it accumulates material, ac-
companied by increased luminosity. The radius will increase until
the internal pressure and gravity of the star reach equilibrium again.
Then, the star contracts and returns to the main sequence (MS). This
finding holds significant importance in comprehending the evolution
of accretors in binary systems.

Regarding higher mass transfer rates, Neo et al. (1977) found
that accretors have a limited capacity to accumulate material. The
rest of the material will form a disk-like structure around the star.
Fujimoto & Iben (1989) calculated the radius variations of a low-
mass (𝑀 = 0.75𝑀⊙) MS star during accretion processes. Due to the
different internal structures of the low-mass star and more massive
star (𝑀 = 2𝑀⊙), the radius changes during accretion will be different.
For example, stars will shrink due to the accretion of the convective
envelope and expand for that of the radiative envelope. However, the
relationship between the variation of radius and stellar mass under
accretion has not been studied in detail.

In this letter, we investigate the radial variations of accretors with
mass accumulation and aim to find the mass transfer stability on
account of the accretor response. The rest of the paper is structured
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as follows. We give the model inputs and methods in Section 2 and
the results in Section 3. Finally, the summary and conclusion is
addressed in section 4.

2 MODEL INPUTS AND METHODS

2.1 Stellar Evolution Code

The calculations are performed with the state-of-the-art evolution
code Modules for Experiments in Stellar Astrophysics (MESA, ver-
sion 12115, Paxton et al. 2011, 2013, 2015, 2018, 2019). In this letter,
we mainly consider the response of accretor during mass transfer pro-
cesses, and the calculations are performed in single stellar evolution.
We start with models of zero-age main-sequence (ZAMS) stars as
accretors, then stars accrete material with different mass transfer
rates. The solar metallicity of 𝑍 = 0.02 with a hydrogen fraction of
𝑋 = 0.7 is adopted (e.g. Eggleton 1971; Asplund et al. 2009). We use
the opacity table of Type II OPAL and the mixing-length parameter
of 2 (Ludwig et al. 1999). We assume that the entropy of the accreting
material matches the surface of the accretor (e.g., Renzo & Götberg
2021; Temmink et al. 2023). The initial accretor masses are set to be
0.2𝑀⊙ , 0.5𝑀⊙ , 1𝑀⊙ , 2𝑀⊙ , 5𝑀⊙ and 10𝑀⊙ , which cover different
types of stars from fully convective stars to massive stars. The mass
transfer rate is taken as a free parameter, and we stop the simulation
when the accretor mass increases to four times the initial mass.

In this work, we mainly focus on the radius variance of a star
with the mass accumulation, and the angular momentum accretion
is not considered. The angular momentum accretion mainly exerts
two effects on the binary evolution: (1) The mass transfer efficiency.
In general, the mass gainer will be spun up due to the mass ac-
cretion. There is a commonly adopted model, i.e., mass transfer is
conservative until the accretor reaches critical rotation, after which
rotationally enhanced mass loss governs the mass transfer efficiency
(Petrovic et al. 2005). In this model, if there is no effective mecha-
nism to prevent the spin-up of accretors, the accretion efficiency is
generally small, typically about 0.1 − 0.4, as calculated by Sen et al.
(2022). However, it is still unclear whether the critical rotation can
effectively stop the mass accretion. Some works argue that the mass
transfer efficiency should be large. For example, Shao & Li (2021)
considered three mass transfer models and found that the model of
mass transfer efficiency of 0.5 matches the observations of Be bina-
ries better. For convenience, we assume that the accretor can absorb
all material without mass loss. Nevertheless, the influence of mass
transfer efficiency on our results will be discussed in Section 3.3. (2)
The rotation would alter the stellar structure. Though the rotation is
important, the mass is undoubtedly the most important factor that
affects the stellar’s radius (Brott et al. 2011), in particular for stars
with masses less than 10𝑀⊙ (The maximum accretor mass in our
simulations). Above all, the simulations in this work are performed
with non-rotation models.

2.2 Thermal Timescale

During the MS evolution, a star remains in hydrostatic equilibrium
and expands slowly due to the nuclear burning. While the accreted
material onto the surface of the star would change the thermal prop-
erties of accretors. The thermal property of a star is generally under-
stood via the thermal timescale, which is defined as,

𝑡K =
𝐺𝑀2

𝑅𝐿
, (1)

where 𝐺 is the gravity constant, 𝑀 is the total mass, 𝑅 is the radius
and 𝐿 is the luminosity of the star. Then, we can get the thermal
timescale mass transfer rate ¤𝑀KH via equation 1, i.e.,

¤𝑀KH =
𝑅𝐿

𝐺𝑀
. (2)

If ¤𝑀 ≤ ¤𝑀KH, the accretor has enough time to adjust itself, so the evo-
lutionary track on the Hertzsprung-Russell (HR) diagram is mainly
affected by the stellar mass. However, if ¤𝑀 ≥ ¤𝑀KH, the stellar ra-
dius will increase due to the mass accumulation (Ulrich & Burger
1976; Ivanova & Taam 2004). The thermal timescale mass transfer
rate ¤𝑀KH becomes bigger as a star accretes matter (Soberman et al.
1997). Therefore, when ¤𝑀KH exceeds ¤𝑀 , the star ceases to expand
and reverts to MS. Subsequently, the star will ascend along the MS
because of the accretion (Hjellming & Webbink 1987; Willems &
Kolb 2004). In this letter, we mainly focus on the case of ¤𝑀 > ¤𝑀KH.

3 RESULTS

3.1 Accretion with Radiative Envelope

Stars with masses larger than ∼ 1.6M⊙ have convective cores and
radiative envelopes (Kippenhahn et al. 2013; Han et al. 2020). The
existence of a radiative envelope would lead to an increase in envelope
thermal energy if mass accumulated onto the surface of the star,
resulting in star expansion and evolutionary track deviations from
ZAMS (Paczyński 1967; Lau et al. 2024). In the upper panel of
Figure 1, we present the radius variation with different mass transfer
rates for an initial accretor mass of the 5𝑀⊙ . The HR diagram of
the 5𝑀⊙ accretor is presented in the lower panel of Figure 1. The
thermal timescale mass transfer rate is about 1.25×10−5𝑀⊙ yr−1

for a 5𝑀⊙ accretor. All of the inputs of mass transfer rates are larger
than the corresponding ¤𝑀KH for this example. We see that the radius
with a given mass transfer rate is always larger than the radius of the
ZAMS star (as shown in red solid lines) with the same mass, and
the evolutionary tracks move towards lower temperatures relative to
ZAMS.

The radius does not always increase continuously with accretion, as
shown in Figure 1. We note that the radius under different ¤𝑀 increases
at first and then approaches the ZAMS radius, corresponding to the
tracks initially moving away from the ZAMS and then returning back.
At the beginning of the star accumulating material, the evolutionary
tracks of the accretor are located on the left relative to ZAMS in the
HR diagram. The reason is that the thermal equilibrium can not be
maintained after the star receives a large amount of material. The
external energy causes the temperature and luminosity of the star
to rise (Neo et al. 1977).This phase is very short, and the star only
accretes little matter (e.g., for the case of ¤𝑀 = 10−3𝑀⊙ yr−1, Δ𝑀 =

0.006𝑀⊙). Therefore, the effect of this process on the radius variance
in the upper panel is inconspicuous. The star expands fast in the
subsequent evolution, which leads to a decrease in temperature, and
the evolutionary track moves right. Then, the radius increases until
the maximum radius is reached, represented by crosses in Figure 1.
The corresponding position for stars with maximum radius are also
shown in the lower panel. After the star expands to the maximum
radius, the given mass transfer rate ¤𝑀 is smaller than the thermal
timescale mass transfer rate ¤𝑀KH, and the stars can maintain the
thermal equilibrium once again, resulting in the fall of radius and
the evolutionary tracks return to the neighbor of the ZAMS line. It
should be noted that the mass accumulation processes always proceed
on thermal timescale or beyond, and nuclear burning is relatively
unimportant. Therefore, our evolutionary tracks show the difference
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Figure 1. Upper panel: The radial variations of accretors with initial masses
of 5𝑀⊙ as a function of increased mass, where Δ𝑀 = 𝑀 − 𝑀 i and 𝑀 i is
the star’s initial mass. The black solid, dashed, dash-dotted and dotted lines
are for different accretion rates, as shown in the legend. The crosses represent
the stage of the maximum radius. The open circle represents the appearance
of the convective envelope. The red solid line represents the ZAMS radius
for accretors with given masses. The thermal timescale mass transfer rate for
a 5𝑀⊙ accretor is about 1.25 × 10−5𝑀⊙ yr−1. Lower panel: Evolutionary
tracks of accretors with initial masses of 5𝑀⊙ .

in comparison with detailed binary evolution simulations, where the
mass transfer rate may proceed on a nuclear timescale (e.g., Renzo
& Götberg 2021; Renzo et al. 2023.)

In Fig 1, there is an epoch that the radius increases very slowly for
the case of ¤𝑀 = 10−3𝑀⊙ yr−1, as shown in the part between the circle
and cross. The radius variation of this interval is significantly different
from the cases with lower ¤𝑀 . We see that the temperature remains
almost constant, and the luminosity increases in the corresponding
HR diagram of the lower panel. The reason can be understood as
follows. For an accretor of 5𝑀⊙ , there is a radiative envelope initially.
The surface of the accretor receiving a large amount of energy in
a short time (the case of 10−3𝑀⊙ yr−1) would result in a steep
temperature gradient and large entropy. The rapid increase of surface
entropy causes the appearance of the surface convective envelope,
which suppresses the stellar radius and temperature. When the star
reaches thermal equilibrium again, the convective envelope gradually
disappears around the position of maximum radius. In the subsequent
evolution, the thermal timescale mass transfer rate ¤𝑀KH is larger than
the accretion rate, and we see that the radius rapidly decreases back
to the ZAMS radius correspondingly.

Since the expansion behavior and evolutionary track of stars with
radii of 2𝑀⊙ and 10𝑀⊙ are similar to that of 5𝑀⊙ , they will not be
discussed in detail. The results are addressed in Appendix A.

3.2 Accretion with Convective Envelope

When the stellar mass is less than ∼ 1.6𝑀⊙ , the star has a structure
of convective envelope and internal radiative core (Han et al. 2020;
Ge et al. 2020b). The depth of the convective envelope is increased
with the decrease of the stellar mass. Specifically, the star may have
a fully convective structure with a mass of less than ∼ 0.35𝑀⊙
(Browning 2008). In this section, we study the cases of accretors
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Figure 2. : Upper panel: The radial variations of accretors with initial masses
of 1𝑀⊙ . The adopted accretion rates are shown in the legend. The open
squares represent the disappearance of the convection envelope. The thick
grey line indicates the stage where the convective envelope gradually de-
creases (only the case of 10−5𝑀⊙ yr−1 is shown for clarity). The crosses
represent the stage of the maximum radius. The red solid line represents the
ZAMS radius for accretors with given masses. The thermal timescale mass
transfer rate for a 1𝑀⊙ accretor is about 2.7 × 10−8𝑀⊙ yr−1. Lower panel:
Evolutionary tracks of accretors with initial masses of 1𝑀⊙ .

with shallow convective envelopes, deep convective envelopes and
complete convection.

3.2.1 Accretor with shallow convective envelope

Although there is a shallow convective envelope on a star’s surface,
it will significantly affect the radius variation (Bahcall et al. 2001;
Salaris & Cassisi 2005). Here, we use an example of 1𝑀⊙ accretor
to investigate the radius variation of stars with shallow convective
envelopes on the surface, where the mass of the convective enve-
lope initially is about 0.03 𝑀⊙ . In the upper panel of Figure 2, we
present the relationship between the accreted mass and radius. The
corresponding evolutionary tracks of the accretor are shown in the
lower panel of Figure 2. The mass transfer rates are given from
10−7𝑀⊙ yr−1 to 10−4𝑀⊙ yr−1, which are greater than the 1𝑀⊙ ac-
cretor thermal timescale mass transfer rate of 2.70×10−8𝑀⊙ yr−1.
The radius is larger than the ZAMS radius when 1𝑀⊙ accretor accu-
mulates mass, and the evolutionary track moves away from ZAMS
in the HR diagram, which is similar to the 5𝑀⊙ accretor.

We take the accretor with ¤𝑀 = 10−5𝑀⊙ yr−1 as an example. In
the beginning, the accretor has a non-negligible convective enve-
lope. In the convective zone, the entropy gradient vanishes so that
compression no longer releases heat, and almost all of the heat flux
from the inner radiative shell is absorbed by the convective zone
(Fujimoto & Iben 1989). Therefore, the radius expands slowly and
follows the ZAMS radius line. With the increase of star mass, the
internal temperature of the star rises and the energy transfer is gradu-
ally dominated by radiation, as shown in a thick grey line, where the
open square represents the complete disappearance of the convective
envelope. The accretor then expands until the maximum radius is
reached, similar to the 5𝑀⊙ accretor shown in Fig 1. For the case
of 10−4𝑀⊙ yr−1, the time elapsed during the accretion processes is
only 30000 years. In such a short timescale, the internal structure of
the star does not have enough time to adjust itself, and the convective
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Figure 3. The radial variations of accretors with initial masses of 0.2𝑀⊙
(upper panel) and 0.5𝑀⊙ (lower panel). The open triangles represent the stage
of the minimum radius. The adopted accretion rates are shown in the legends.
The red solid line represents the ZAMS radius for accretors with given masses.
The thermal timescale mass transfer rate for accretors with masses of 0.5𝑀⊙
and 0.2𝑀⊙ are 1.5× 10−9𝑀⊙ yr−1 and 3.26× 10−10𝑀⊙ yr−1, respectively.

envelope exists during the whole accretion process. Therefore, the
radius is always smaller than the corresponding ZAMS radius, as
shown in the upper panel.

3.2.2 Accretor with deep/fully convective envelope

This section explores the radius changes for a deep convective star
of 0.5𝑀⊙ and a fully convective star of 0.2𝑀⊙ with mass accumula-
tion. The thermal timescale mass transfer rates are about 1.50×10−9

𝑀⊙ yr−1 for a 0.5𝑀⊙ accretor and 3.26×10−10 𝑀⊙ yr−1 for a
0.2𝑀⊙ accretor, which are all smaller than the given mass transfer
rates. Figure 3 shows the radius variations of the accretors with an
initial mass of 0.2𝑀⊙ (the upper panel) and 0.5𝑀⊙ (the lower panel),
and the HR diagrams of these accretors are addressed in Appendix
A. In the case of deep/fully convective stars, the radius initially de-
creases since the accretion energy is transferred to the star interior by
convection (Iben 1968; Christensen-Dalsgaard 2015). The effective
temperature then increases with the contraction of the star. The stars
become denser and hotter, generating more nuclear energy, leading
to the radial expansion in the subsequent evolution.

For the case of a 0.5𝑀⊙ accretor with the mass transfer rate of
10−7𝑀⊙ yr−1, as shown in the lower panel of Figure 3, the radius
rapidly expands until it reaches the minimum value. After the convec-
tive envelope of the star disappears, the accretor expands beyond its
corresponding ZAMS and then returns. For the higher mass transfer
rates of 10−6𝑀⊙ yr−1 and 10−5𝑀⊙ yr−1, the convective envelope
always exists, resulting in a radius smaller than the corresponding
ZAMS radius. These accretors are less likely to fill their Roche lobe
and enter the CE phase.

3.3 Dynamical mass transfer stability criterion

The mass transfer stability is one of the most fundamental questions
in binary evolution. In general, the stability criterion of the binary
interaction can be understood via the donor response due to the mass
loss (Ivanova et al. 2013). In an extreme case, if the donor departs
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Figure 4. The relationship between maximum radius and mass transfer rate
for accretors with initial masses of 1𝑀⊙ , 2𝑀⊙ , 5𝑀⊙ , and 10𝑀⊙ . Each
symbol for a given line represents a distinct MESA grid in our simulations,
with line style indicating the initial accretor mass.

from the hydrostatic equilibrium with mass loss, the mass transfer
will be dynamic. The binary may enter the CE phase (see more
details in Ge et al. 2010, 2020a). However, as we discussed above,
the accretion may also lead to the radial expansion of the accretor. In
this section, we investigate the mass transfer stability criterion via the
response of the accretor due to the mass accumulation. We assume
that if the radius of the accretor is greater than the outer Lagrangian
radius, the unbound material will engulf the binary, and resulting in
the CE phase (Ivanova & Taam 2004; Ge et al. 2020b; Lu et al. 2023;
Temmink et al. 2023).

The dimensionless radius of the outer critical surface is given by
Ge et al. (2020a), approximate analytic fits to integrations of the
Roche limit by Mochnacki (1984) and Pennington (1985)

𝑟L2 (𝑞) =
𝑅L2

𝐴
= 𝑟L (𝑞) + [0.179 + 0.01( 𝑞

1 + 𝑞
)]

×( 𝑞

1 + 𝑞
)0.625 for 𝑞 ≤ 1

(3)

or

𝑟L3 (𝑞) =
𝑅L3

𝐴
= 𝑟L + [0.179 + 0.01( 𝑞

1 + 𝑞
) − 0.025( 𝑞 − 1

𝑞
)]

×( 𝑞

1 + 𝑞
)0.625𝑞−0.74 for 𝑞 ≥ 1.

(4)

where 𝑅L2/3 is the volume-equivalent radius of the donor’s outer lobe.

𝑟L (𝑞) = 0.49𝑞
2
3 /(0.6𝑞

2
3 + ln(1 + 𝑞

1
3 )). A is the binary distance, and

𝑞 is the mass ratio. 𝑞 = 𝑀1/𝑀2, 𝑀1 is the donor and 𝑀2 is the
accretor. And for the accretor, we need to change 𝑞 to 1/𝑞.

At first, we calculate the maximum radius of the accretor with
mass accumulation. For accretors with deep-convection envelopes,
the radial expansion is small or the stars shrink during the accretion
processes, which are not considered here for clarity. Four typical
examples for accretors with masses of 1𝑀⊙ , 2𝑀⊙ , 5𝑀⊙ and 10𝑀⊙
based on the above results as investigated. In Figure 4, we show the
maximum radii of these accretors with different mass transfer rates.
For stars with masses of 2𝑀⊙ , 5𝑀⊙ , and 10𝑀⊙ , the mass transfer
rates increase, leading to a larger maximum radius. However, the
maximum radius of 1𝑀⊙ accretor decreases when the mass transfer
rate exceeds ∼ 10−4𝑀⊙ yr−1, since the convective envelope exists
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enter into the CE phase.The colors show the minimum accretion efficiency
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during the accretion process, inhibiting further radius variation, as
discussed in Section 3.2.1.

For a real mass transfer process, the mass transfer rate changes with
evolutionary age. Kippenhahn & Meyer-Hofmeister (1977) proposed
that the mean mass exchange rate can be a good approximation
for studying binary evolution, where the mean mass transfer rate
represents the time interval from the beginning of mass exchange to
the loss of half of the original mass of the donor. In this work, we
performed several binary evolution simulations via MESA and found
a fitted formula between the mean mass transfer rate and the initial
donor mass for the case of initial mass ratio, 𝑞i = 1, i.e., The fitted
formula is given

log ¤𝑀 = −4.27 × (log 𝑀1i)2 + 11.70 × log 𝑀1i − 10.57, (5)

where 𝑀1i is the mass of the donor, in units of 𝑀⊙ , and ¤𝑀 is the
mean mass exchange rate, in units of 𝑀⊙ yr−1. The detailed inputs
of binary simulations are given in Appendix B. It should be noted
that for donor stars more massive than ∼ 25𝑀⊙ , the wind mass loss
rate is so large that the approximation of the mean mass transfer rate
is unsuitable. Therefore, the fitted formula of Eq. 5 only works for the
case of 𝑀1i ≲ 25𝑀⊙ . With the increase of the initial mass ratio, the
values of mean mass transfer rates will slightly increase, as shown
in Figure B1 of Appendix B. Its influence on our results is discussed
below.

For a given accretor and the mass transfer rate, we could know the
donor mass. Then, we convert the values of the mass transfer rate
to the mass ratio for a given accretor. The maximum radius of the
accretor as a function of 𝑞i is shown in Figure 5, where the initial
accretor masses are labeled in each panel. For a star filling its Roche
lobe at an evolutionary stage, one could obtain the initial orbital
separation at the onset of mass transfer. Assuming that mass transfer
is fully conserved, we further calculated the orbital separation when
Δ𝑀 has been accreted by the accretor based on angular momentum

conservation, where Δ𝑀 is the accreted mass as the accretor reaches
its maximum radius. Then we get the corresponding outer Roche lobe
radii of the accretors accoding to Equations 3 and 4, as shown in the
dashed lines of Figure 5. If the maximum radius (solid line) is larger
than the outer Roche lobe radius at a certain evolutionary stage, the
binary will experience the dynamically unstable mass transfer. The
cross points between the solid lines and the dashed lines then define
the critical mass ratios for donors at certain evolutionary stages,
above which the binary would enter the CE phase. We see that for
accretors with masses of 1𝑀⊙ , 2𝑀⊙ and 5𝑀⊙ , the critical mass
ratios for donors filling the Roche lobe at the termination of MS
(TMS) stages are about ∼ 1.5 − 2.8 (The corresponding cross points
between the solid line and the TMS line), and for the 10𝑀⊙ accretor is
about 1.2, which are lower than critical mass ratios derived from the
donor response (about 3; e.g. Hurley et al. 2002; Han et al. 2020; Ge
et al. 2020a). For stars beginning to transfer material at Hertzsprung
gap (HG) stages (between the TMS and the base of the red giant
branch (BRGB) lines), the critical mass ratio derived from the donor
response is about 4, which is still larger than the value derived based
on the accretor response for the cases of 𝑀2i ≳ 2𝑀⊙ . Our results
may suggest that the binary is easier to enter the CE phase for a donor
star at the MS or HG stage than previously believed.

For a real binary mass transfer process, the accretor may not be
able to accrete all materials. In order to illustrate the influence of mass
transfer efficiency on our results, we calculate the values of minimum
accretion efficiency, 𝑓acc,min, where 𝑓acc,min = Δ𝑀2/Δ𝑀1, where
Δ𝑀2 is the accreted mass as the accretor reaches its maximum radius
and Δ𝑀1 ≡ 𝑀1i is the transferred mass (we simply assumed that all
of the donor masses are lost1). If the mass transfer efficiency is larger
than 𝑓acc,min, the accretor can accumulate enough matter and make
the radius increase to the maximum value. The values of 𝑓acc,min
are given in Figure 5. For the case of 1𝑀⊙ accretor, 𝑓acc,min ranges
from ∼ 0.15 to 0.5, and for the cases of accretor masses ≳ 2𝑀⊙ ,
𝑓acc,min ranges from∼ 0.15 to 0.3. The specific value of mass transfer
efficiency for a binary is still unclear. In the recent work, Shao & Li
(2021) argued that a large accretion efficiency (∼ 0.5) seems to match
Be binaries in the observations better. In this case, our conclusions
on the critical mass ratio are generally valid. Besides, our results
are based on the fitted formula of mean mass transfer and initial
donor mass, i.e., Eq. 5, where the initial mass ratio is set to be 1.
For a large value of the initial mass ratio, we found the mean mass
transfer rate slightly increased for a given initial donor star, as shown
in Figure B1. The large mean mass transfer rate generally leads to
a larger value of maximum radius. Therefore, the binary will more
easily enter into the CE phase, resulting in the smaller critical mass
ratios derived above. Our estimation of the mass transfer instability
can be improved and extended with further detailed binary evolution
simulations.

4 SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION

In this letter, we investigate the evolution of accretors with mass
accumulation. Several cases are considered, including stars with a
radiative envelope, shallow convective envelope, deep convective
envelope and fully convective stars. Assuming that the binary would
enter into the CE phase if the radius of accretors exceeds the outer

1 If the donor star has a developed core, not all material can be lost. In this
case, we found the values of 𝑓acc,min increase no more than ∼ 10% for the
core mass fraction of less than ∼ 0.3.
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Roche lobe radius, we obtain the critical mass ratio of the dynami-
cally unstable mass transfer stability criterion based on the accretor
response. Our main conclusions are summarized as follows.

(1) For stars with a radiative envelope, the radius will rapidly in-
crease during accretion until it reaches its maximum. The radius de-
creases when the mass transfer is smaller than the thermal timescale
mass transfer, and the star returns to the ZAMS.

(2) For stars with a convective envelope, the convection will sup-
press the radius change. The radius is relatively stable before the
convection disappears. For a star with a deep convective envelope or
a fully convective star, the radius is smaller than that of ZAMS with
the same mass.

(3) We find the critical mass ratios for donors filling their Roche
lobes at MS and HG stages are smaller than that derived from the
donor response. Our results may suggest that the binary is easier to
enter into the CE phase for a donor star at the MS or HG stage than
previously believed.

The results show that the accretor response is important in binary
evolution simulations, and it may lead to incorrect conclusions by
assuming a point mass for the accretor. It should be noted our results
are obtained according to the constant accretion rate, which is a sim-
plified approximation of the binary interaction. We plan to investigate
the accretor response with detailed binary evolution simulations in
the further study.
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Figure A1. Similar to Figure 1 but for the 2𝑀⊙ accretor.
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APPENDIX A: EVOLUTIONARY TRACKS FOR 0.2𝑀⊙ ,
0.5𝑀⊙ , 2𝑀⊙ AND 10𝑀⊙ ACCRETORS

Figure A1 shows the radius variation and HR diagram of the 2𝑀⊙
accretor. And the 10𝑀⊙ accretor radius variation and HR diagram are
represented in Figure A2. Figure A3 shows the evolutionary tracks
of accretors with 0.2𝑀⊙ and 0.5𝑀⊙ .

APPENDIX B: MEAN MASS TRANSFER RATE

We evolve several binary systems with the MESA binary module.
The initial donor masses are set to be 7.5, 10, 13, 16, 17, 18, 20
and 25, and three values of initial mass ratio, i.e., 𝑞i = 1, 1.5, 2, are
considered. For each binary, the mass transfer occurs approximately
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Figure A3. Evolutionary tracks of accretors with 0.2𝑀⊙ and 0.5𝑀⊙ . The
open triangles represent the stage of the minimum radius. The meanings of
other symbols are the same as in Figure 1.
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Figure B1. The relationship between the mean mass transfer rate and the
donor mass. The corresponding colored dots represent different 𝑞i. The black
solid line represents the fitted curve based on the simulated results of 𝑞i = 1,
and the black dashed line is taken from Kippenhahn & Meyer-Hofmeister
(1977).

at the early HG gap. The “Kolb” mass transfer scheme is chosen (Kolb
& Ritter 1990). The main inputs, such as stellar wind and angular
momentum loss, are adopted following Sen et al. (2022). Figure B1
shows the relation between the mean mass transfer rate and the donor
mass. The simulation results are given in colored circles and the solid
line is for the fitted curve of Eq. 5. The results from Kippenhahn &
Meyer-Hofmeister (1977) are also given for comparison.
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