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Stellar Black Holes and Compact Stellar Remnants

The recent observations of gravitational waves (GWs) by the LIGO-Virgo-KAGRA
collaboration (LVK) have provided a new opportunity for studying our Universe.
By detecting several merging events of black holes (BHs), LVK has spurred the as-
tronomical community to improve theoretical models of single, binary, and mul-
tiple star evolution in order to better understand the formation of binary black
hole (BBH) systems and interpret their observed properties. The final BBH system
configuration before the merger depends on several processes, including those re-
lated to the evolution of the inner stellar structure and those due to the interaction
with the companion and the environment (such as in stellar clusters). This Chap-
ter provides a summary of the formation scenarios of stellar BHs in single, binary,
and multiple systems. We review all the important physical processes that affect
the formation of BHs and discuss the methodologies used to detect these elusive
objects and constrain their properties.
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Part I

Stellar evolution: single stars
Guglielmo Costa

I Introduction

BHs are the densest and most extreme objects in the Universe. Their existence
was hypothesised in 1916 by Schwarzschild [1] as a solution to Einstein’s general
relativity equations of space and time. Theoretically, they can have any mass, and
commonly, they are grouped into three families: stellar-mass BHs, with a mass
up to 100 M⊙, intermediate-mass black holes (IMBHs) with mass in the range
between 100 and 106 M⊙, and Supermassive black holes (SMBHs) with mass
above 106 M⊙. The recent detection of the first GW by coalescing stellar mass
BHs [2, 3] confirmed (once again) Einstein’s theory of relativity and the existence
of BHs. Moreover, it opens a new field of study, which uses GWs for observing
and studying the Universe. During the last few years, the interferometers of the
LVK have observed about 90 merger events [4, 5], all with progenitor BHs masses
in the stellar mass range. The formation scenarios of such kind of BHs and BBHs
is still debated. Although the general idea of single stellar mass BHs’ formation is
commonly accepted – that a BH could be created from the gravitational collapse
of a massive star after the end of all nuclear-burning stages as postulated in 1939
by Oppenheimer, Volkoff, and Snyder [6, 7] – the details of the formation are still
discussed. Uncertainties in many physical processes may significantly change the
standard picture of massive stars evolution, ultimately changing the predicted fi-
nal outcome. On top of that, the coupling of two stars (or BHs) is needed to form
a BBH that will merge due to GW emission. This adds a new layer of complexity
to the problem. Nowadays, the two main studied formation scenarios of BBHs
are the isolated channel – in which two stars are born together and evolve through
all the binary evolutionary processes until they form a BBH system – and the dy-
namical channel – in which a population of stars born in a cluster, interact multiple
times during the evolution leading to the formation of BBHs. Both scenarios help
to interpret and understand the data obtained by the GW detectors.

In this first Part, wewill focus on single stars and briefly review the evolution of
massive stars, which can be quite complex. After a short presentation of the main
concepts of the stellar theory and stellar classification, we will introduce the main
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physical processes that affect the evolution of massive stars and their outcome,
namely, stellar winds, mixing processes, and final explosive (or not) phases.

II Overview on stellar evolution

Stars are self-gravitating objects composed of (almost) fully ionised gas in hy-
drostatic and thermal equilibrium. Their evolution is regulated by the thermonu-
clear reactions that act in their cores. The energy provided by the endothermic
nuclear reactions is the fundamental ingredient in keeping them up against grav-
ity and shining over time. At the beginning of their life, stars aremainly composed
of hydrogen (68 − 75%) and helium (24 − 30%), with a smaller part of heavier
chemical elements (∼ 0−2%), which astronomers commonly refer to as “metals”.
The metal content of stars in mass fraction, Z, is also called metallicity. Usually,
stellar models adopt a chemical composition scaled with the solar one, but its ex-
act composition remains a matter of debate [8–11]. Although stellar evolution
is quite a complex process, the nuclear evolution of the central regions could be
simply described as a series of burning cycles1. Each cycle can be divided into
four steps, which are: (i) core contraction, (ii) core heating, (iii) nuclear burning,
and (iv) fuel exhaustion [12]. At the end of each cycle, the star must readjust to
a new equilibrium, and a new cycle (or evolutionary phase) begins. During their
lifetime, stars progressively burn chemical elements from the lighter ones (i.e. hy-
drogen) to the heavier ones. Stars spend most of their life, 85− 90%, burning hy-
drogen in their cores. This phase is calledmain sequence (MS), which is the locus
in the observed luminosity versus surface temperature diagram in which stars are
more abundant (see Section II C). The second longest phase is core helium burn-
ing (CHeB), in which stars spend 10 − 15% of their lifetime [13]. Depending
on their initial mass (see Section II B), stars may ignite and burn elements heavier
than helium. The advanced phases are much faster than the other twomain burn-
ing phases, and the evolution from carbon-burning ignition to the final explosion
(or collapse) is only ∼ 0.001 of the total lifetime. The stellar lifetime mainly de-
pends on the star’s mass (see Section II B), but also on the metallicity and initial
angular momentum.

1 Here, we are using the astronomers’ terminology. Althoughwe are talking about nuclear fusion
processes, we refer to them as burning or combustion processes.
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A. Historical background

The theory of stellar structure and evolution has been developed since the be-
ginning of the twentieth century. Pioneering work has been done by Eddington
[14], which set the ground for the theoretical understanding of stars. Later, after
the discovery of the tunnel effect by Gamov in 1928, Atkinson and Houtermans
[15] first postulated that thermonuclear reactions in stellar cores could be an en-
ergy source for stars. At the same time, the breakthroughworks of Payne [16] and
Russell [17] suggested that hydrogen is themost abundant element in the Sun and
other stars. Approximately ten years later, Bethe and Critchfield [18] and Bethe
[19] described the proton-proton chain and the carbon-nitrogen-oxygen (CNO) cy-
cle, which are the two main channels for the formation of helium from hydrogen.
The proton-proton chain consists of a series of consecutive proton captures. The
first part leads to the formation of 3He; then, the chain can continue through three
different branches (namely pp1, pp2, pp3). pp1 is initially the most frequent chain,
transforming six protons into one helium plus two protons. Later, at higher tem-
peratures, pp2 and pp3 increase their relative importance. Both convert one 7Be
plus a proton into two 4He atoms. The CNO cycle becomes dominant over the
proton-proton chain for temperatures above 1.5× 107 K. It requires the presence
of some C, N, or O elements that act as catalysts for the formation of helium.

In 1952, Salpeter [20] described themain reactions of CHeB. During this phase,
stars convert helium into carbon through the triple-α reaction2, then carbon to
oxygen with 12C + 4He → 16O + γ and finally oxygen to neon with 16O + 4He
→ 20Ne + γ. For a detailed description of nuclear reaction rates in stars, we refer
the reader to Iliadis [21].

The stellar theory received a great boost in the 1950s and 1960s, thanks to the
arrival of the first computers and the development of computational sciences. In
the late 1950s, the first models of the Sun appeared in the literature [22]. During
the second half of the 1960s, innovative numerical methods allowed astronomers
to solve stellar equations in a fast and reliable fashion, and the first simulations
of the evolution of stars during the main evolutionary phases appeared [23, 24].
More details on stellar structure and numerical methodologies can be found in
Kippenhahn et al. [12], Maeder [13].

After those first important steps, stellar evolution theory has been improved
thanks to more detailed treatments and careful calibrations of stellar processes,
2 An α particle is a 4He nucleus. The triple-α reaction requires temperatures above 108 K and
proceeds in two steps, since the triple encounter is very improbable. The first is 4He + 4He →
8Be, and the second is 8Be + 4He → 12C + γ.
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such as stellar winds, internal mixing, advanced burning stages, rotation, and
magnetic fields, to name a few.

Nowadays, it is possible to model stars with a wide range of initial masses (be-
tween∼ 0.08 M⊙ and∼ 1000 M⊙, where M⊙ = 1.989× 1033 g is the mass of the
Sun) and compositions (from almost metal-free stars to supra-solar abundances,
see Section III). Stellar evolution theory is useful not only for studying stars them-
selves but also because it is the backbone of many other astrophysical fields [25].
For instance, stellar models are used to study the ages and properties of star clus-
ters [26–31], to understand galaxies andMilkyWay formation and evolution [32–
35], supernova, gamma-ray burst progenitors and chemical yields [36–39], obtain
host-star parameters for exo-planets [40–42], and derive the compact object (CO)
mass spectrum of single and binary populations [43–49] to tackle the open prob-
lems raised by the new observed gravitational waves events [2, 50, 51].

B. Mass ranges and stellar remnants

Fromapurely theoretical point of view, the evolution of a star could be uniquely
determined by just three parameters: the initial mass, the chemical composition,
and the angular momentum. Without worrying about metallicity and rotation,
stars’ evolution and final fate are mainly determined by their initial mass at the
first order of approximation.

At the low end of the mass range (≲ 0.07− 0.08 M⊙), there are Brown dwarfs,
i.e. sub-stellar objects that do not reach the conditions for burning hydrogen sta-
bly. Such objects burn deuterium in the early stages and, later, are maintained
by the internal heat content [54]. Stars with initial masses from ∼ 0.08 M⊙ to
∼ 0.8 M⊙ are called very low-mass stars. They are massive enough to reach the
thermal equilibrium and stably burn hydrogen. The MS lifetime of these stars
is longer than the age of the universe. After MS, the helium core contracts un-
til gravity is balanced by the degeneracy pressure of the electrons. Finally, they
die as helium white dwarfs (WDs) after the ejection of the envelope. In the mass
range from ∼ 0.8 M⊙ to ∼ 2 M⊙, there are the low-mass stars. They are massive
enough to ignite helium under strongly degenerate conditions (usually referred
to as He-flash). After the end of CHeB, the carbon-oxygen core begins to contract,
and the electrons become degenerate. Ultimately, these stars die as carbon-oxygen
WDs [55]. Very low-mass and low-mass stars (with an initial mass ≲ 2 M⊙) are
the most common stars in the universe [56, 57]. These stars may live from a few to
hundreds of Gyr in theMS phase. Low-mass stars can be divided into sub-groups
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MZAMS 0.08 Mʘ 0.8 Mʘ 2 Mʘ 8 -10 Mʘ 25 Mʘ 110 Mʘ 230 Mʘ

tMS > 100 Gyr ~ 20 Gyr ~ 1 Gyr ~ 35 Myr ~ 7 Myr ~ 3 Myr ~ 2.5 Myr
tCHeB - - ~ 280 Myr ~ 3.5 Myr ~ 0.5 Myr ~ 0.32 Myr ~ 0.28 Myr
tend - - ~ 25 Myr ~  0.3 Myr ~ 0.01 Myr ~ 0.004 Myr ~ 0.003 Myr

Very-low 
mass stars

Low-mass 
stars

Intermediate  
mass stars

Sub-stellar 
objects Massive stars Very Massive stars

Stellar remnant:
Brown dwarf (BD)            White dwarf (WD)            Neutron star (NS)            Black hole (BH)            No Remnant

Figure 1: This figure shows the stars’ classification depending on the initial mass
(MZAMS). Different colours indicate the final remnant of the evolution. τMS and
τCHeB are the lifetimes of the MS and CHeB, respectively. τend is the timescale of
the last phases, i.e. from the end of the CHeB to the formation of the CO. The
transition masses and the timescales can change for different metallicities. The
limits for very low-mass, low-mass, and intermediate-mass stars are taken from

Nguyen et al. [52]. Transition mass between the formation of neutron
stars (NSs) and BHs is taken from Fryer et al. [53]. Limits of the no remnant

zone are taken from Spera and Mapelli [43], with Z = 2× 10−4.

depending on their structure. Stars with a mass below ∼ 1 M⊙ have radiative
cores and convective envelopes (like our Sun). On the other hand, low-mass stars
with a mass greater than ∼ 1 M⊙ already develop a convective core and a radia-
tive envelope [52].

Stars in the mass range between∼ 2 M⊙ and∼ 8 M⊙ are called intermediate-
mass stars. They are massive enough to ignite helium in non-degenerate cores
(i.e. avoiding the He-flash). These stars may live from about 0.1 to a few Gyrs.
During the hydrogen-burning phase, they have awell-formed convective core and
a radiative envelope. After the CHeB, both low-mass and intermediate-mass stars
evolve by contracting their cores. The contraction continues until the pressure by
electron degeneracy is high enough to sustain the core. These stars are notmassive
enough to ignite carbon in their cores and, over time, winds completely peel off
the stellar envelope, exposing the degenerate core. Such stars produce planetary
nebulae and end their lives as WDs.

Between about 8 M⊙ and 10 M⊙, stars are massive enough to ignite carbon in
their cores. The final fate of such stars depends on the mass of the neon-oxygen-
magnesium core after the carbon-burning phase. If the core mass remains below
the critical limit of ∼ 1.37 M⊙ [58], stars will end their life as neon-oxygen WDs.
Electron capture reactions lead to core collapse if the core mass grows to 1.37 M⊙
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(due to the burning of the helium in the shell above the core). Such stars end their
life with an electron-capture supernova, and a low mass NS is the outcome of the
evolution (see Section IIID formore details). If the star builds a coremoremassive
than ∼ 1.37 M⊙, it ignites neon and proceeds through the advanced burning
phases, likemassive stars (see below). Such starswill end their lives asNSs. These
limits for intermediate-mass stars depend on the stellar properties (metallicity,
rotation, extramixing, etc.) and on the numerical details of themodels [12, 59, 60].

Stars with masses greater than about 10 M⊙ are called massive stars. They
are the most luminous and hottest stars in the Universe and the shortest-lived
(from hundreds to a few million years). After the core carbon burning, these
stars sequentially proceed to advanced burning stages in non-degenerate condi-
tions (neon-, oxygen- and silicon-burning) up to the formation of iron-group el-
ements. Their final configuration (usually referred to as the onion skin model)
consists of a series of shells composed of heavier elements going from the surface
toward the centre, in which there is the iron core. Massive stars end their life with
a core collapse (CC) supernova event or with a direct collapse without supernova
explosion (see Section IIID for more details). In the first approximation, massive
stars with an initial mass below ∼20 - 25 M⊙ end their life as NSs, while those
above ∼ 25 M⊙ form BHs. Very massive stars, with an initial mass greater than
about 110 M⊙, could leave no remnant if they enter the pair instability (PI) regime.
PI could trigger an explosive ignition of oxygen that can completely destroy the
star, ultimately resulting in a powerful explosion known as pair instability super-
nova (PISN) [61]. From the theoretical point of view, the upper mass that a star
can have is still a debated problem. However, observations of the R136 stellar
cluster in the Large Magellanic Cloud have found stars with a mass of ∼ 300 M⊙

[62].

Figure 1 shows a summary of the stars’ classification presented so far. It is
worth stressing again that such mass limits do not depend solely on the initial
mass. Other factors, such as stellar metallicity and rotation, can play a role. More-
over, the theoretical uncertainties on the stellar processes, such as internal mixing
and stellar winds, still make these limits quite uncertain, particularly for massive
stars, where small changes in the input physics can significantly impact their stel-
lar properties, evolution, and final fate. Multiple studies have demonstrated that
differentmodels ofmassive stars, based on varying physical processes likemixing,
mass loss rates, and rotation, can lead to very different evolutions and outcomes
[see 63–65].
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C. The HR diagram

The Hertzsprung-Russell (HR) diagram is one of the main tools astronomers
use to characterise stars. It shows the relation between the stellar effective temper-
ature (Teff , i.e. the temperature at the stellar photosphere) and the luminosity3

(L) of stars. The effective temperature is strictly related to the luminosity and the
radius (R) of the star through the following relation:

L = 4πR2σT 4
eff , (II.1)

where σ is the Stefan-Boltzmann constant of radiation.
The diagram is named after Hertzsprung [66] and Russell [67], who discov-

ered that stars do not randomly scatter along this diagram but fall into several
groups. This remarkable discovery strongly affected the development of modern
astronomy and astrophysics. The HR diagram is also referred to as the “colour-
magnitude diagram” since the stellar colour (or spectral type) is related to Teff

(stars look blue for Teff > 104 K, yellow for 104 < Teff < 5 × 103 K or red for
Teff < 5×103 K), and the absolute magnitude is related to the luminosity. In this
Part, we call the HR diagram the plot of luminosity versus effective temperature.

The most striking feature of the HR diagram is that the position of stars (i.e.
stars’ luminosity and effective temperature) depends on their evolutionary stage.
Most of the stars that we observe lie on the MS, a narrow diagonal band in the
diagram in which they are converting hydrogen into helium. The locus on the
diagram where stars ignite thermonuclear reactions and enter MS is called zero-
age main sequence (ZAMS). This is assumed as the beginning of evolution, and
the mass in this stage (MZAMS) is the initial mass.

Figure 2 shows the position of the ZAMS in the diagram for stellar models
computed with different initial masses. At the ZAMS, stars are almost totally ho-
mogeneous, and their luminosity is proportional to their mass (L ∝ M3.5

ZAMS).
Stars with a mass MZAMS ≲ 0.75 M⊙ barely evolve in the HR diagram, and

they remain near the ZAMS for a time larger than the age of the Universe (the
Hubble time). Stars with MZAMS ≳ 0.8 M⊙ are massive enough to finish the MS
phase before one Hubble time. When hydrogen is depleted, the core contracts
and the star’s envelope expands at almost constant luminosity. In the HR dia-
gram, the star moves toward lower temperatures (because of the relation shown
in Equation II.1) and becomes a red giant (RG). The locus where RG stars lie in
3 The luminosity is the total amount of radiation emitted per unit of time.
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Figure 2: The plot shows the HR diagram of a set of tracks with Z = 0.014
computed with parsec stellar evolutionary code [52, 68]. The "plasma" colour
map indicates theMZAMS of very low- and low-mass (VLM + LM) stars. The

"viridis" map indicates the intermediate-mass (IM) stars, while the "cividis" map
indicates the massive and very massive (M + VM) stars. The dashed diagonal
black line shows the star’s location at the ZAMS. The small red stars show the

final position of the star at the end of the evolution (for stars with
MZAMS > 2 M⊙), at the tip of the RGB (for stars with 0.7 < MZAMS/M⊙ < 2), or

after 30 Gyr (for stars withMZAMS < 0.70 M⊙). The CHeB (or
horizontal-branch) phase of stars with 0.7 < MZAMS/M⊙ < 2 is not shown for

clarity purposes.

the HR diagram is called red giant branch (RGB). In this phase, stars burn hydro-
gen in a shell above the helium core and start becoming more and more luminous
(ascending the branch). During the RGB phase, stars develop a deep convective
envelopewhich dredges up the hydrogen-burning products (mainly nitrogen, but
also isotopes of carbon and oxygen), which enrich the stellar surface (this process
is called first dredge-up).

After the RGB phase, stars massive enough ignite helium and enter the CHeB
phase. The new energy source provided by the nuclear burning of helium leads
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the core to expand and the envelope to contract. The effective temperature in-
creases again, and the star moves to the bluer part of the HR diagram. During
the CHeB phase, intermediate-mass andmassive stars may draw a loop in the HR
diagram, usually referred to as the blue loop4. After CHeB, the core contracts, and
the envelope expands again and moves toward the red part of the HR diagram
again.

Low-mass and intermediate-mass stars move to the asymptotic giant branch
(AGB) phase. AGB stars move to the reddest and most luminous part of the dia-
gram, running near and almost parallel to theHayashi line5 [72]. In the early-AGB
phase, stars burn helium in a shell above the carbon-oxygen core and undergo an-
other dredge-up episode (called second dredge-up). After this stage, stars enter the
AGBphase, which is characterised by two burning shells above the carbon-oxygen
core (H- andHe- shell burning at the same time). The double shell burning phase
is thermally unstable and leads to a cyclic series of thermal pulses, which increase
and decrease the star’s radius, luminosity and effective temperature. This phase is
called thermally-pulsating asymptotic giant branch (TP-AGB). After each pulse,
the convective envelope extends deeper into the star and eventually extracts prod-
ucts of the He-shell burning, which enrich the stellar surface (a process known as
third dredge-up). AGB stars suffer from powerful winds driven by dust and are one
of the polluters which enrich the interstellar medium with heavy elements.

Stars with 8 M⊙ ≲ MZAMS ≲ 10 M⊙ evolve similarly to the most massive
intermediate-mass stars. In the advanced phases, theymove to theAGB, but being
more luminous, are labelled as super-AGB stars [73]. They can ignite carbon in
their core and die asWDs orNSs depending on the oxygen-neon-magnesium core
mass (see Section II B and IIID).

Massive and very massive stars (with MZAMS ≳ 10 M⊙) may have a very dif-
ferent evolution and fate, depending on their initial properties, and the physics
adopted [74–76]. Stars with amassMZAMS ≲ 35 M⊙ evolve similarly tomostmas-
sive intermediate-mass stars, with the difference that after the CHeB, theymove to
lower temperatures, becoming red super-giant (RSG). After carbon ignition, the
evolution becomes so fast that stars no longer move in the HR diagram and ex-
plode as RSGs. Although the core evolution is similar, stars withMZAMS ≳ 35 M⊙

may end their lives differently depending on the metallicity. This is because the
4 The blue loopmay cross an instability strip, in which stars begin to pulsate as classical Cepheids
[see 69]. These stars are important cosmic distance indicators due to the correlation between
pulsation period and luminosity [see 70, 71].

5 The Hayashi line is the locus of fully convective stars in the HR diagram [12]. It is located at
very low temperatures and defines a forbidden region (on its right) in the HR diagram for the
stars.
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main driver of the evolution of such stars is the mass loss via stellar winds. Winds
may be strong due to the high luminosity of such stars, but they also are very
sensitive to the stellar metal content (see Section III B). Metal-poor massive stars
(Z≤ 0.001) do not experience strong winds during their life (they retain most of
their envelope), and after the CHeB phase, they evolve and explode as RSG stars.
On the other hand, massive stars with a higher metal content (Z > 0.005) may
lose the largest part of their H-rich envelope during the MS and CHeB phases.
Such stripped stars move toward the hotter (blue) part of the HR diagram, be-
comingWolf-Rayet (WR) stars6. WRs are stars with stellar surfaces impoverished
in hydrogen. From the observational point of view, they are divided into several
groups depending on their spectrum. The two main groups are the WN stars
which show the H-burning products (mainly helium and nitrogen) at their sur-
face, and the WC stars, which show the He-burning products (carbon and oxy-
gen). WR stars are considered a possible final evolutionary stage of massive stars,
i.e. the Conti scenario [78–82]. These stars are very luminous, hot and compact
in radius. Their relatively small radius could play a role in the binary evolution
(WRs could avoid episodes of mass transfer at variance with the very expanded
RSGs), but also in the final CC explosion [see Section IIID, 83]. Figure 2 shows
the position of massive stars at the end of the oxygen-burning phase (red stars)
for models with an initial metallicity of Z = 0.014 and no rotation.

Observations of Galactic massive stars revealed the existence of a ‘forbid-
den’ region in which few stars are observed in the HR diagram, the so-called
Humphreys-Davidson limit [84]. Theoretically, stars near this region are ex-
pected to approach the Eddington luminosity7 and experiences powerful winds
(see Section III B for more details).

III Main physical processes that affect life and death of massive
stars

Massive stars play a pivotal role in the history of the Universe. They are princi-
pal actors in the galaxies’ chemical and spectral evolutiondue to their strong radia-
tion and chemical nucleosynthesis footprint. They are the progenitors of powerful
6 WRare named afterWolf and Rayet [77], who discovered a few stars in the Cygnus constellation
with the peculiar broad emission lines.

7 The Eddington limit is the luminosity at which radiation pressure balances the star’s surface
gravity of the star [85]. Generally, the ratio of radiative luminosity to the Eddington luminosity,
i.e. the Eddington factor, is defined as ΓE = Lκe/4πcGM , where L is the stellar luminosity, κe

is the electron scattering opacity, c is the speed of light, G is the gravity constant, and M is the
stellar mass. When the star is near the limit, ΓE approaches 1.
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supernovæ, NSs and BHs. Moreover, massive stars enrich and perturb the inter-
stellar mediumwith their strong winds and supernova ejections, possibly driving
(or quenching) new star formation episodes.

The life ofmassive stars is shorter than that of low-mass and intermediate-mass
stars (as seen in Section II B). Therefore, they are much rarer, and stellar models
become even more important to study and understand the physics at play. Al-
though state-of-the-art models of massive stars have reached a very high level of
detail, there is still a significant degree of uncertainty regarding their evolutionary
path and final fate. In particular, attention must be paid to every proposed rela-
tion between the initial mass (MZAMS) and the final COmass (Mrem), because tiny
changes in the adopted physics may lead to big differences at the end of the evolu-
tion. Themain processes that affect massive stars’ evolution are convection, stellar
winds, rotation, magnetic fields, and the physics of the final explosion. These pro-
cesses are reviewed in the following Section.

The stellar initial composition (i.e. the metallicity) also plays a role, but it is
mostly related to the stellar winds (see Section III B). Generally, at ZAMS, stars
with a low metal content are more compact than their metal-rich counterparts
(mainly because of their lower opacity in the envelope), and they build slightly
larger cores at the end of the MS and CHeB phases. The first stars in the Universe
(namely Population III or Pop III) are particularly interesting. They are almost
metal-free stars (Z ∼ 0), enriched only by the Big Bang nucleosynthesis. At vari-
ance with more metal-rich stars, simulations suggest that Pop III stars formwith a
top-heavy initial mass function, predicting that massive Pop III stars were not rare
in the early Universe [86]. The predicted high number ofmassive stars in the early
Universe, in addition to their properties – during the MS, they are strong emitters
of UV radiation, because very hot and luminous – elect them between the major
actors in the reionisation of the Universe [86–88]. Moreover, various studies sug-
gest that Pop III stars may be the progenitors of the BBH merger events that we
observe today [68, 89–94].

It is worth recalling that most massive stars live in binary [95] or even in multi-
ple systems [96]. Binary evolutionary processes may have a strong impact on the
lives of massive stars and their final fate [75, 97–100]. Therefore, treating them as
individual stars might give a partial picture. Binary processes, such as Roche lobe
overflow, common envelope or even stellar collision/merger, could form peculiar
stellar objects, such as stripped stars or “puffy" stars. The former has a higher core-
to-envelope mass ratio than standard stars with the same initial conditions and at
the same evolutionary phases. The latter has a core-to-envelope mass ratio lower
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than standard stars (i.e., smaller cores and oversized envelopes). Such peculiar
stars have a different evolutionary path and final fate than their standard counter-
parts [101–105]. Binary processes and their impact on the final BHs masses are
reviewed in Part II of this book.

A. Convection and overshooting

Convection is a physical process that transports the excess energy from an inner
(hotter) region to an outer (cooler) region in stars. When a region becomes ther-
mally unstable8, convection arises, and large eddies of material rise and sink, mix-
ing chemical elements and efficiently transporting energy. In the cores of massive
stars, convection provides fresh fuel to the active burning layers and brings the
ashes of nuclear reactions outward. It is a key process that regulates the lifetimes
of each burning phase, affecting the final pre-supernova structure and explosion
likelihood [see 75, 106–108, and references therein]. Convection is still one of the
open problems of stellar physics, and its treatment in stellar simulations is still
under debate [75, 108–112].

In stellar models, it is difficult to achieve a comprehensive treatment of convec-
tion. It is a very complex physical process that requires full 3-D hydrodynami-
cal simulations to be addressed. In the past decades, several steps forward have
been donewith 2-D and 3-D hydrodynamical simulations [e.g. 112–119], but such
models are still limited in the time and space domains to be consistently applied
in stellar evolutionary models. Typical timescales of stellar evolution are several
orders of magnitude larger than those resolved by 3-D simulations [e.g. 120].

The most widely used theory to treat convective zones in 1-D stellar evolution-
ary codes is the mixing-length theory (MLT) [121]. MLT provides an approxi-
mate methodology for treating convection locally and in 1-D, assuming hydro-
static equilibrium, constant energy flux, and local thermodynamic equilibrium.
There aremore refined theories for treating convection [such as 122, 123], but they
are less common in stellar computations. The MLT framework is characterised by
the mixing length distance, lMLT, which is the distance covered by the convective
bubble before it dissolves into its surroundings. It is defined as lMLT = αMLTHP,
where αMLT is the efficiency parameter, and HP is the pressure scale height. In
8 A region of a star is considered thermally stable if a perturbed element (eddy or bubble) of
material experiences a restoring force that brings it back to the starting position. On the contrary,
a region is said to be unstable if the perturbed element experiences a force which drives it away
from the starting position.
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stellar models, the αMLT parameter is usually calibrated to match the Sun’s lu-
minosity, radius, and age, and its value may range between 1 and 2.5 [124–126].
Generally, once calibrated, αMLT is assumed to be constant for all masses and not
dependent on other quantities, such as metallicity. Whether αMLT may vary with
stellar parameters is still an open debate; some authors suggest that it may depend
on the effective temperature or metallicity [e.g. 126–128]. However, its calibration
from stars other than Sun could be biased since theαMLT uncertainties are also cor-
related to uncertainties from other sources, such as the stellar surface boundary
condition [see 129].

The success of MLT in describing the unstable regions is due to its simple im-
plementation and good empirical agreement with the observations once properly
calibrated. In 1-D stellar models, MLT must be coupled with a criterion to de-
fine the convectively unstable borders and a prescription to include the convective
boundary mixing, also known as overshooting. We discuss both in the following.
For further details on convection and convection treatment in stellar models, we
suggest Weiss et al. [130], Maeder [13], and Kippenhahn et al. [12].

1. Defining the convective borders

Convection may arise in different stellar regions and at different evolution-
ary phases, depending on the local physical condition of the matter. The two
most used prescriptions to define the boundaries of the unstable region are the
Schwarzschild [131] and Ledoux [132] criteria. The former criterion states that the
region is stable if

∇rad < ∇ad, (III.1)
where∇rad is the temperature gradient in the case of stable radiative energy trans-
port, while∇ad is the adiabatic temperature gradient for the unstable case.

The Ledoux criterion states that matter is stable when

∇rad < ∇ad +
φ

δ
∇µ, (III.2)

where φ = (∂ ln ρ/∂ lnµ)P,T and δ = − (∂ ln ρ/∂ lnT )P,µ are thermodynamical
derivatives and∇µ = ∂ lnµ/∂ lnP is the molecular weight gradient. For a perfect
gas, φ = δ = 1. In the case of a chemical homogeneous region, ∇µ = 0, the two
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Figure 3: This plot shows the main stability criteria for stellar models (assuming
a perfect gas). The red vertical line indicates the Schwarzschild one, while the

blue line indicates the Ledoux one. Coloured areas indicate the expected mixing
processes. The pink area indicates the region where the material is stable, and no
mixing occurs. The blue area indicates the region where the material is unstable,
and convection occurs. The green area indicates where semiconvection occurs.
The magenta indicates where thermohaline mixing can occur. Figure adapted

from [133] .

criteria are identical. The two temperature gradients are defined as follows

∇rad =
3

16πacG

κLP

MT 4
(III.3)

∇ad =
Pδ

CPρT
, (III.4)

where a is the radiation constant, c is the speed of light, G the gravitational con-
stant. The other variables are the local thermodynamical quantities of a shell
which encloses a massM , where κ is the opacity, L is the luminosity, P the pres-
sure, T the temperature, ρ the density, CP is the specific heat at constant pressure.

Figure 3 shows a way to visualise various mixing processes that may occur in
stars. The regions of the star in which∇rad > ∇ad+

φ
δ
∇µ, are fully convective (up-

per right part of the figure), while regionswhich satisfy the Schwarzschild criterion
(i.e., ∇rad < ∇ad) are stable, and the energy is transported radiatively (lower left
part of the figure). When matter is stable according to the Ledoux criterion but
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unstable according to the Schwarzschild criterion (i.e.,∇ad < ∇rad < ∇ad +
φ
δ
∇µ),

semi-convection instability occurs (green lower middle part of the figure). Semi-
convection may occur during the MS of massive stars, in which the core progres-
sively retreats, leaving a chemical profile above it. In such regions, the radiative
gradient increases and becomes larger than the adiabatic one, but the positive
molecular gradient (∇µ > 0, i.e. µ increases toward the centre) stabilises the
layer. That layer becomes vibrationally unstable, and the plasma starts to oscillate
around an equilibrium point, producing slow mixing [134–138]. In 1-D stellar
models, semi-convection can be treated as a diffusive process [139], with a typical
timescale similar to the thermal one, which is longer than the convection timescale
but shorter than the nuclear one. In long phases such as MS, mixing by semicon-
vection does not affect the evolutionmuch, andmodels computedwith the Ledoux
criterion are similar to those computed with the Schwarzschild one [139]. Stud-
ies of convection with 3-D simulations show that the semi-convection oscillations
produce a mixing which moves the unstable boundary to the one defined by the
Schwarzschild criterion [118, 135, 138]. On the other hand, semi-convection could
play a role in post-MS phases, affecting, for instance, the helium core size at the
end of CHeB [see 75, 140, and references therein]. However, the possible interplay
of semi-convection with other processes, such as overshooting, remains a matter
of discussion [12].

In regions where matter is stable according to the Schwarzschild criterion, but
there is a µ inversion (when ∇µ < 0), thermohaline mixing occurs (upper left
part of the figure). Ulrich [141] developed a theory of thermohaline mixing,
which was then generalised by Kippenhahn et al. [142]. Later, Eggleton et al.
[143] stressed the importance of thermohaline mixing in RGB, discovering that
the hydrogen-burning shell can generate a µ inversion that can trigger the mixing
[see also 133, 144, for further details]. Thermohaline mixing could be an impor-
tant process to be included in binary evolutionarymodels if the accretor star gains
helium-rich matter from the donor star [145].

To conclude, there is still an open debate in the stellar community on what cri-
terion should be used. In the literature, there exist sets of stellarmodels computed
either with the Schwarzschild criterion [e.g. 52, 146–149], or with the Ledoux one
[e.g. 38, 150–153].
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2. Convective boundary mixing or overshooting

Several studies have found that the mixing provided only by the convectively
unstable regions was insufficient to reproduce stellar observations, and an addi-
tional source of mixing was needed beyond the convective limit [e.g. 110, 154–
158]. This led to the concept of overshooting [see 110]. 3-D simulations show that
this type of extra mixing, called convective boundary mixing [159], is generated
from the interplay of different processes [e.g. 118].

In the 1-D framework of the MLT, only the radial velocity is considered, and
the main idea behind the overshooting process is the following. When a rising
(sinking) bubble reaches the convective border, the acceleration is zero, but the
velocity is not. Therefore, the bubble overshoots the convective border due to its
inertia and enters the stable radiative region, in which the restoring forces brake
and stop the bubble. This process mixes matter between the convective and ra-
diative regions. The core overshooting process affects several properties of stars,
such as lifetime, luminosity, and core mass. It affects not only the MS but also
post-MS burning phases [115, 119, 120, 159].

In 1-D stellar evolutionary models, overshooting is implemented in different
ways, and the most common are described below. The first method is the so-
called penetrative convection scheme [110, 160, 161], in which the convective border
is moved by an overshooting distance, dov = λovHP, where λov is the overshooting
parameter. The overshooting region is then treated as unstable, and the chemical
elements are fully mixed. Some authors compute dov by integrating the path of
convective bubbles across the unstable border [called the ballistic approach, 110,
154, 155].

A second methodology is the exponential decaying overshooting in the dif-
fusive scheme [162]. Extra mixing is applied in the region above the convective
border, with a diffusion coefficient (Dov) that exponentially decays. It is defined
as

Dov = D0 exp

{(
2
r − r0
fovHP

)}
, (III.5)

whereD0 is the diffusion coefficient at the border and is calculatedwith the typical
convective element velocities of MLT, r0 is the position of the convective border,
fov is the parameter used to calibrate the mixing efficiency [162]. This approach
is based on hydrodynamical simulations by Freytag et al. [113].

A third approach assumes an overshooting which does not affect the thermal
structure (i.e. the layer remains radiative), but the chemical elements are mixed
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instantaneously [163, 164]. Even in this case, a parameterised overshooting dis-
tance is adopted, as in the first method.

In all methods, the free parameters, e.g. λov and fov, must be calibrated on
observations. A good calibration of the internal stellar mixing in stellar models is
fundamental because it has implications not only on the stellar properties during
the MS but also on the post-MS evolution [108, 165]. For this purpose, several
works have used different approaches, such as the position of the turn-off in stellar
clusters, the stellar properties of wide eclipsing binaries, and asteroseismology
measurements [e.g. 156, 157, 165].

Studies on wide binaries have shown a dependence of the overshooting effi-
ciency with the stellar mass. In particular, there is a smooth transition between
stars with radiative cores (MZAMS ≤ 1 M⊙) that do not have core overshooting
and stars with well-developed convective cores (MZAMS ≥ 1.5 M⊙). For higher
masses, it is usually assumed that the overshooting efficiency is constant with
mass [157, 166]. However, the investigation is still ongoing, and other studies
suggest an increasing efficiency of the overshooting for more massive stars [167–
170].

New interesting results have been found with asteroseismology, which is the
study of stellar interiors through stellar oscillation [158]. Asteroseismic measure-
ments allow a better constraining of the stellar internal mixing [158, 165, 171],
since stellar oscillations are sensitive to the inner properties of stars, such as the
angular momentum distribution. However, there are still not many asteroseis-
mic observations of massive stars, and the most recent studies include stars with
MZAMS < 25 M⊙ [172].

On the modelling side, 3-D hydrodynamical simulations are taking several
steps forward to improve the treatment of convective boundarymixing in different
stellar phases, which could then be included in 1-D codes [e.g., 170]. Moreover, 3-
D hydrodynamical simulations revealed that convective boundary mixing might
excite internal gravitywaves, which could propagate and dissipate in the radiative
regions transporting angular momentum and contributing to mixing [158, 173].

Theoretically, overshooting should be applied to all convective regions. For
instance, many works [e.g. 174, 175] have been considering the overshoot at the
bottom of the convective envelopes of RGB stars, which is called the convective en-
velope overshooting (or undershooting). Recently, it has been found that under-
shooting could play a role during CHeB phases of metal-poor and very massive
stars [68, 176]. The undershootingmay lead to dredge-up episodes, which extract
mass from the helium or carbon-oxygen core, affecting the stellar global stability



Stellar Black Holes and Compact Stellar Remnants

against the PI and, thus, the likelihood of exploding as a PISN (Section IIID).
For reviews on convection in stellar interiors, we refer to Salaris and Cassisi

[111], Garaud [137], Aerts et al. [177], Ekström [178] and references therein.

B. Mass loss through stellar winds

Stellar winds are one of the key processes in the evolution of massive stars.
They have an impact on the stellar structure, affecting the evolution and deter-
mine the final fate of stars [e.g. 74–76, 140, 179] - which depends on their final
pre-supernova internal structure configuration [53, 180–184]. Mass loss due to
stellar winds not only affects the compact remnants mass spectrum of single stars
[53, 65, 185, 186], but also plays a fundamental role in shaping the mass spectrum
of binary populations that, in turn, affects the predicted populations of merging
binary sources of GWs [43, 48, 187–191]. Therefore, studying and improving our
understanding of stellar winds is fundamental. Winds also affect the position of
the star in the HR diagram, therefore, influencing the UV ionizing photon emis-
sion of such stars during their life. Moreover, winds influence the stellar chemical
yields, which define how much different types of stars contribute to the metal
enrichment of galaxies [e.g. 192].

Stellar winds are a very efficient mass loss mechanism for massive stars with
initialmassMZAMS > 25 M⊙. This is related to their very high luminosity. Usually,
stellar winds are not modelled on-the-fly in 1-D stellar evolutionary codes but are
included with recipes obtained from observational results or theoretical studies.
In the following, the most common wind treatments are briefly described. For
a more comprehensive review of stellar winds of massive stars, we suggest the
following references Puls et al. [193], Vink [194, 195].

The idea that radiation pressure could exert a net force against gravity on the
outer layers of stars was established about a century ago by [196, 197]. But in the
late 1960s, with spectroscopic observations, it was discovered by Morton [198]
that massive stars suffer mass loss driven by line absorption winds. From such
observations, they estimated that OB stars might suffer from winds between 10−4

and 10−6 M⊙/yr, which peel off theH-rich envelope duringMS. In the early 1970s,
the first line-driven wind theory was developed by Lucy and Solomon [199] and
later improved by Castor et al. [200, the so-called CAK theory]. Within these
theories, the rate ofmass loss is uniquely determined by the luminosity, mass, and
radius of the star. The CAK theory consists of a method to compute the resulting
acceleration from spectral line opacities as a multiplier of the electron scattering
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acceleration. The force multiplier depends on the local opacity of the matter in
which absorption occurs. The difficult part was to compute all the spectral line
contributions to calculate the mass loss rate. During the 1980s, more and more
spectral lineswere added to the CAK theory [201, 202], and amass lossmetallicity
dependence – Ṁ(Z) ∝ Zα, with 0.5 < α < 0.9 –was established. Stars with lower
metallicity retain more mass during their life compared to their high metallicity
counterparts and may form more massive CO remnants.

Another approach was introduced by Abbott and Lucy [203], which consists
of tracking the path and the (multi-)scattering of photons through the stellar at-
mosphere with Monte Carlo techniques. This method was used by Vink et al.
[204, 205] to compute the mass loss of massive OB stars for a wide range of stellar
parameters andmetallicities. They derived amass loss recipe that includes the so-
called bi-stability jump in Teff . Such a jump depends on the opacity bump resulting
from the recombination of Fe IV to Fe III in the stellar atmospheres, at about 20,000
- 25,000 K, which can significantly increase the mass loss. Furthermore, Vink et al.
[205] found that the metallicity exponent (α) of the mass loss rate is constant in a
wide range of metallicities 1/30 ≤ Z/Z⊙ ≤ 3, with Z⊙ = 0.019 [206]. The general
dependence of the mass loss rate on the metallicity is Ṁ ∝ Z0.69 for Teff ≥ 25000

K and Ṁ ∝ Z0.64 for Teff ≤ 25000K. This mass loss recipe is only valid for hot-star
winds and is adopted as a standard bymany stellar evolutionary codes. The mass
loss estimated by Vink et al. [205] is no longer valid for RSGs or when the star
approaches the Eddington limit.

For RSG stars, the mass loss is less constrained than that of hot stars, and stel-
lar modellers usually rely on empirical recipes. The most adopted prescription is
given by de Jager et al. [207], which only shows a dependence on the star’s lumi-
nosity. However, this recipe has been shown to overestimate mass loss in post-MS
phases, andmore updated empirical prescriptions – calibrated onmore recent ob-
servations – can be found in the literature [e.g., 208]. Some studies suggest that
the mass loss in RSGs could be driven by the radiation pressure on dust, analo-
gously to AGB stars [209]. There is yet no well-validated theory yet to treat RSGs
winds, recently Kee et al. [210] proposed a model in which strong turbulence in
the stellar atmospheremay trigger amass loss able to reproduce the observed data
without the inclusion of dust opacities.

When massive stars become very luminous, they can approach the Eddington
limit. Theoretical studies of radiative wind models have shown that stellar winds
increase strongly when stars approach the Eddington limit [211, 212]. This is the
case for luminous blue variables (LBVs) and WRs.
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LBVs are objects that change their spectral type on time scales of years or
decades [84]. The reason for such changes of spectral type (i.e. in Teff) has not yet
been fully understood. Some studies suggest that it could be related to the enve-
lope inflation caused by the proximity to the Eddington limit [194, 210, 213, 214].
Recently, Grassitelli et al. [215] studied stellar wind mass loss feedback on the
envelope structure in LBV stars near the Eddington limit. They found that stars
perform cycles of hot and cool envelope configurations. Such studies open the
door to a consistent theoretical treatment of the LBV phase in stellar evolution.

If the stellar winds are strong enough to remove large amounts of the envelope,
the star may become a WR [Conti scenario, 78–82]. WRs experience a high mass
loss due to their high luminosity and to the proximity of the Fe-opacity bump (at
a temperature of about 105 K) near the surface. When stellar winds are very ef-
fective, the H-rich envelope could be completely peeled off, and the star becomes
a naked pure He star. For WR stars, the empirical mass loss prescription of Nugis
and Lamers [216] is widely adopted in stellar evolutionary codes. Recently, new
physically consistent models of stellar winds have been computed by Sander and
Vink [217]. They found a complex luminosity-to-mass and Z-dependent break-
down of WR-type, predicting weaker mass loss winds for WRs and pure-He stars
of few M⊙ than older mass loss prescriptions.

In the case of very low metallicity, line-driven stellar winds are suppressed.
Thus, it is usually assumed that Pop III very massive stars arrive at the final pre-
supernova stage with about the initial mass, MZAMS. However, it is known that
very massive stars suffer possible mass loss driven by radial pulsations caused by
nuclear reactions (the so-called ϵ-mechanism) or by opacity (κ-mechanism). For
more details, see Baraffe et al. [218]. In recent work, Nakauchi et al. [219] and later
Volpato et al. [176] investigate the effect of pulsation driven winds on primordial
stars, finding that the pulsation-driven mass loss could be substantial even for
zero-metallicity stars.

Although there have been several recent improvements in stellar wind models
– thanks to improved methodologies and better calibration on new observations
– there are still uncertainties of a factor of 2 - 3 in mass loss recipes [195], and the
scaling with metallicity remains still debated [e.g. 220, 221]. These uncertainties
aremainly due towind clumpiness (i.e. the homogeneity ofwinds), the treatment
of radiative transfer, and wind hydrodynamics in stellar atmospheres [see 195].
Suchuncertaintiesmay completely change the outcome ofmassive stars’ evolution
withMZAMS > 60 M⊙, which may end as BHs or be completely peeled off, ending
as NSs.



Stellar Black Holes and Compact Stellar Remnants

101 102 103

MZAMS [M ¯ ]

101

102

103

M
P

re
−

S
N

 [M
¯

]

Z = 1e-04
Z = 1e-03
Z = 1e-02
Z = 2e-02
new winds
old winds

Figure 4: The plot shows the pre-supernova mass (MPre−SN) vs the initial mass
(MZAMS) for stars computed with different initial metal content (Z), in different
colours, and with two different wind prescriptions. The continuous lines indicate
the final masses of parsec tracks computed with new recipes for stellar winds
[68]. The dashed lines show pre-supernova masses computed with sse code

[225], which adopt older winds prescriptions for OB stars [226], instead of Vink
et al. [205]. A similar plot can be found in Belczynski et al. [185] and Vink [195].

From the stellar modellers’ point of view, the most widely adopted formalism
for treating mass loss is a collection of prescriptions that uses Vink et al. [205]
for OB stars, Nugis and Lamers [216] for WR stars and de Jager et al. [207] for
RSGs and all other stellar types [99, 100]. Some authors slightly modified the list
of prescriptions to include the Eddington factor dependency by Vink et al. [212]
[e.g., 175, 222], or more recent WRs mass loss by Sander and Vink [217], Sander
et al. [223] [e.g., 68, 224].

Figure 4 shows a comparison between the final pre-supernova masses versus
the initial mass of stars computed with the sse/bse populations-synthesis code
[225] which adopts the Nieuwenhuijzen and de Jager [226] winds prescriptions
for OB stars, and the parsec stellar evolutionary code [see 68, 222, and refer-
ences therein] which adopts prescriptions by Vink et al. [205] for stellar winds.
The figure clearly shows the differences between the two wind prescriptions and
how much the predicted pre-supernova mass could change depending on the
stellar metallicity. In particular, stars computed with sse show an almost unique
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trend for all stars computed with different initial metallicity. On the other hand,
pre-supernova models computed with parsec show a clear trend with metallicity.
Stars with a low metal content retain almost all their initial mass, while models
with higher metallicity have lower pre-supernova masses.

C. Rotation and magnetic fields

1. Stellar rotation

Rotation is a ubiquitous property of all stars (and objects) in the Universe. It
has been found in stars of all spectral types [227]. Interestingly, a dichotomy be-
tween low-mass stars and more massive stars has been found. The former are
generally slow rotators [228], while the latter show a wide spread of possible ro-
tational velocities and could be fast rotators [229–233].

As mentioned above, rotation is a fundamental parameter affecting the stel-
lar evolutionary path. It affects stars during all phases and, especially in mas-
sive stars, rotation-induced instabilities combined with stellar winds can signif-
icantly change their evolution and death [36, 75, 150, 152, 178, 234–239]. Stellar
lifetimes are generally increased by rotation, from 25% (for a 9 M⊙ star) to 15%
(for a 120 M⊙ star)[13]. Rotation impacts howmassive stars interact with the en-
vironment, affecting the number of ionizing photons emitted and the final yields
[e.g., 38, 240].

Rotation is an inherently 3-D phenomenon, and considering its main effects on
the 1-D stellar evolutionarymodels is not easy. Unfortunately, the adoption of 1-D
codes is necessary to follow stars throughout their evolution, from the ZAMS to
the final phases. Three-dimensional codes are computationally costly, and usu-
ally, the simulations are restricted to limited portions of stars and for very short
timescales [e.g., 120, 241, 242]. There are also two-dimensional stellar evolution
codes [243], which can simulate the whole star taking into account rotational ef-
fects self-consistently, but they are few and slower than 1-D codes. Hence, there
is still a lack of big sets of 2-D models which span the different stellar phases.

During the last century, much effort has been made to improve our theoret-
ical understanding of rotating stars. Several pioneering works have opened the
path to 1-D modelling of rotation [244–253]. Of course, this dimensional reduc-
tion has some drawbacks. Several approximations must be adopted (such as the
Roche model to describe the star’s surface), and some parameters (related to the
rotational mixing efficiency) must be calibrated to produce stellar models capable
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of nicely reproducing observations. In the following, we briefly review how rota-
tion affects the evolution of stars. We refer the reader to the enlightening book by
Maeder [13] for a more detailed overview of stellar rotation.

Rotation induces two main effects that influence the star. The first one is the
reduced gravity at any point of the star (except on the rotation axis) due to the
centrifugal force. This changes the shape of the star, which is no longer spherical
but oblate, with a polar radius smaller than the equatorial one. In rotating stars,
the stellar surface is no longer defined by an equipotential surface because the ro-
tational potential must be considered. The Rochemethodology is usually adopted
to describe the stellar surface, at least as a first-level approximation [248, 249]. Us-
ing spherical coordinates and assuming the symmetry along the rotation axes, the
stellar surface can be described as follows:

−GM

R(θ)
− 1

2
Ω2R(θ)2 sin2 θ = −GM

Rpole

, (III.6)

where M is the mass of the star, R(θ) is the surface radius as a function of the
co-latitude θ, which is 0 at the pole and 90 at the equator, Ω is the angular velocity
(assuming a constant rotation along the co-latitude), andRpole is the polar radius.
This equality comes from the assumption that rotation does not modify the polar
radius. More detailedmodels predict a decrease in the polar radius as the rotation
increases [254–256]. The rotation rate is a convenient quantity to describe the
amount of rotation, and it is defined as:

ω =
Ω

Ωcrit

, (III.7)

where Ωcrit = (2/3)3/2
√
GM/R3

pole is the critical break-up velocity. By rearrang-
ing and solving Eq. III.6, it can be found that the stellar shape is just a function of
the rotation rate ω, parameter, which can go from 0, in case of no rotation, to 1, in
case of break-up velocity. When the star reaches the critical velocity, the centrifu-
gal forces balance gravity, the outer layers become unbound, and the latter can
be lost through mechanical mass loss [see 257]. To include the geometrical dis-
tortion caused by rotation in 1-D stellar evolutionary codes, the shellular rotation
law is adopted [253]. This assumption is valid when the horizontal turbulence is
stronger than the radial one and homogenizes chemical composition and velocity
gradients along isobars [251, 253]. In practice, the equations of the stellar struc-
ture are modified, and two form factors, namely fT and fP , are included in the
momentum equation and energy transport equation. These factors are a function
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of the rotation rate ω and depend on the shape, surface, and volume of the stellar
shell (which are computed from Eq. III.6). For more details on the methodologies
adopted to include rotation in stellar evolutionary codes, we refer the readers to
Maeder [13], Ekström [178], Meynet and Maeder [253] and references therein.

The departure from the spherical shape leads to the so-called Von Zeipel effect
[244, 258]. VonZeipel has shown that in a rotating star, the local surface brightness
is proportional to the local effective gravity. This drives the effective temperature
to be no longer constant along the stellar surface. Rotating stars are hotter at the
poles and colder at the equator. This effect is also known as gravity darkening [259–
267]. The dependence of the effective temperature on the co-latitude (θ) could be
expressed as Teff(θ) ∝ geff(ω, θ)

β , where β = 1/4 is the Von Zeipel parameter.
Several studies predicted lower values for this parameter [e.g., 0.08 from 268].
Recently, a different analytical description of gravity darkening has been given by
Espinosa Lara and Rieutord [262], in which the dependence on the β parameter
is removed. Interferometric observations of rapidly rotating stars by Domiciano
de Souza et al. [269] found good agreement with the theoretical description by
Espinosa Lara and Rieutord [262].

Rotation also enhances the mass loss rates by stellar winds. This is due to the
reduced effective gravity along the stellar surface. Usually, themass loss enhance-
ment is included in stellar models by including a multiplicative factor (or func-
tion) to the adopted wind mass loss prescription, which depends on the rotation
rate ω. One of themost popular prescriptions is given by Friend andAbbott [270],
which comes from fits on numerical results and reads:

Ṁ(ω) = Ṁ(ω = 0)

(
1− v

vcrit

)ξ

, (III.8)

where ξ is generally assumed to be 0.43 [271, 272], and vcrit is the tangential equa-
torial break-up velocity, defined as v2crit = GM(1 − Γe)/R, and Γe = L/LE is the
Eddington factor. This prescription is adopted by several stellar evolution codes
that treat rotation [e.g., 28, 150, 151, 238, 273]. However, this formulation does
not include the effect of gravity darkening, namely the dependence of Γe on the
rotation rate and co-latitude. More detailed treatments that consider this effect
predict anisotropic winds stronger at the poles than at the equator [234, 259, 274].

The second main effect induced by rotation is an extra mixing that acts in the
stars’ radiative regions. Several mixing processes are induced by rotation [see
13, 150], but the main two are meridional circulation and shear mixing. The first
process is related to the Von Zeipel effect: the thermal imbalance between the
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poles and the equatorial regions induces large-scale currents that transport mate-
rial and angular momentum within the star [also known as Eddington-Sweet cir-
culation, 245, 246]. The second process (shear mixing) occurs if the star has a
non-flat rotation profile (i.e. does not rotate as a solid body), and it is due to
the friction between two nearby shells, which rotate with different angular veloc-
ities [e.g. 275]. These two processes induce extra-mixing in the radiative regions
of stars, transporting processed nuclear products (like nitrogen) from the stellar
core up to the envelope and fresh, unprocessedmaterial from the envelope into the
core. The extra-mixing enhances the stellar lifetimes, makes the star more lumi-
nous and enriches the stellar surface with non-pristine chemical elements. Zahn
[251] and later Maeder and Zahn [276] showed that the transport of angular mo-
mentum through such processes could be described in a 1-D framework using
an advective-diffusive equation. The radial component of the meridional circula-
tion contributes to the advective transport, while the shear friction contributes to
the diffusive one. Chaboyer and Zahn [252] showed that the transport of chemi-
cal elements could be treated with a diffusion equation, in which the meridional
circulation is also included as a diffusive process. Several evolutionary codes in-
clude rotation-induced mixing with the scheme described above [124, 238, 277–
279]. However, it has been shown that suitable matches with observations could
also be obtained with the much simpler diffusive approach to treat angular mo-
mentum transport [150, 151, 166, 273].

The actual rotation implementation in stellar models requires adopting two pa-
rameters to regulate the rotationalmixing efficiency, fc and fµ. The first parameter
directlymultiplies the diffusion coefficient in the chemical diffusion equation. The
second parameter multiplies the meanmolecular weight gradient, which tends to
inhibit the transport and has a stabilizing effect. Since the direct measurements of
projected rotational velocities (v sin i, where i is the inclination angle between the
stellar rotation axes and the line of sight) give only hints of the surface rotational
velocities, other observable must be used to probe the internal rotational mixing
efficiency. A typical methodology to calibrate the rotational mixing efficiency is
to compare models with data obtained with the VLT-FLAMES survey, which pro-
vided the nitrogen surface abundances, and projected rotational velocities for a
large sample of massive stars [229, 280, 281]. Assuming that rotational mixing is
the primary process that drives the N-enrichment of the stellar surface, the com-
parison could be a good tracer of themixing efficiency. This calibration is adopted
by several stellar codes that treat rotation [see 75, 151, 229, 238]. However, other
processes could compete with rotational mixing (like overshooting, internal grav-
ity waves, andmagnetic fields). Therefore, the calibration of the rotational mixing
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efficiency remains an open problem [see 178, and references therein]. Asteroseis-
mology promises to improve our understanding of stellar interiors since it can
trace the angular momentum transport in the stars and give information on their
rotation profiles [158, 177, 282, 283]. Unfortunately, not many massive stars are
analyzed with asteroseismology techniques, but new observations with the TESS
space mission are coming [283].

Figure 5 shows examples of massive stars’ evolution with different initial rota-
tion rates (ω). In the HR diagram, at the ZAMS, rotating stars look redder and
slightly less luminous than the non-rotating ones. In this phase, only geometri-
cal distortion is at play. Later, during MS, the mixing processes begin to provide
fresh fuel to the core and extract the processed material. The stellar surface starts
to be enriched by nitrogen. The amount of enrichment depends on the rotation
rate. Rotating stars live longer in theMS and, at the end of theH-burning, they are
more luminous and have bigger helium cores [146, 152, 234]. After MS, the enve-
lope expands and the surface angular velocity drops (due to angular momentum
conservation). The first dredge-up causes a very fast increase in the nitrogen sur-
face abundance. Nonetheless, the enrichment due to rotation is still appreciable.
During CHeB, rotation may also affect the occurrence of the blue loops.

It is important to note that the gravity darkening influences the star’s position in
theHRdiagram and the colour-magnitude diagram, depending on the inclination
angle, i, between the stellar rotation axes and the line of sight. Ignoring rotation
and gravity darkening could lead to systematic errors in many properties inferred
from data-model comparisons, such as cluster age estimates [26, 284, 285], and
overestimation of the mixing needed to reproduce the luminosity of evolved stars
[166].

As anticipated above, rotation may strongly affect the final phases of stars.
Mass loss enhancement in rotating stars leads to smaller pre-supernovae masses
than the non-rotating counterparts, possibly leading to smaller remnant masses.
However, rotating stars build bigger He- and CO-cores than non-rotating stars
(which affects the explosion likelihood), therefore the final result is not easy to
infer [38, 46, 47, 286, 287]. More details on the final fates are given in Section IIID).

In the case of a high rotational mixing efficiency, a very peculiar evolution is
predicted for fast-rotating stellar models: the so-called quasi-chemically homoge-
neous evolution. In this type of evolution, the star is almost entirely homogenised
and remains more compact, evolving to higher luminosities and becoming bluer
[288, 289]. The quasi-chemically homogeneous evolution could be an important
evolutionary scenario for some supernova, gamma-ray burst events or GWs pro-
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Figure 5: The figure shows the properties of tracks with 14 M⊙ and Z = 0.014
with different initial rotation rates (ω). Panel (a): the HR diagram. The blue
circles (crosses) indicate the beginning (end) of the MS phase. The red circles

(crosses) indicate the beginning (end) of the CHeB phase. Panel (b): convective
core in mass fraction versus time. Panel (c): evolution of the surface nitrogen

abundances. Markers indicate the different phases as in panel (a). All the tracks
are taken from the online public repository http://stev.oapd.inaf.it/PARSEC,

and a detailed description is given by Nguyen et al. [52].

http://stev.oapd.inaf.it/PARSEC
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genitors [e.g. 237, 290–292].

2. Magnetic fields

Magnetic fields may affect stars’ evolution in several ways [293–298]. There
are two different kinds of magnetic fields included in stellar models [see 299, for
a review]. The first is a magnetic field created and maintained by some dynamo
processes in the internal regions of stars, e.g. generated by differential rotation
[Tayler-Spruit dynamo mechanism, 300, 301]. In this case, magnetic fields con-
tribute to the transport of angular momentum and chemical elements in the ra-
diative part of the star [293, 294, 302–304]. The other kind is the surface magnetic
fossil field. It could be the remnant field of the stars’ formation process, surviving
in a stable configuration. The fossil magnetic fields may contribute to the mag-
netic braking (an increase of angular momentum loss) and the mass loss quench-
ing [due to the coupling between winds and magnetic field, 296, 305–309]. The
magnetic braking leads to the removal of an additional amount of angular mo-
mentum. It is treated as a torque acting at the stellar surface and is described with
an expression obtained from the 3-D simulations results by ud-Doula andOwocki
[310], Ud-Doula et al. [311]. Petit et al. [296] and Georgy et al. [307] found that
massive magnetic stars at solar metallicity could be progenitors of heavy stellar
mass black holes and pair-instability supernovae if the magnetic braking process
is at play.

How much the magnetic field affects the evolution of the internal angular mo-
mentum is still uncertain. Depending on its strength, the magnetic field could
force the solid-body rotation, thus suppressing the rotation mixing. Otherwise, it
could lead to quasi-chemically homogeneous evolution. New constraints on the
internal angular momentum transport could be achieved with the combination
of observational measurements and detailed models, but the debate is still ongo-
ing. Results have been obtained by Fuller et al. [312] from the comparison of new
models (which include a modified version of the Tayler-Spruit dynamo) with as-
teroseismology measurements of low-mass stellar cores rotation rates in the giant
phase and with WD spins. New models by Fuller and Ma [313] predict very low
spins for BHs due to the efficient dissipation of the angularmomentumacting dur-
ing the evolution of the progenitor stars. However, Eggenberger et al. [314] found
that the formalism proposed by Fuller et al. [312] does not match the constraints
on the internal rotation rates of sub- and red-giants. Recently, new calibrations of
the Tayler-Spruit dynamo have been found by Eggenberger et al. [315], and also
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other processes like the magneto-rotational instability are investigated [see 316].

D. Final phases: Supernovæ, core collapse, and pair instability

Will it explode or not9? This is the question that everymodeller ask themselves
when they launch a new simulation of a collapsing stellar core. Trying to answer
this question is not an easy task because the physics of such phases, particularly
the mechanism which transforms the collapse into an explosion, is remarkably
complex and amatter of active research [see 318–321]. Moreover, multiple studies
have shown that the likelihood of a star to explode (known as explodability) is
highly sensitive to its pre-supernova structure configuration [37, 322–326]. This,
in turn, depends on the star’s initial properties and the physical processes that
impact its evolution. As a result, any uncertainties in these processes can affect
the ultimate fate of the star.

1. Core collapse and supernova engines

As already seen in II B, massive and very massive stars could die in several
ways, leaving NSs, BHs, or nothing. The death of a massive star (∼ 10−110 M⊙)
begins when the iron core is formed. After iron, forming heavier nuclei through
nuclear fusion is an endothermic process that requires energy. Therefore, nuclear
reactions can no longer support the inner core against gravity. When the mass
of the iron core reaches ∼ 1.4 M⊙ [the Chandrasekhar mass, 327], the pressure
support of the degenerate relativistic electrons is not sufficient to prevent collapse.
Within typical free-falling timescales (i.e. a few milliseconds), the core collapses
from a radius of about 1-2 thousand km to a few tens of km, dramatically increas-
ing temperature and density. When the central temperature reaches about 1010 K,
the photo-disintegration of the Fe-group nuclei into α particles becomes the domi-
nant process. This process requires energy and causes an acceleration of the col-
lapse. Moreover, the electron-capture process removes free electrons and enriches
the core of neutrons and neutrinos. When nuclear densities of about 2.7× 1014 g
cm−3 are reached [317], the neutron degeneracy pressure is high enough to sus-
tain the in-falling core. The collapse overshoots the equilibrium point, and the
in-fall continues until the repulsive nuclear forces make the core bounce back,
9 This is a simplified version of the question raised by Janka [317] at the beginning of his note-
worthy review. It reads: When, why, and how can the catastrophic in-fall of the core of a massive star
be reversed to trigger the powerful ejection of the stellar mantle and envelope in a supernova explosion?.
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creating a shock wave which propagates outward. This is the so-called bounce-
shock mechanism scenario, first proposed by Colgate andWhite [328]. In principle,
the shock wave can propagate to the external layers and generate a supernova.
In practice, it gradually loses energy as it impacts the in-falling material until it
stalls (a few hundred kilometres from the centre). At this point, a new energy
source is required to unlock and revive the stalled shock and obtain the final su-
pernova explosion. Many engines have been proposed to revive the shock [see
317], and the most promising framework is the neutrino-heatingmechanism [329].
Several instabilities (such asRayleigh-Taylor and the standing accretion shock instabil-
ity, SASI) could develop in the region between the proto-NS (i.e., where the shock
is launched) and the radius at which the shock stalls. These instabilities drive con-
vection (sustained by the neutrinos’ energy), which can transport heat to the outer
stellar layers. If the energy of the convective region is higher than the rampressure
of the infalling layers, a successful supernova explosion occurs [this is referred to
as convection-enhanced neutrino-driven supernova explosion, 53, 317, 321, 330].

State-of-the-art 2-D and 3-D simulations found that the neutrino transport
processes drive a symmetric explosion only in the low mass regime (MZAMS <

10 M⊙) while generating asymmetric explosions for more massive stars. The
asymmetric explosion can give a kick to the newborn CO (called natal kick), which
could go from ∼ 10 km s−1 to ∼ 1000 km s−1, and depends on the structural con-
figuration of the progenitor [see 317, 331, and references therein]. It is expected
that NSs receive stronger kicks than BHs [53, 190, 191, 332]. Natal kicks may play
an important role in the creation of CO binaries, both in isolated and in cluster
environments, and can affect the spin of the newborn COs [53, 188, 333–336]. The
effects on binary evolution are further discussed in Part II.

Multi-dimensional simulations of stellar collapse are computationally very ex-
pensive. Usually, they resolve only the stellar core (to catch the detailed physics)
and for timescales that rarely exceed a few seconds [317, 321, 337]. Despite the
success of the 2-D and 3-D simulation of exploding stars, it is still difficult to con-
nect the core-collapse supernova explosions to first principles. It is not easy to
study the process systematically and statistically, exploring all the possible pre-
supernova configurations. Therefore, we are still relegated to simplified analytic
or parameterized numerical 1-D models to explore the progenitor’s parameter
space (such as metallicity, mixing, winds, rotation, etc.) and investigate the su-
pernova nucleosynthesis of the elements. A popular approach to model the ini-
tial shock wave is the so-called “piston” model [338, 339]. Another one consists
of inducing artificial supernova explosions through the injection of energy in the
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pre-supernova model, such as a “thermal” bomb [340, 341] or a “kinetic” bomb
[342]. In all three cases, the energy source is placed just above the proto-NS
and is parameterized with a few free parameters, usually calibrated on the su-
pernova SN 1987A [322, 343]. Another strategy is based on parameterized 1-D
simulations, which use analytical formulae to model the heating of the engine
[37, 183, 322, 323, 344], or on simple ordinary differential equations for the prop-
erties of the explosion and the remnant [324]. These approaches permit inves-
tigating the progenitor-explosion connection, i.e., determining the stars’ explod-
ability. From the population synthesis point of view, several useful prescriptions
have been proposed to predict the stars’ explodability from their pre-supernova
configurations. Some examples are given in the following.

Fryer et al. [53] proposed an analytic methodology to estimate the explosion
properties based on the stellar structural configuration at the onset of the collapse
[see also 180]. They suggest that the final mass of the CO depends mostly on
the carbon-oxygen core mass and the star’s total mass. The first determines the
explodability, and the second the amount of fallback material on the proto-NS. In
their work, Fryer et al. [53], identified two possible supernova mechanisms, the
rapid one, in which the explosion happens within ∼ 250 ms and the delayed one
in which the explosion happens after ∼ 250 ms. The two models have a strong
impact on the fallback material, thus on the final CO mass [e.g. see 191].

O’Connor and Ott [183] identified a useful parameter called compactness, ξ2.5,
considered to be indicative of the star’s likelihood of exploding. The compactness
is defined as follows:

ξ2.5 =
M/M⊙

R(M = 2.5M⊙)/1000 km
(III.9)

where R is the radial coordinate that encloses the mass M at the time of the core
bounce. O’Connor and Ott [183] suggested that stars with a larger compactness
value (above 0.45) are more likely to collapse to a BH, avoiding the supernova
explosion. Later, Ugliano et al. [322] proposed a lower threshold for the compact-
ness between successful and unsuccessful supernovae (between 0.15 and 0.30).
Such studies found that the star’s resulting explodability is not simply connected
to the compactness parameter. Identifying a precise transition between stars that
explode or not with the compactness is difficult and could be model dependent.
Rather, compactness may suggest if a star “tends" to explode or not [37, 106, 322].

Ertl et al. [323] found a more refined approach to determine the final fates by
using a two-parameters model. The parameters that drive the explodability are
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Figure 6: The Figure shows a compilation of Type II supernova progenitors’
initial mass and luminosity estimates from direct imaging studies (green

squares on the top). The only implosion progenitor candidate is shown in black.
The vertical bars, on the bottom, show the final outcomes for non-rotating solar
metallicity progenitors [37, 325] based on a sample calibrated neutrino-driven
explosion model [323]. The comparison is made on the initial mass (left), and
on the luminosity (right). Figure adapted from Sukhbold and Adams [345].

M4, themass enclosed at the locationwhere the dimensionless entropy per baryon
is s = 4, and µ4, the radial derivative of mass at that location. They showed that
successful explosions could be distinguished in the µ4 vs M4µ4 plane. They also
found almost no fallback in successful supernovae.

To summarize, models with MZAMS < 15 M⊙ explode easily, and those with
MZAMS > 40 M⊙ mostly collapse to BHs. The fate of stars in the range 15−40 M⊙

is harder to predict. There are islands of explodability, and the fate is sensitive to
the final pre-supernova structure of the star and to the carbon-oxygen core com-
position [346]. Figure 6 shows an example of comparison between data obtained
from observations andmodels of supernova explosions. For the interested reader
on the comparison between various approaches and their impact on population
synthesis simulation, we suggest the recent paper by Patton et al. [347].

With the prescriptions for determining the explodability described so far, it is
possible to derive the final mass of the CO from the pre-supernova star. How-
ever, they do not include all the processes which could affect the final mass in
case of collapse to a BH. For instance, recent works [83, 348, 349] showed that
possible mass loss ejections could occur even in the case of a failed core-collapse
supernova. These authors found that after the core bounce, neutrinos ejection or
shock revival could generate shock waves which propagate outwards, driving the
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ejection of the external layers of the stars. The amount of mass lost via this mecha-
nism, and therefore, the final BHmass, depends on the final stellar configuration.
Fernández et al. [83] found that RSG stars could lose up to about 5 M⊙ during the
final collapse, while the more compact WR stars just ∼ 0.01 M⊙.

2. Electron-capture and pair-instability supernovæ

So far, we have described the standard core-collapse supernovae scenario, but
other peculiar ending fates could generate supernova explosions.

At the low-mass end of massive stars [8−10 M⊙, 60], stars are massive enough
to ignite carbon off-centre and form an Oxygen-Neon-Magnesium core sustained
by electron degeneracy. At this stage, electron capture on magnesium and then
on neon nuclei begins, removing part of the pressure support against gravity and
driving the core collapse [see 350–352, and references therein]. Like in the iron-
core collapse case, the collapse proceeds until a proto-NS forms and the strong
nuclear forces make the core bounce back. In this case, at variance with the iron
core-collapse case, the density profile of the star above the core is much steeper.
Therefore, the bounce-back shock does not stall andproceeds through the external
layers, producing a successful electron-capture supernova (ECSN) [353]. ECSNs
are expected to give low kicks to the newborn NS [354].

In the initial mass range above∼ 110 M⊙, theoretical models predict that stars
undergo the PI [61]. This dynamical instability is triggered by the creation of
the electron-positron pair when temperatures of ∼ 0.7− 3× 109 K and densities
of 103 − 106 g cm−3 are reached. Generally, such conditions are typical when
massive carbon-oxygen cores are formed [355, 356]. The pair creation process
converts photon energy into the newly created particles’ rest mass, decreasing the
pressure support to the star and destabilising the hydrostatic equilibrium. Such
instability may trigger the collapse of the core and a successive explosive ignition
of the oxygen. If the oxygen explosion is powerful enough, it can cause the star’s
total disruption, creating a PISN and leaving no remnant. If the oxygen burns
more gently, several ignitions of oxygen could generate pulses, which may extract
tens of solar masses before the star becomes stable again. Then, the star performs
core collapse (CC), leaving a BH. This is the pulsational pair instability supernova
(PPISN). If the oxygen explosion does not provide enough energy to lead the star
to the explosion, the collapse continues until the formation of a BH.

From results of 1-Dhydrodynamical simulations of non-rotating stars,Woosley
[61] found that stars with helium cores between ∼ 34 M⊙ and ∼ 64 M⊙ explode
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as PPISN; stars with helium cores between ∼ 64 M⊙ and ∼ 130 M⊙ are totally
disrupted by the oxygen flash and thus explode as PISN; finally, stars with cores
more massive than ∼ 130 M⊙ perform a direct collapse. Such theoretical models
predict the carving of a gap in the BHsmass spectrum (known as the PI mass gap),
which goes from∼ 50− 60 M⊙ to∼ 130 M⊙ [43, 45, 357]. Such limits have been
put under question after the detection of the GW190521 merger event [50, 51],
in which the mass of the primary BH (∼ 85 M⊙) has been found to lie in the
“forbidden” PI mass gap.

Several studies demonstrated the sensitivity of the mass gap edges to uncer-
tainties in themassive star’s evolution [see 46, 47, 68, 90, 91, 287, 358–360], leaving
the possibility that the primary BH of GW190521 formed via single stellar evolu-
tion. Among the various uncertainties proposed, the main ones are the 12C(α,
γ)16O nuclear reaction rate, the fate of the envelope in collapse, and the role of
convection in advanced phases. 12C(α, γ)16O is one of the most uncertain reac-
tion rates because it is difficult to measure [361]. It directly affects the C/O at the
end of the CHeB phase. Farmer et al. [358, 359] investigated the effect of the 12C(α,
γ)16O uncertainties on the final fate of pure-He stars, finding that the lower edge
of the mass gap may change more than ∼ 15 M⊙. Mapelli et al. [46] found that
the lower edge could increase by ∼ 25 M⊙ if it is assumed that the stellar enve-
lope falls into the BH during the CC. Later, Costa et al. [68] investigated the role
of 12C(α, γ)16O, the fate of the envelope and convection (convective undershoot-
ing) altogether. They concluded that themass gap shrinks assuming lower 12C(α,
γ)16O, and it could even disappear when adopting 12C(α, γ)16O−3σ (where σ is
the 68% confidence error). In particular, stars withMZAMS > 110 M⊙ may experi-
ence deep dredge-up episodes in the CHeB phase, which extracts matter from the
core, lowering their mass. Consequently, such stars may avoid the PI and produce
a BHs in the gap.

IV Summary

In the last eight years, the GW detectors of the LIGO-Virgo-KAGRA collabo-
ration gathered a continuously growing collection of merging events mainly in-
volving stellar mass BHs. These recent observations have deeply impacted the
astrophysical community, not only from the observational point of view but also
from the theoretical one. Understanding the formation channels of BBHs merg-
ers and studying the progenitors’ evolution is a fundamental step to interpreting
the observed GW events. These formation scenarios of BBHs involve evolutionary
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processes in single stars, binary stars, and multiple systems.
This contribution reviews the main aspects of the evolution of single-massive

stars. We briefly summarized how the adoption of computational models greatly
improved our knowledge due to the high degree of complexity involved. State-
of-the-art 1-D stellar models have reached unprecedented detail in the description
of stellar processes, and they can simulate the life of stars from their formation to
the final explosion. These tools allow us to study physics at play in stellar interi-
ors and link a star’s initial properties to a final compact remnant. However, the
final picture, which links a newborn star to its final outcome, is blurred by the
still big uncertainties of several processes that occur in massive stars. Important
processes such as stellar convection, stellar winds, rotation and magnetic fields
may influence the evolution of stars and totally change the final stellar configu-
ration before the supernova explosion. Convection is one of the open problems
in stellar astrophysics. It is a fully 3-D hydro-dynamical process, and its inclu-
sion in 1-D stellar evolutionary codes implies the adoption of free parameters that
must be calibrated. For this purpose, large-scale stellar surveys, newasteroseismic
measurements and multi-D models are fundamental ingredients to improve the
evolutionary models. Stellar winds are the main processes which characterize the
life of massive stars. They are mainly linked to stellar metallicity and play a role
in the evolution of the stellar radius, which can enormously affect the outcome of
the binary evolution (see Part II). They also affect the pre-supernova mass of the
stars. Advanced stellar winds models promise to tackle the biggest uncertainties,
which regard wind clumpiness, the radiative transfer treatment and the hydro-
dynamics in stellar atmospheres. Rotation and magnetic fields are two important
processes which can impact several stellar properties during and at the end of the
evolution. They can affect the stellar geometry, the internal mixing, the mass loss
and the angular momentum distribution over time. Properties of the BHs, like the
mass and the spin, are deeply linked to these processes. The final stage of massive
stars is an important phase which links the pre-supernova properties to the final
CO remnant. The general idea that BHswith stellar masses can originate from the
core collapse of massive stars is quite accepted by the astrophysical community.
However, the details of the collapse are still debated and are a matter of active
research. Several prescriptions are given in the literature to predict the explod-
ability of a star from its pre-supernova configuration. Yet, intrinsic uncertainties
due to the processes’ complexity are still big, and differentmodels predict a differ-
ent fate for identical initial pre-supernova configurations. On top of that, all the
uncertainties on the processes of stellar evolution propagate to the final collapse.
This new layer of complexity adds more uncertainties to the relation between the
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initial and final stellar mass.
Finally, massive stars are observed to be mostly part of binary or multiple sys-

tems; therefore, studying them as single objects do not give the complete picture.
Binary processes, likemass transfer or common envelope phases, could drastically
change the evolution of a binary and, under certain conditions, could lead to the
formation of merging BBHs, which we could observe with GW interferometers.
These processes will be discussed in the following Parts.
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Part II

Stellar evolution: binaries
Martyna Chruślińska and Jakub Klencki

V Introduction

It is evident that the vast majority of massive stars are in binaries or in higher-
order multiples [95, 96, 362–365], i.e. they form a gravitationally bound system
with at least one other nearby star. The fraction of stars formed in binaries in-
creases with mass, exceeding 85% for O-type stars (BH progenitors). The key
difference between the life of a single star (to large extent determined by its ini-
tial mass and metallicity) and a star in a binary is the opportunity to engage in
mass transfer interaction(s) with the companion. If a star expands in a binary
with a sufficiently narrow orbit, its outer layers may reach and go beyond the
point where the forces towards both binary components are equal. Specific lo-
cations where the gravitational forces from the two stars acting on a point mass
co-rotatingwith the system cancel out are called Lagrangian points (see Figure 7).
When the matter of an expanding star reaches the inner Lagrangian point, a star
is said to fill its Roche lobe. The Roche-lobe overflowing material is then lost from
the star and enters the potential well of its companion, which can accrete some
fraction of that material [366]. Mass exchange in a binary can severely affect ob-
servable characteristics of both stars and make their future evolution significantly
different from that of single stars with the same birth properties [74, 75, 367–370].
Mass transfer episodes modify the properties of the binary (orbital separation,
eccentricity, masses and spins of the binary components), in some cases enabling
the formation of various interesting classes of systems (e.g. low/high mass X-ray
binaries, ultraluminous X-ray sources) and transients (e.g. double compact ob-
ject (DCO)mergers, type Ia supernovae and hydrogen/helium poor core collapse
supernovae). This Part focuses on the evolution of massive binaries and intro-
duces the mass transfer (Section VI) and other processes acting in such systems
(Section VII) that are relevant for the formation and properties of stellar origin
BHs.
Massive stars (NS/BH progenitors) are often born in binaries with separations
that are comparable to the sizes that these stars reach during their evolution.
Consequently, the majority (≳70%) is expected to exchange mass with their com-
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Figure 7: A cross-section in the orbital plane of a binary system. Lines indicate
equipotential surfaces in the co-rotating frame of a circular orbit. Masses are

marked as “M1” and “M2”, Lagrangian points as ‘L1’ through to ‘L5’. The center
of mass is indicated with a cross. The thick curve defines the Roche lobes of the

two components. Figure adapted from Tauris and van den Heuvel [371].

panions at some point during their life [95, 96]. In other words, the formation
of stellar origin BHs is typically preceded by at least one phase of mass transfer
interaction. Single stellar evolution approximation may not allow for an accurate
description of their properties and for the correct interpretation of observations
of the systems/transients related to massive stars and stellar BHs.

VI Mass exchange

One of the key factors that determines how mass exchange affects the evo-
lution of a binary is the evolutionary phase of the two stars at the onset of the
interaction. We discuss this in Section VIA, where we describe howmassive stars
change radius during their evolution and highlight the relevant uncertainties in
the current stellar models. Another important characteristic of a mass exchange is
its stability: depending on whether the mass transfer proceeds in a dynamically
stable way or leads to the common-envelope evolution, it can produce vastly dif-
ferent binary evolution outcomes. We discuss this aspect in Section VI B. Finally,
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we consider the effects of a mass exchange on the binary orbit (Sections VIC 1
and VIC 2), the properties of the donor star (mass loser, Section VIC 3) and those
of the accretor (mass gainer, Sections VIC 4 and VIC 5). Despite mass transfer in
a binary has been a subject of intense research spanning many years, a vast array
of open questions remains. Throughout this section we highlight some of those
questions and unknowns that are relevant for the formation and evolution of BH
binaries.

A. When: evolution of stellar radii

The size of a star changes substantially during its evolution. Massive stars
tend to slowly expand during core hydrogen- and CHeB stages. On top of that,
when hydrogen or helium in the center becomes exhausted, the energy produc-
tion drops down and the core begins to contract. In response, the structure of the
entire star needs to adjust and the outer layers (the envelope) rapidly expand in
the so-called "mirror effect". The rate at which a star burns its nuclear fuel (1/τnuc,
where τnuc is the nuclear timescale10) increases with mass. Therefore, the initially
more massive star in a binary (primary) is the first to expand, fill its Roche lobe,
and become a donor in a mass transfer. The mass exchange is usually initiated
during those evolutionary phases that are accompanied by a significant radial ex-
pansion. What are those phases and when the star of a given mass reaches its
maximum size depends on its birth metallicity (see Figure 8).

Three cases of mass transfer are conventionally distinguished in the literature
(caseA, B andC respectively, [373]). In caseA, the donor star fills its Roche-lobe as
a result of its slow expansion on theMS, i.e, during core-hydrogen burning. How-
ever, different definitions of case B/Cmass transfer are used in the literature - case
B either refers to themass transfer initiated after the end of core-hydrogen burning
but before core helium ignition (case C then corresponds to the interaction during
helium shell burning or later) or encompasses interactions initiated between the
end of core-hydrogen burning to the end of the CHeB (case C then corresponds to
the mass transfer happening after the end of the CHeB). The parameter space for
case A type of interaction is relatively small as it is limited to systems with short
10 Computed as a ratio of the energy produced in the nuclear reactions Enuc to the luminosity of
the star L: τnuc = Enuc

L ≈ 1010 M
M⊙

L⊙
L yr on the MS (and >10 times shorter at later burning

stages). Using the approximate mass-luminosity relation for the massive main sequence stars
L ∝ M3.5 leads to τnuc ∝ M−2.5. This last scaling is appropriate for stars with masses roughly
in the range 2M⊙ ≲ M ≲ 50M⊙; more massive stars have a much weaker dependence (L ∝ M ,
otherwise the estimated τnuc would be unrealistically short) [372].
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Figure 8: Radius
evolution of a 25 M⊙
single star model at
three metallicities

(representative of the
Milky Way like

galaxies, star forming
dwarf galaxies such as
the Small Magellanic
Cloud and young
galaxies in the early
Universe). Different
colours correspond to
different evolutionary
phases. The horizontal
dashed line roughly
separates the radii

above/below which the
model stars have

convective/radiative
envelopes. Modified

figure from [101]. Here
solar metallicity

Z⊙=0.017

pre-interaction periods of about 10 days or less, depending on mass and metallic-
ity. The more massive and the more metal-rich the star, the larger it gets during
theMS, which increases the chance for a case A interaction [101, 151, 374]. In par-
ticular, the envelopes of some of the most massive and metal rich main sequence
stars (≳ 40M⊙ at solar metallicity) in which the gravity and radiation pressure
at the surface are comparable (i.e. approaching the Eddington limit) might be-
come inflated [85, 214, 374–376]. Such inflated envelopes could reach the sizes of
red supergiants (∼ 1000 R⊙). As a consequence, most binary systems with such
stars would initiate mass transfer already during the MS [101]. Yet, little effort
has been put so far into understanding of mass transfer from an inflated-envelope
star [though see 377]. 1D stellar evolution codes (the most common and compu-
tationally feasible tool) were shown to overpredict the phenomenon of envelope
inflation compared to more accurate 3D hydrodynamic simulations of massive
star envelopes [378, 379].

Following the stage of core-hydrogen burning, massive stars expand rapidly
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(on the thermal timescale) until regaining equilibrium as CHeB stars. During
this brief phase (the Hertzsprung gap) the radii of solar-like metallicity stars can
increase by even 2 orders of magnitude, making it the most significant phase of
expansion and the most common starting point for a mass transfer interaction in
metal-rich environments. The maximum size is reached when the star becomes a
RSG and has an outer convective envelope.
However, as illustrated in Figure 8, the degree of Hertzprung gap expansion
depends on metallicity [380, 381]. Low-metallicity massive stars may remain
compact for longer, with the bulk of the expansion occurring only after the onset
of CHeB.
Very low metallicity massive stars (the 0.01Z⊙ example in Figure 8) may expe-
rience a phase of significant radial expansion even later in their evolution, i.e.
following the core-He depletion (during the so-called helium Hertzprung gap
phase) [286, 382]. Therefore, such stars are likely to initiate mass transfer in the
very late stages of their evolution (≲103−4 yr before the core collapse in the case
of BH progenitors) [101].

The metallicity trend in stellar radius evolution illustrated in Figure 8 results
from a combination of various metallicity dependent effects. Birth composition
affects factors such as the nuclear burning efficiency, radiative opacity, and mean
molecular weight (entering the equation of state), non-trivially affecting stellar
evolution [383]. The increase of the radius of MS stars with metallicity is found to
be a robust prediction of stellar models. In contrast, the extent of rapid post-MS
expansion of massive stars was shown to be sensitive to the degree of chemi-
cal mixing above the convective core through processes such as overshooting,
semiconvection, or rotationally-induced mixing [65, 101, 107, 380, 384–388]. Ef-
ficiency of those mixing processes is largely unknown (particularly in the case
of massive stars) and its observational calibration is an area of active research
[108, 152, 165, 170, 389–394]. Therefore, while the general trend with metallicity
(i.e. lower metallicity stars expanding later in their evolution) is to be expected
and is broadly consistent with the local observations, the exact degree of post-
MS expansion at any given mass and metallicity is very uncertain. One particular
consequence of this trend is that a binary with the same initial parameters formed
at different metallicity is likely to enter mass transfer at different ages and evolu-
tionary stages of the donor. As we discuss in the next section, this may affect the
course and outcome of the mass transfer interaction itself [395].
Besides the evolutionary stage, another characteristic of the donor star that is de-
cisive for how the mass transfer proceeds is the type of its outer envelope. As
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further discussed in Section VI B, whether the outer envelope it is dominated by
radiative or convective energy transport is crucial for the mass transfer stability.
The boundary between those two regimes has been roughly indicated in Figure
8. Unlike low- and intermediate-mass stars, massive stars show relatively little
expansion after their envelopes become convective [101]. This means that mass
transfer from a radiative-envelope donor is much more common in the massive
star regime.
The expansion of massive stars may be limited as a result of very high mass-loss
rates in winds or exceptionally strong internal chemical mixing. The empirical
Humphreys-Davidson limit in the HR diagram may be an indication of such
a suppressed expansion in the high mass regime. Almost no stars in the local
Universe are found in this high luminosity-low temperature part of the HR di-
agram that is expected to be occupied by expanded stars with initial masses of
roughly ≳ 40M⊙ [84, 396, 397]. Both extensive mass-loss (e.g., LBV winds, see
also Section III B) [211, 215, 222, 398–400] and abnormally high convective-core
overshooting during the MS [214, 387, 401, 402] were invoked as possible factors
restricting the expansion of stars beyond the Humphreys-Davidson limit. In case
of very massive (≳ 100M⊙) high metallicity stars, mass loss during the MS may
already be strong enough for them to avoid any post-MS expansion. Instead, such
stars may shrink to become hot and compact helium-rich WR stars [239, 403].
Finally, in presence of strong rotationally-induced mixing, massive metal-poor
stars may become chemically homogeneous (see Section III C and Section VIIA 1,
and references therein). Such stars completely avoid expanding into classical gi-
ants. The maximum sizes that they reach throughout their evolution are of the
order of∼ 10 R⊙, which significantly limits the parameter space for mass transfer
interactions.
All these factors that influence the evolution of radii of massive stars strongly af-
fect the parameter space for binary evolution leading to the formation of systems
containing stellar BHs [65, 101, 404, 405].

B. How: stability of mass transfer

The nature and stability of the mass exchange is crucial for the future fate and
evolution of the binary. During the interaction both the size of the donor star
and that of its Roche lobe change in response to mass and angular momentum
loss/transfer. The companion star (the accretor) also reacts to the gained mass,
either by expansion or contraction, depending onwhether its envelope is radiative
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or convective [406–408], see also Section VIC 4. Expansion of radiative-envelope
accretorsmay lead to the formation of contact binaries and additional angularmo-
mentum loss from outer Langrangian points [74, 145, 409–411]. This complicated
process is not yet well understood and is usually neglected in considerations of
mass transfer stability, which are focused on the behavior of the donor star.
To first order, the stability of a mass transfer interaction depends on whether the
radius of the donor (Rdonor) expands or contracts with respect to the donor’s
Roche lobe radius (RL) as a result of mass exchange.11 The stability analysis is
thus commonly done by comparing the mass-radius response exponents: ζRL =

dlogRL/dlogMdonor and ζRd = dlogRdonor/dlogMdonor, where Mdonor is the donor
mass and dMdonor < 0 during mass transfer. The condition for mass transfer sta-
bility is then ζRd ≥ ζRL, and the challenge that one needs to face boils down the
correct determination of those coefficients. This is by no means an easy task - a
great portion of our knowledge of stellar evolution is condensed in ζRd and its ac-
curate determination is limited by the related uncertainties (see Section VI B 2).
In turn, all the complexity of the mass and angular momentum loss and exchange
experienced by the binary system is hidden within the single parameter ζRL (see
Section VI B 1).

1. Roche lobe radius

RL of the donor can be conveniently approximatedwith the Eggleton’s formula
[412]:

RL

a
=

0.49 q2/3

0.6 q2/3 + ln(1 + q1/3)
(VI.1)

and depends only on the orbital separation a and the donor to accretor mass ra-
tio q = Mdonor

Maccretor
. However, both quantities change (either increase or decrease)

as a result of the mass transfer. The evolution of those parameters depends on
what fraction of mass lost by the donor is accreted by the companion (i.e. on the
conservativeness of the mass transfer β, defined as Ṁaccretor = −β Ṁdonor) and on
the amount of angular momentum that is carried away from the system by the
non-accreted matter. Therefore, the rate at which RL changes as the donor loses
mass crucially depends on the characteristics of the mass transfer. It is also af-
fected by all the other processes that change the orbital separation and masses of
either of the binary components (see Section VII). Many of such processes may
11 The Roche lobe radius is defined as the radius of a sphere enclosing the same volume as the
volume of the Roche lobe.
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happen simultaneously with the mass transfer (e.g. tidal interactions, mass and
angular momentum loss through stellar winds, angular momentum loss through
GW emission from a binary). Their effect can be neglected in the mass transfer
stability analysis if the associated mass/angular momentum loss is much smaller
or happens on a much longer timescale than the binary interaction.
The simplest case of binary interaction is a fully conservative mass transfer, in
which all the mass lost by the donor is accreted by the companion and the angu-
lar momentum of the binary is conserved, i.e. the quantity:

Jorb = MdonorMaccretor

(
Ga(1− e2)

Mdonor +Maccretor

)1/2

(VI.2)

Jorb=const. in the conservative case. Here G is the gravitational constant and e

eccentricity of the orbit. Tidal forces are thought to efficiently circularize the bi-
nary orbit before the onset of the interaction and if that is the case e ≈ 0 (but
see Section VIIA). Using equations VI.1 and VI.2 one can then easily show that
ζRL = 2.13q− 1.67 depends solely by the mass ratio. That is why the critical mass
ratio qcrit is often invoked to discuss the stability of the interaction: for any ζRd one
can determine qcrit such that if q > qcrit the mass transfer is unstable. In a non-
conservative case, increasing mass loss from the system (lowering β) generally
tends to decrease ζRL (and increase qcrit), therefore having a stabilising effect on
the mass transfer. However, ζRL determination (and its behaviour as a function of
q; see e.g. Figure 4 in [413]) heavily depends on how the angular momentum is
removed from the orbit, in particular on the amount of specific (i.e. per unitmass)
angular momentum jloss carried away by the escaping matter. During the mass
transfer jloss is often assumed to be the same as the specific angular momentum of
the matter at the accretor’s orbit around the center of mass. This corresponds to
the idealized scenario in which the mass is ejected from the accretor’s surface lay-
ers/inner part of the accretion diskwith high velocity (so that it does not exchange
any angular momentum with the system; this mode of mass loss is often called
“isotropic re-emission”). In practice, jloss may be greater than that, for instance,
if the accretor’s Roche lobe is filled with mass which (or some fraction of it) then
starts to escape the system from the outer Lagrangian point. In general, increas-
ing jloss works to decrease the orbital separation (and therefore to decrease RL),
increasing the chances for mass transfer instability. Both β and jloss are uncertain
and often treated as free parameters when modelling binary interactions.
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2. Donor radius and its response to mass loss

In an idealized case, any removal of mass from a star drives it out of both the
hydrostatic and thermal equilibrium [413–415]. A star responds to mass loss on
two different timescales and there is no single ζRd value. The initial response is
to regain hydrostatic equilibrium, which happens on the dynamical timescale (∼
days to years, tdyn ∝ R3/2M−1/2)[416]. On the longer thermal timescale, the star
regains thermal equilibrium, i.e. the balance between energy production, trans-
port, and release from the surface (tth ∝ R−1M 2L−1, which is typically∼ 103−105

yr for massive stars)[416].
In the classical approach, the dynamical response of the star to mass loss, char-
acterized by ζdynRd , has been studied in an adiabatic approximation, using stellar
models with a fixed entropy profile [415, 417]. It was shown that the adiabatic
response of a star to mass loss is dictated by the entropy profile at the surface
layers, which in turn depends on whether the star has a radiative or a convective
outer envelope. A convective-envelope star, with a flat entropy profile, tends to
expand (ζdynRd < 0), whereas a radiative-envelope star, with a steep entropy gradi-
ent, shrinks in respond to mass loss (ζdynRd > 0). As a results, mass transfer from
convective-envelope donors is muchmore prone to become dynamically unstable.
This general rule of thumb can be demonstrated analytically [413, 418] and was
confirmed in some of the early full binary evolution calculations [419, 420].
The use of the adiabatic approximation is justified so long as the dynamical
timescale is too short for any significant heat transfer within a star [415, 417, 421].
This, however, was shown to not be true in the outer envelopes of (massive) gi-
ant stars where thermal relaxation is fast and cannot be neglected even on the
dynamical timescale [422, 423]. The way to circumvent this issue is to either to
allow for some thermal relaxation to take place [424] or, ideally, to compute full
binary evolution models without the adiabatic assumption [425, 426]. While the
importance of this effect is yet to be quantified for the entire parameter space of
donor stars, current results yield ζdynRd values that are lower(higher) for stars with
convective(radiative) envelopes compared to the adiabatic models.

Predicting the stellar response tomass loss on a longer, thermal timescale ζthRd is
more complex. This response depends on the entire internal structure, which can
vary for different stars depending on their evolutionary stage and previous binary
interactions [395, 427]. In general, (at least initially) most stars tend to thermally
expand [411, 428, 429]. As we discuss in the following sections, this leads to a
phase of thermal-timescale mass transfer which can either (a) strip the entire en-
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velope at the rate Ṁth ≈ Mdonor/tth, (b) slow down to the nuclear timescale once
a partially-stripped donor is able to regain thermal equilibrium within its Roche
lobe, or (c) runaway into instability Ṁ >> Ṁth if the donor keeps expanding
with respect to its Roche lobe or a delayed-dynamical instability with ζdynRd < ζRL

occurs at a later stage of the interaction.

3. Combining the two: stability criteria and the mass transfer timescales

Based on the dynamical and thermal responses of the donor star to mass loss,
one can deduce whether the mass transfer is stable as well as the timescale, on
which the mass is exchanged. If both ζRL < ζdynRd and ζRL < ζthRd, the donor star
contracts with respect to its Roche lobe on both the dynamical and the thermal
timescale. The mass transfer rate is then dictated by the nuclear evolution of the
donor, combined with the orbital evolution of the system due to other processes
such as tides, magnetic braking, gravitational radiation, wind mass loss, (see Sec-
tion VII). Those other processes typically play aminor role in the orbital evolution
during other, rapidmass transfer cases discussed below. The timescale of nuclear-
timescale mass transfer can still span orders of magnitude, depending mostly on
the mass and evolutionary stage of the donor star. For instance, in low mass X-
ray binaries, with typical donor masses of ≲ 1M⊙, the timescale of the (nuclear)
mass transfer is billions of years (τnuc ≳ 1010 yr). Meanwhile, a BH high-mass
X-ray binary (donor mass ≳ 10M⊙) evolving on a nuclear timescale would have
a lifetime of a few millions of years (τnuc ∼ 107 yr).
If ζRL < ζdynRd but ζRL > ζthRd, the donor star is able to regain hydrostatic equilib-
rium (and maintain it during mass transfer) but is unable to regain thermal equi-
librium. In a futile attempt to do so, the star keeps expanding with respect to its
Roche lobe, driving a thermal-timescale mass transfer. Stable thermal-timescale
mass transfer in massive binaries typically leads to mass transfer rates of the or-
der of ∼ 10−3M⊙/yr, with the entire phase lasting for about ≲ 104 yr. The short
timescale means that one is unlikely to observe a system during this phase.
Finally, in the case when ζRL > ζdynRd and ζRL > ζthRd the donor star is unable to re-
gain hydrostatic equilibrium without continuously expanding with respect to its
Roche lobe on the dynamical timescale. This runaway process is thought to lead
to a Common Envelope (CE) phase [430–434]. In a simple picture of CE evolu-
tion, the envelope expands so much that it engulfs the entire binary system [435].
At some point during this process, the envelope loses co-rotation with respect to
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the binary orbit12. The companion, now moving through a gaseous medium of
the expanded envelope, experiences increased drag force and starts to spiral in
deeper into the shared envelope. If there is no way to stop this process, the com-
panion sinks into the core of the giant donor and the binary components merge.
To avoid this scenario, the envelope needs to be ejected from the system, which
requires that some amount of energy (at least equal to its binding energyEbind) is
deposited into the envelope. The commonly considered source of energy that can
be (with some efficiency αCE) dissipated into the envelope is that of the shrink-
ing binary orbit. However, many different processes, with various efficiencies,
may contribute to the unbinding of the envelope. Both sides of the energy bal-
ance equation that one effectively needs to consider:

Ebind = αCE∆Eorb (+other energy sources) (VI.3)

are very uncertain and the treatment of the CE evolution is one of the biggest
sources of uncertainty in binary evolution, inherited by the population models
of binary-related systems and transients. Dynamically unstable interaction is an
extremely short-lived phase and it is even less likely to be directly observed than
thermal-timescale mass transfer. In both cases, observational constraints on such
binary interactions have to rely mostly on the information carried by post interac-
tion products.
The mass transfer may be dynamically unstable from the beginning, but it may
also gradually evolve into instability after a phase of stable mass transfer inter-
action. This was demonstrated with some of the early detailed binary evolution
calculations [420] and also found in the adiabatic mass-loss model [415]. Those
results show that only after the substantial fraction of the outer envelope has been
stripped in a stable way, ζdynRd decreases enough to lead to instability. This phe-
nomenon is referred to as “delayed” dynamical instability. A delayed instability
may also arise as a result of a thermal-timescale mass transfer. The system in
which the donor star is gradually increasing in size with respect to its Roche lobe
may lose a non-negligible amount of mass through the outer Langrangian points
(L2/L3). The matter escaping through outer Lagrangian points carries a lot of
angular momentum away from the binary, driving an increased shrinkage of the
orbit [436]. Understanding the conditions leading to such a delayed instability
is an area of active research [424–426, 437, 438]. The relatively long duration
on which the instability arises (hundreds of years) calls for the use of detailed
12 Assuming the rotation of the donor was synchronized due to strong tides in the phase leading
up to CE evolution
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stellar evolution codes. However, most of such codes are limited to 1D and an
interacting binary (with stars highly distorted from their spherical shapes) is
clearly not a 1D problem. While simplifications are unavoidable to make the task
computationally feasible, it is certainly worth the effort, given that most cases of
unstable mass transfer evolution in the massive-star regime are likely the result of
such an instability [425]. This stems from the fact that most massive donors have
outer radiative envelopes [101], for which an immediate (adiabatic) instability
would only occur in cases of extreme mass ratios [421, 424]. One consequence
of a delayed dynamical instability is that at the onset of the CE phase the binary
is already surrounded by a torus of non-accreted matter, which may affect the
observational signatures of optical transient associated with CE evolution known
as luminous red novae [439–443].
The above considerations still neglect the potential response of the accreting star
to the addedmass. If the companion is donatedmass on a timescale that is shorter
than its thermal readjustment, it is driven out of thermal equilibrium. That is the
case, for instance, if the binary enters a thermal timescale mass transfer from a
more massive donor to a less massive stellar companion. Stellar response to mass
gain is the reverse to that expected due to mass loss: accreting star with a convec-
tive envelope shrinks, while that with a radiative envelope expands and may fill
its own Roche lobe leading to a contact binary and possibly affecting the stability
of the interaction [407, 408, 444–447]. We caution that this is often not accounted
for in the binary mass transfer models which treat the accretor as a point mass or
are limited to non-conservative mass transfer.

In summary, the mass transfer is likely to be stable if the donor is radiative
(ζdynRd > 0) and the binary mass ratio q is not too extreme. The exact value of
the critical mass ratio for massive radiative donors may be a strong function of
the orbital separation [424]. Conversely, if the donor has a deep outer convective
envelope (characterized by ζdynRd < 0) then in most cases the mass transfer will
become dynamically unstable. Which stars, and when during their evolution,
develop deep convective envelopes is a strong function of both birth mass and
metallicity (see Sec. VIA and references therein). In general, the higher the mass
of a star and the lower the metallicity, the smaller the parameter space for it to ini-
tiate mass transfer at a convective-envelope state. In the context of the evolution
of BH binary progenitors this means that: i) high mass, low metallicity BH pro-
genitors evolving in binaries are more likely to avoid the CE evolution and only
interact through stable mass transfer; ii) low mass, high metallicity BH progeni-
tors evolving in binaries are more likely to engage in CE evolution [437, 448]. This
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dichotomy may lead to systematic differences in BH merger times and properties
of BH mergers that originate from low and high metallicity binary progenitors
[449–451].
The major sources of uncertainty entering the determination of the stability of
binary interaction are related to the amount of mass and angular momentum es-
caping the system with the non-accreted matter, the stellar (envelope) structure
of the donor (setting its response to mass loss), and the response of the accretor
star to the rapid gain of mass and angular momentum.

C. Mass transfer: effect on the evolution

1. Impact on the orbit: stable mass transfer case

The orbital evolution of a binary that undergoes stable mass transfer evolution
can be described by investigating the change in its orbital angularmomentum Jorb.
Using equation VI.2 one can derive the general formula:

2
J̇orb
Jorb

= 2
Ṁdonor

Mdonor

+ 2
Ṁaccretor

Maccretor

− Ṁdonor + Ṁaccretor

Mdonor +Maccretor

+
ȧ

a
+

(−2eė)

(1− e2)
(VI.4)

It is often assumed that at the onset of the Roche Lobe Overflow (RLOF) the orbit
is fully circularised by tides, i.e. e ≈ 0 therefore allowing to neglect the last term
(see e.g. [413, 452–458] for the more general case with non-zero e). The specific
angular momentum of the ejected matter, jloss, is often expressed in the units of
the specific angular momentum of the binary by introducing a parameter γ:

jloss = γ
Jorb

Mdonor +Maccretor

=
J̇orb

Ṁdonor + Ṁaccretor

,

→ J̇orb
Jorb

=
γ(1− β)Ṁdonor

Mdonor +Maccretor

.

(VI.5)

The effect on the orbit thendepends on the conservativenessβ = −Ṁaccretor/Ṁdonor

and γ parameters:

ȧ

a
= −2

Ṁdonor

Mdonor

(
1− β

Mdonor

Maccretor

− (γ +
1

2
)(1− β)

Mdonor

Mdonor +Maccretor

)
(VI.6)
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Figure 9: Visual representation
of the expression 1 - f(q, β, γ) =
1− qβ − (γ + 1

2
)(1− β) q

1+q
from

equation VI.6 that, for a given
set of parameters β and γ

determines the evolution of the
orbital separation of the binary

with mass ratio q. If this
expression is negative, the

orbital separation decreases as
the donor loses mass. Black line
corresponds to the conservative

mass transfer case. Colors
indicate different values of β,
different line styles indicate
different modes of angular
momentum loss. Thick solid
lines correspond to isotropic
re-emission (γ = q), thin solid
lines to fast isotropic wind

(γ = 1/q), colored ranges span
the range of γ = γring of the
circumbinary ring with aring

between 1.8a (dashed) and 2.6a
(dotted).

Because Ṁdonor < 0, the orbit shrinks (ȧ < 0)when the expression in the paren-
thesis in equation VI.6 is negative (see Figure 9 for the illustration). This is, for
instance, the case for conservative mass transfer (β=1, γ=0) as long as q > 1. As
soon as the mass ratio reverses (and q drops below 1), the orbit begins to expand.
The parameters β and γ, and theway how they depend on the properties of partic-
ular stars and binaries, are usually poorly known. The value of γ strongly depends
on where the non-accreted matter is lost from the system. The most commonly
considered, idealized scenarios include the “fast (Jeans) isotropic emission” from
the vicinity of the donor (typical assumption for mass loss through stellar wind),
in which case γ = Maccretor

Mdonor
or the “isotropic re-emission” from the proximity of the

accretor, leading to γ = γiso = Mdonor

Maccretor
(typical assumption for mass loss during

non-conservative mass transfer). The latter case is also though to be a good ap-
proximation for the mass ejected through jets or fast disk-winds launched in the
proximity of a compact accretor in X-ray binaries. However, if (part of) the ejecta
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is slow-moving, the non-accreted mass may be escaping with notably higher spe-
cific angular momentum than in both the above cases. Such ejecta continues to
exert torques on the binary orbit and gain angular momentumwhile moving out-
wards. This may happen, for instance, when part of the non-accreted mass forms
a curcumbinary disk or torus, as seems to be the case in the SS433 system, an X-
ray binarywith a stellar BH accretor that currently evolves through a face of stable
and largely non-conservative mass transfer [459–461]. A formation of a circumbi-
nary disk may also occur when the Roche lobe of the accretor becomes overfilled
with mass, such that it reaches the critical potential surface corresponding to the
outer Lagrangian point L2. The matter will then flow through L2 and, not having
enough energy to escape, starts orbiting the system on a Keplerian orbit at a cer-
tain distance aring from its center of mass. In ejection through a circumbinary disk
scenario, the specific angular momentum of the escaping mass γ=γring depends
on the aring/a ratio [462]:

γring =
(Mdonor +Maccretor)

2

MdonorMaccretor

√
aring
a

=
(q + 1)2

q

√
aring
a

(VI.7)

The three modes of angular momentum loss introduced above are compared in
Figure 9. For the illustration of the circumbinary ring angular momentum loss
scheme, we follow [462] and consider aring/a between 1.8 and 2.6 as plausible
values.
It is worth noticing that the wind-type of mass loss typically leads to the widen-
ing of the orbit (especially in the lack of wind accretion β=0). Wind mass loss
rate of massive stars Ṁdonor; wind is expected to heavily depend on the metallicity
(the higher the metallicity, the higher Ṁdonor; wind [202, 204, 205, 463, 464]). This
means that when similar types of systems are compared, one can expect higher
metallicity binaries to be wider. One can also notice that if the non-accreted mass
carries sufficiently high specific angular momentum (as in the example of the cir-
cumbinary ring), the orbit can shrink for a wide range of mass ratios and conser-
vativeness parameters.
Understanding the extent to which the orbital separation can decrease as a result
of stable mass transfer is crucial in the context of the formation of merging BBH
systems. For the BBH system to merge within the time shorter than the age of
the Universe, its separation needs to be smaller than a few 10 R⊙ (depending
on the masses, see Section VII B). Typical BH progenitors reach radii ≳ 100 R⊙

during their lifetime (see Figure 8), so the formation of a BBH merger through
isolated evolution typically requires a mass transfer interaction that significantly
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shrinks the orbital separation (see also Section X). Whether this is feasible with
stable mass transfer evolution is a matter of an ongoing debate in the literature
[437, 448–450, 465, 466]. An alternative, that was long considered the dominant
mechanism responsible for the drastic orbital tightening of the BBH merger pro-
genitors formed in isolated binaries, is the CE evolution.

2. Impact on the orbit: unstable (CE) case

Once a binary is deemed to undergo an unstable mass transfer and CE evolu-
tion, the most important question that one has to answer is whether the system is
going to survive this interaction. If the answer is negative, the binary components
merge and a single object is formed, possibly with some unique or exotic prop-
erties. Stellar mergers are hypothesized to lead to the formation of, for instance,
massive stars with strong magnetic fields [467], blue stragglers and blue MS in
clusters [468–470], Thorne-Zytkov objects [471–473], isolated binary-origin BH
with mass in the pair-instability gap [102, 105, 474]. The details of the merging
process as well as the fate and properties of the merger product are uncertain. If
the binary can avoid the merger during the CE evolution, one needs to determine
the post-interaction properties of the system - in particular the final separation.
CE is a complex problem that is inherently challenging to model, as it requires
accounting for physical effects happening on very different spatial and temporal
scales [433, 434, 475, 476]. In the big picture, the outcome of CE evolution cru-
cially depends on the binding energy of the envelope as well as on the efficiency
with which energy from various sources is deposited in the envelope (and can
ultimately lead to its ejection). That is the essence of the so-called energy for-
malism [477], which allows one to obtain a crude estimate of the final (post-CE
ejection) orbital separation of the binary and is commonly used e.g. in popula-
tion synthesis studies [44, 189, 478–484] (see also Section IX). In this framework,
the difference in orbital energy between the CE onset and CE ejection multiplied
by an efficiency parameter αCE is compared against the energy needed to unbind
the envelope (sometimes additional energy sources, contributing with different
efficiencies are considered as in equation VI.3). Another parameter, λCE is used
to characterise the binding energy of the envelope of the donor as follows:

Ebind =
GMdonorMenv

λCERdonor

(VI.8)
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hereMenv is the mass of donor’s the envelope. Equation VI.3 then takes the form:

GMdonor;iniMenv

λCERdonor

= αCE

(
GMdonor;finMaccretor;fin

2afin
− GMdonor;iniMaccretor;ini

2aini

)
(+other energy sources)
(VI.9)

where the indices ‘ini’ and ‘fin’ refer to the values of masses and separations at
the CE onset and after the CE ejection, respectively, and Mdonor;fin = Mdonor;ini −
Menv. In the simplest formulation, if we neglect the other energy sources term in
Equation VI.913, the final separation becomes:

afin = Mdonor;finMaccretor;fin

(
Mdonor;iniMaccretor;ini

aini
+

2αCE

λCE

MdonorMenv

Rdonor

)−1

(VI.10)
Cases when afin is so small that the helium core of the donor star would overflow
its Roche lobe are interpreted as CE events leading to stellar mergers. In the en-
ergy formalism, all the complexity of the CE process is then hidden within the
αCE and λCE parameters.
It can be seen that the higher the λCE , the more loosely bound the envelope. The
value of λCE can be obtained from 1D stellar models. It was shown that λCE can
take values spanning orders of magnitude, depending on the envelope type (ra-
diative or convective) and the evolutionary stage and internal structure of the CE
donor [485, 486]. Detailed calculations show that λCE tends to increase with the
increasing fraction of mass contained in the outer convective envelope and that
this increase may be quite drastic - Ebind can drop by more than a factor of 10 as
the envelope of a massive giant becomes convective [448].

In order to compute Ebind from a stellar model one needs to assume the ex-
act location of the boundary between the envelope (that is to be ejected) and the
core of the giant CE donor. Because most of the binding energy is located in deep
envelope layers near the core, the assumed core-envelope boundary can have a
substantial effect on the value of Ebind (even more than an order of magnitude
difference in the case of convective-envelope donors [486–488]). Multiple criteria
for the core-envelope boundary for CE evolution have been proposed in the litera-
ture but no consensus is reached [433, 434]. Notably, depending on the amount of
hydrogen-richmaterial left on top of the helium core after the envelope is ejected, a
CE phasemay be immediately followed by another phase of (stable)mass transfer
[448, 489–493]. This would continue to affect the orbital separation of the system
13 In practice, if energy sources other than the orbital energy term are included, then usually it is
done in an implicit way, e.g. by increasing the value of αCE or decreasing the λCE parameter.
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and is not captured by the simple parametrisation in Equation VI.10.
The second parameter in Eqn. VI.10, αCE , represents the efficiency with which
orbital energy is deposited inside the envelope during the inspiral. In principle,
its value should thus be limited to αCE < 1. However, any result pointing to
αCE > 1 is not always unphysical as it may indicate that additional energy sources
are present in the system and contribute in ejecting the envelope (or that theEbind

term has been overestimated). The most likely agents for additional energy in-
put are the internal energy of the envelope (gas and radiation) and the energy
released upon recombination of hydrogen and helium [494, 495]. These energy
sources may not act immediately as they require the envelope to expand, decom-
press, cool, and recombine. Some of the released energy is then reprocessed into
kinetic energy (and may help to remove the envelope) while the rest is likely ra-
diated away and lost from the system [496, 497]. The efficiency of these processes
is unclear and remains an area of active research, with some of the key aspects
being the timescale on which the internal energy is released and where in the en-
velope it occurs [498–500]. It is important to realize that the potential contribution
of internal energy is often already incorporated in the λCE values reported in the
literature (rather than in the energy term and αCE), where it is assumed to lower
the binding energy of the envelope with maximum eficiency (i.e. neglecting ra-
diative loses) [448, 485, 486, 501, 502]. There is no consistency in the literature
in this respect and when combining different λCE and αCE estimates one should
make sure that no potential energy sources (in particular the internal energy con-
tribution) are counted twice.
Constraining the value of αCE has been at the forefront of CE research for a long
time. On the theoretical side, 3D hydrodynamic simulations of the CE inspiral
suggest αCE < 1 (e.g. αCE = 0.046-0.25 in Clayton et al. 503, αCE ≲ 0.5 based on
Nandez et al. 494, Nandez and Ivanova 498, αCE ≲ 0.4 found by Law-Smith et al.
504, and αCE = 0.3-0.7 across the simulations of Lau et al. 499, Ondratschek et al.
505, Sand et al. 506 when combined with λCE that includes internal energy). A
notable result from simulations are cases when the inspiral slows down or ceases
without ejecting the entire envelope (e.g. just the convective part), which lowers
the amount of binding energy that needs to be overcome and, at the face value,
increases the effective αCE value to even ≳ 1 − 2 [490, 499, 507]. It is important
to realize that such a variant of CE evolution, most likely only realistic in the case
of convective-envelope donors with a steep density gradient at the bottom of the
convective zone, is likely to be followed by another phase of mass transfer that
would strip the remaining H-rich layers [489, 492, 508]. The final orbital separa-
tion (and the effective value of αCE) may further be affected by tidal torques from
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the recently ejected material [509] and is likely to depend on the mass ratio [507].
Finally, it is worth noting that the vast majority of 3D simulations of the CE phase
to date has been limited to convective-envelope donors, which are the typical case
in the low- to intermediate-mass regime, but may not be the most common case
of donors in the massive star regime [101].
Observationally, αCE can be constrained by studying post-CE systems (e.g. dou-
blewhite-dwarf binaries) and reconstructing their pre-CE orbits [510–515]. While
this approach suffers from uncertainties in the reconstruction of pre-CE param-
eters, it generally points out to αCE < 1 values, in line with most theoretical re-
sults. A notable exception are BH low mass X-ray binary systems, the formation
of which through a CE evolution channel would possibly require αCE > 1 effi-
ciencies [516, 517], although see [448].

In the context of BHs, the energy budget for CE evolution leading to the forma-
tion of merging binary BH systems has been discussed extensively by [437, 448,
481, 486]. These authors conclude that in the case of massive giants (BH progeni-
tors) the envelope binding energies are generally too large to allow for a successful
CE ejection for αCE ≤ 1, unless the CE phase is initiated by a convective-envelope
star: a red supergiant (but see also [518]). This might be a severe limitation for
evolutionary channels involving a CE phase: whereas in the low-mass regime
mass transfer from a convective donor is expected to be common, in the high-
mass regime of BH progenitors it is limited to a narrow range of orbital periods
[101, 519] andmay be completely impossible above a certain mass (∼ 40−50M⊙)
corresponding to the the Humphreys-Davidson limit [84, 396, 520].

Importantly, the conclusion that CE events from radiative-envelope donors re-
sult inmergers are based on 1Dhydrostatic stellarmodels and ad hoc assumptions
regarding the onset of the CE phase as well as the final state following the inspiral
[437, 448, 481, 486]. All these factors are uncertain. Firstly, the internal envelope
structure of a CE donor cannot always be robustly predicted from 1D stellar mod-
els. For example, Klencki et al. [448] showed that two red supergiant models of a
similar mass, radius, and luminosity can be characterized by significantly differ-
ent envelope density profiles and Ebind values, an effect arising from differences
in their internal chemical abundance profiles. Recently, Renzo et al. [521] demon-
strated that the envelope structure of past accretors shows systematic structural
differences compared to envelopes of single stars, leading to lower Ebind values.
This is important in the context of binary BH merger formation. In the classical
formation scenario of such systems, the secondary star becomes a CE donor when
the primary is already a BH and after evolving through a mass transfer episode



Stellar Black Holes and Compact Stellar Remnants

initiated by the primary.
Secondly, the onset of the CE phase is not immediate but is preceded by a

phase of pre-CE mass transfer before the interaction becomes dynamically un-
stable [435]. In the case of radiative-envelope donors, this phase can last for hun-
dreds of years, with a significant (but poorly constrained) fraction of the donor’s
envelope becoming stripped even before the CE inspiral begins [433, 443, 448,
522]. On the far end of the CE phase, it is unclear where exactly in the envelope
may the inspiral slow down to the point where the further orbital evolution is
governed by secular processes such as stable mass exchange (stripping the final
envelope layers) and tidal torques between the orbit and all the matter ejected in
the process, forming a rich and complex circumbinary medium.

Last but not least, an energy source that is rarely considered is the feedback
from accretion onto the compact object as it spirals in through the envelope. While
Eddington-limited accretion luminosity (see Section VIC 5) would not necessar-
ily be a significant addition to the energy budget [448, 486], the accretion rate may
exceed this limit due to neutrino cooling or photon trapping [523–525]. If an ac-
cretion disk forms (which is not necessarily the case [526]) then disk winds and
jets could transfer some of the super-Eddington power into kinetic energy, thus
having a massive impact in the envelope ejection process [527, 528].

3. Impact on the donor star

As a result of the mass transfer, the donor star loses some fraction or even the
entire envelope and becomes a stripped star [75, 529–533]. The basic observable
properties (e.g. radius, effective temperature and surface composition) of such
a star are vastly different compared to a non-stripped star of the same mass. If
the stripping process is efficient, hot inner layers of the star are exposed and the
mass-loser appears as a compact helium-rich stripped star. This further leads to
an increase in the wind mass loss that it experiences and the amount of ionising
radiation that it produces [81, 533–537]. Especially if the interaction happens early
enoughduring the evolution of a star, it can limit the growth of the core and reduce
its compactness, thus affecting the outcome of the core collapse and the formation
of a compact remant with respect to single star evolution predictions [103, 346,
531, 537–539]. In this context, earlymass transfer is the one that can have an impact
on the properties of the helium core of the star. Helium core mass and and the
inner carbon-oxygen core (formed as a result of core-helium burning) to a large
extent determine the subsequent evolution and the final fate of a star [540, 541].
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Whatever happens to the outer layers of a star once the carbon-oxygen coremass is
established is found to have relatively little impact on the core-collapse [106, 346,
542]. However, it may still affect the observable characteristics of the potential
supernova (in particular their classification as being envelope stripped, based on
the lack ofH orHe lines in the supernova spectrum [543]). Furthermore, themass
remaining in the envelope sets the limit on the total amount of mass that can be
ejected or accreted during the formation of the compact object.

a. Early mass transfer maximizes the differences with respect to single star evolu-
tion: In view of the example shown in Figure 8, early and efficient stripping can
be expected for high metallicity BH progenitors, that are likely to become donors
when rapidly expanding on theHertzsprung gap and get quickly stripped of their
hydrogen rich envelopes. Because the envelope loss takes place shortly after the
onset of hydrogen-shell burning, there is not enough time for the helium core to
grow in mass any further. The exposed helium core of a massive star (a Wolf-
Rayet star) experiences strong stellar winds that instead reduce the core mass
[79, 81, 216, 532]. If the collapse of its core eventually leads to an explosion, it is
likely to be observed as a stripped-envelope supernova (i.e. classified as a hydro-
gen or possibly even helium poor supernova type Ib/c). Recent models suggest
that stars that encounter this kind of binary interactions tend to form lower mass
compact objects [538, 539]. If that is the case, higher initial mass is required to
produce a stellar BH, which acts to reduce the expected number of BH forming
per unit of star formation [538].
In contrast, if a star becomes a donor during the core helium burning phase or
even later, its helium core may still grow to some extent before the hydrogen en-
velope is stripped. More gradual expansion during this phase allows the mass
transfer to last much longer (nuclear timescale) than in the case of mass transfer
from a Hertzsprung gap donor (thermal timescale) [395]. If the Wolf-Rayet star
is formed as a result of such amass transfer, its lifetime (and the associated strong
wind mass loss) is thus shorter. If the mass-loser eventually explodes as a super-
nova, the observable event may still show signs of stripping but the He lines are
likely to be present (i.e. it might be classified as hydrogen-deficient supernova
type IIb or Ib).
Onset of mass transfer at an even more advanced evolutionary stage (after core-
helium depletion) further reduces the importance of the interaction for the re-
maining evolution of the donor. Unless the mass transfer is dynamically unstable,
there might not be enough time to strip the entire hydrogen envelope of the star
before the core-collapse. The helium core is already established at this point of
evolution.
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b. Fully or partially stripped (and why it matters): The amount of residual H-
rich envelope left atop the helium core after mass transfer was shown to depend
onmetallicity, withmetal-poor stars retainingmore hydrogen after the interaction
[395, 508, 536, 544]. The process of envelope stripping may become even less effi-
cient in the case of massive core-helium burning donors (common in metal-poor
populations), which were found to interact on the long nuclear timescale and/or
lead to partially stripped stars with ≳ 5 − 30% of the initial envelope left un-
stripped until the end of core-helium burning, depending on binary parameters
[395]. Such stars are predicted to be much larger and cooler than normal stripped
(helium) stars, producing far less ionizing radiation. The possibility of partial en-
velope stripping is usually neglected in studies that approximate binary evolution
effects by considering naked helium stars as the starting point. Similarly, it is often
assumed that as a result of a successful CE evolution is the ejection of the entire
hydrogen-rich envelope, leaving behind a helium-star remnant. This is likely not
strictly the case, as the CE inspiral may stall before all the hydrogen-rich layers are
ejected [489, 491–493].
Understanding the exact degree of envelope stripping experienced by donors in
various types of binary interactions is important not only because of the effect it
has on their observable characteristics, but also because it may significantly affect
the subsequent evolution of the system as a whole. Surface properties of a star
determine its wind mass loss and consequently the orbital evolution of a post-
interaction binary (and likely the final separation before the core collapse). Ad-
ditionally, stars that retain even a tiny hydrogen-rich envelope can significantly
re-expand later during their evolution, in contrast to their fully stripped counter-
parts that remain compact [508], leading to another phase of RLOF.
Finally, the mass remaining in the envelope of the star at the end of its life may af-
fect the properties of the binary that remains after the core collapse. In general, the
formation of a compact object is thought to be accompanied by some amount of
mass ejection from the outer layers of its immediate progenitor. If significant, such
mass ejection from the collapsing star can considerably affect the orbital param-
eters, or even unbind the system [545, 546]. Furthermore, a newly born compact
object is thought to gain velocity (natal kick) due to asymmetries (either in mass
loss or neutrino loss [547–549]) involved in the process of its formation. While
in the case of NSs there is ample observational evidence that at least some frac-
tion of them forms with substantial natal kick (≳a few hundred km/s) [550–558],
this is currently much less clear in the case of BH formation [332, 559–566]. In
some scenarios, natal kick velocity has been proposed to scale with the mass of
the ejected envelope (the lower the mass of the ejecta, the lower the kick velocity
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[549]). If that is the case, lower mass of the envelope remaining at the core col-
lapse can increase the chances that the binary remains bound after the compact
object formation. It has been suggested that for sufficiently massive progenitors,
BH formation may occur via the collapse of the entire star and the mass loss can
be completely avoided [183]. In such a scenario, higher envelope mass allows for
the formation of a more massive compact object.

4. Impact on the accretor: stellar accretors

Stars spendmost of their life on themain sequence and the lessmassive compo-
nent of a binary is likely to still be at this stage of evolution at the onset of the first
mass transfer episode. During a mass exchange, some fraction of the matter lost
by the donor can reach andmay be accreted by the companion (thereby called the
accretor). This not only affects its observable characteristics (e.g. increased lumi-
nosity, fast rotation, envelope enrichedwith the CNO-processedmaterial from the
donor), but may also significantly affect its subsequent evolution [407, 408, 444–
447].

a. Rejuvenation and core growth (or lack thereof): The accretor has to adjust its
size and structure to accommodate additional material. As noted earlier, in some
cases this may lead the accretor to filling its own Roche lobe, possibly affecting
the stability and characteristics of the mass transfer. Furthermore, as the accretor
responds to the new mass, fresh hydrogen-rich fuel from the outer layers can be
mixed into its convective core, ‘rejuvenating’ the star - its further evolution resem-
bles that of a younger star with a higher initial mass [407, 445, 447]. Such response
to accretion affects the structure of the (helium-rich) core-envelope boundary of
the star. That layer is where the steep rise in the density profile happens, and
hence it stores most of the binding energy of the stellar envelope. [521] show that
stars that evolved through a mass transfer phase as accretors may have systemati-
cally lower envelope binding energies compared to single stars of the same radius
and mass. If such stars subsequently initiate a CE, the envelope may be easier to
eject and leave behind awider binary compared to the casewith CE donors whose
core-envelope boundary was not affected by earlier accretion. Finally (inversely
to the donor’s case), early enough accretion leading to rejuvenation allows for the
formation of a more massive He core and consequently, NS/BH formation from
initially less massive stars compared to single stellar evolution predictions. Reju-
venation is sensitive, for instance, to the composition of the accreted matter [567]
and to uncertain stellar evolution model assumptions - in particular, it may be
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completely avoided if internal mixing (semiconvection) is inefficient [446]. Un-
less they are fully rejuvenated, accretors are bound to have different core to enve-
lope mass ratios than single stars (likely having undermassive helium cores and
overmassive envelopes for their mass). This was shown to affect the radius evolu-
tion of a star [469, 568] and is a potentially important (but poorly explored) effect
for future binary interactions.
At the moment, the impact of mass transfer on the accretor star briefly discussed
above is not taken into account in most current binary evolution population mod-
els, in which it is customary to approximate the subsequent evolution of the ac-
cretor with a single (possibly fast-rotating) stellar model.

b. Spin-up (followed by the likely spin-down): The matter that is transferred
to the accretor carries angular momentum and spins up the star [569–571]. The
transferred angular momentum can be particularly significant if the accretion oc-
curs through a disc formed around the star, in which case the accretor may reach
its critical/break-up rotation (ωcrit = (GM∗/R

3
∗)

1/2 i.e. the limiting rotational ve-
locity at which the centrifugal force at the equator is equal to the gravitational
force) after accreting only a small fraction of its initial mass [569]. This can pos-
sibly be avoided in very tight binaries (with orbital periods ≲a few days), where
efficient tidal interactions can prevent the star from reaching critical rotation by
locking its spin period to the orbital period. However, if the star reaches its crit-
ical rotation, it cannot accomodate any more angular momentum. This possibly
halts further mass accretion [572, 573], either making the mass transfer highly
non-conservative or forcing the mass to accumulate in the disk (from which it
might eventually still be accreted if the stellar rotation decreases). On the other
hand, [571, 574] argue that the critically rotating star can continue accreting mass
from an accretion disk without accreting angular momentum as a result of vis-
cous coupling.
Increased rotation increases the wind mass loss rate [234, 270], may significantly
enhance the mixing inside the star ([150, 275, 288]; see Section VIIA 1 for further
discussion of this point) and overall, can have a profound impact on stellar evo-
lution [575]. However, it is unclear whether the star can retain high rotation rate
throughout its evolution. In the context of BH properties, it is particularly impor-
tant to understand whether the accretion-enhanced rotation can be transported
all the way to the core and retained until the core-collapse, so that it can poten-
tially lead to the formation of a highly spinning compact object, and possibly a
long gamma ray burst progenitor [289, 576]. To this end, one needs to understand
i) how much angular momentum is lost by the star during its subsequent evo-
lution and ii) how is the angular momentum transported and distributed within
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the star (the internal rotation does not need to be uniform, rotation of the core
may decouple from the envelope). Apart from binary effects (mass transfer and
tidal interactions) that obviously need to be considered to answer i), one has
to account for stellar winds. At low metallicity, wind mass loss is smaller and
the associated removal of angular momentum during evolution much weaker, in
principle allowing to retain higher rotation [577]. As long as the rotation of the
core and the envelope remain coupled, the loss of angular momentum from the
envelope also slows down the rotation of the core (and vice versa). In fact, some
mechanism to extract the angular momentum from the core appears necessary
to avoid overpredicting the rotation rates of young NS and WD [293, 578]. Such
mechanism can be provided by magnetic torques and the Spruit-Tayler dynamo
model [301] appears sufficient to address the above issue [293, 578]. However,
this mechanism alone cannot explain the asteroseismologically observed angular
momentum loss of the core of red giants and helium core-burning low mass stars
[312, 579, 580]. This led to the conclusion that more efficient angular momentum
transport may be required, as in the re-formulation of the Spruit-Tayler dynamo
model proposed by [312]. If those arguments apply to more massive BH pro-
genitors, the model of [312] predicts that the magnetic torques remove most of
the angular momentum from the helium core just after the main sequence and
consequently, BH natal spins are expected to be small [313]. Possible exceptions
from this rule involve BH progenitors spun up through tidal interactions in close
binaries either at very lowmetallicity or at the WR stage in WR+BH binaries (see
Section VIIA). However, high observational spin estimates of BH in high mass
X-ray binaries [581–583], if correct, appear challenging to reproducewith the very
efficient angular momentum transport in BH progenitor interiors (e.g. [584] but
see [585]). Alternative, more moderate angular momentum transport schemes
are also explored in the massive star models [124, 146, 586].

In summary, during the mass transfer the accretor gains (possibly a very sig-
nificant amount of) mass and angular momentum. However, this does not nec-
essarily mean that its further evolution can be accurately described as that of a
highly-spinning star of it’s new mass - predominantly because the accretor’s core
might not fully experience the mass and angular momentum gained by its outer
layers. Its post-interaction structure (in particular core-envelope boundary and
core to envelope mass ratio) is likely different than predicted by any single star
models, with possible (and largely unexplored) consequences for the subsequent
phases of binary interactions.
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5. Impact on the accretor: BH accretors

BH in a binary can accrete mass and angular momentum from its companion
when the star evolves to fill its Roche lobe. This can obviously affect its natal
properties, however, to what degree is currently uncertain. We briefly discuss the
related problems and commonly made assumptions below.

a. Howmuchmass can a BH accrete? Accretion onto the compact object is often
assumed to be limited by the Eddington accretion rate (ṀEdd), defined as the
maximum accretion rate at which gravity can overcome radiation pressure of the
emission driven by spherical accretion:

ṀEdd =
4πGMBH

ηκc
≈ 2.6× 10−8 M⊙yr−1

(
MBH

M⊙

)( η

0.1

)−1
(

1 + X

1 + 0.7

)−1

(VI.11)

where MBH is the BH mass, c is the speed of light, η ∼ 0.1 is the efficiency at
which the BH is converting the accreted restmass into radiative energy ([517, 587];
the luminosity driven by accretion of mass at a rate Ṁ is LBH = ηṀaccc), and
κ = 0.2(1 + X) cm2/g is the radiative opacity due to pure electron scattering (a
reasonable assumption for massive stars) for composition with hydrogen mass
fraction X (∼0.7 for H-rich donor stars and 0 for H-deficient donor stars).
If ṀEdd is exceeded, the excess mass is lost from the system and is typically as-
sumed to carry away the specific angular momentum of the BH in its orbital mo-
tion (i.e. γiso). It can be seen that ṀEdd imposes a very strong limit on the BH
accretion in themost massive stellar binaries: even if a 10 M⊙ BHwas to accrete at
the Eddington rate from its companion during its entire lifetime (i.e. ≈hydrogen
burning nuclear timescale≲ 10Myr for BHprogenitors), the accretedmasswould
be ∼2.6 M⊙.

b. Is Eddington accretion the limit? Whether accreting BHs can significantly
violate the Eddington limit, and under which conditions, is debated. Clear cases
where the equation VI.11 does not hold are the lack of spherical symmetry (e.g.
in cases with strongly collimated radiation), or highly non-steady accretion. The
spherical symmetry condition is not satisfied in many models of BH accretion.
Various existing disk accretion models allow for moderately super-Eddington
(e.g. ’slim’ disks [588, 589]) to highly super-Eddington accretion rates (e.g. ’Pol-
ish doughnuts’-likemodels [590, 591]), with different rates reportedwithmodern
numerical models (see e.g. reviews [592, 593]). Furthermore, super-Eddington
accretion has been suggested as the likely explanation for awide range of observed
phenomena, in particular ultraluminous X-ray sources ([594, 595]; at least some
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of which are known to contain accreting remnants of massive star evolution) and
the galactic binary system SS433 [459]. Highly super-Eddington accretion could
in principle allow for the BH formation within the PISN mass gap in the course
of regular binary evolution [596].

c. How much can a BH spin up? Accretion of mass and of the associated an-
gular momentum also affects the natal spin of a BH. To discuss the BH spin the
dimensionless spin parameter aspin is often used, which is defined as follows:

aspin =
cJBH

GM 2
BH

(VI.12)

Here JBH is the BH angularmomentum. In the idealised case of accretion happen-
ing from the last stable circular orbit of a thin disk around a BH, one can describe
the aspin of initially non-spinning BH as follows [587, 597]

aspin =

(
2

3

)1/2 MBH;ini

MBH;fin

4−

√
18

MBH;ini

MBH;fin

2

− 2

 (VI.13)

which holds forMBH;fin <
√
6MBH;ini.

If the disk geometry is more complex, the disk is thick or if the accretion does not
happen from the disk at all (e.g. if the specific angular momentum of the infalling
matter is not sufficient to form a disk or if the disk is destroyed), BH spin up is
likely to be less efficient than what would be estimated with equation VI.13 [597].
Furthermore, it has been shown that the presence of magnetic fields within the
inner part of the accretion disk may substantially limit the spin up or even slow
down the BH rotation [598, 599]. Even within the validity of the framework used
to derive equation VI.13, to spin up a non-rotating BH from aspin = 0 to nearly
maximum rotation aspin ∼ 1, the BH must accrete at least ∆M = 1.85MBH;ini

[600]. As discussed above, if the accretion rate is Eddington limited, in typical
binaries the BH can only accrete a small fraction of that mass [600]. On the other
hand, if the accretion exceeds the Eddington limit, it is unlikely to occur through
a thin disk, in which case BH spin obtained with eq. VI.13 only yields an upper
limit.

d. Can BHs accrete non-negligible mass (and spin up) during the CE? A some-
what separate question is how much mass and angular momentum can be real-
istically accreted by the binary components inspiralling during the CE. In this
case the geometry and the rate of mass transfer is distinctly different from the sta-
ble RLOF, possibly allowing for a non-negligible accretion despite the extremely
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short timescale. In particular, in case of compact object accretors, both high Ṁ

and non-spherical geometry could in principle allow to surpass the Eddington
limit. However, evolution within the CE is very challenging to simulate and the
complete self-consistent model including accretion is not yet available (see ex-
tensive discussion of the related challenges in [434]). To approximate the ac-
cretion during this phase, it is common to refer to the idealized case of the cap-
ture of matter by a point mass moving supersonically with respect to a uniform
medium (the Bondi–Hoyle–Lyttleton accretion, as described in [523, 601, 602])
and assume some small fraction (∼a few percent) of the resulting accretion rate.
This reduction initially came from the realisation that the value expected from
Bondi–Hoyle–Lyttleton accretion would lead to unrealistic level of accretion dur-
ing the CE. In particular, the highly super-Eddington accretion onto compact ob-
jects in CE resulting from this schemewould notoriously cause NS to accrete suffi-
cient mass to collapse to low-mass BH, leading to discrepancies with observations
[603]. The accretion rate is also theoretically expected to be much smaller than
in the idealized case, as many of the assumptions of the Bondi–Hoyle–Lyttleton
scheme are not satisfied during the CE (e.g. the flow is non-axisymmetric and
nonuniform; see also discussion in [434]). This is further supported by the re-
sults of 3D hydrodynamic simulations [604–606], that suggest accretion rates an
order of magnitude below the Bondi–Hoyle–Lyttleton prediction and possibly be-
low the Eddington-limited rate.

VII Other relevant binary processes

A. Tidal forces: effect on spins and orbit

Gravitational pull by a binary companion causes deformations of the (non-
degenerate) star. These deformations are time-varying, for instance, when the
spin periods of the binary components are not synchronised or if the orbit is ec-
centric. This leads to dissipation of energy through tidal friction and allows for
the exchange of angular momentum and kinetic energy between the two stars and
their orbit [607, 608]. The strength of the tidal interactions strongly increases with
the ratio of the stellar radius to the orbital separation [607, 608]. Therefore, they
become an important factor in the evolution of close binaries, with component(s)
filling significant fraction of their Roche lobe [609].
Tidal interactions act to bring the system towards circularisation, to synchronise
the binary component spinswith the orbital period (tidal locking) and to align the
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spins perpendicular to the orbital plane. The timescale at which this equilibrium
state can be achieved depends on the efficiency of the processes that are respon-
sible for the energy dissipation (see e.g. discussion in [97, 609]). Regardless of
that mechanism, in stellar binaries with orbital periods below a few days, the
tides are expected to be so strong that the stars are forced to rotate synchronously
with the orbital motion [97]. The timescale for circularisation is typically ex-
pected to be short enough to bring the eccentricity to e ≈ 0 before either of the
binary components overfills its Roche-lobe [609]. However, some observational
results seem to challenge this conclusion; e.g. [610, 611]. This does not necessarily
mean that tides are inefficient, but might indicate the presence of other processes
that are counteracting tidal circularisation and driving eccentricity in those cases
[610, 612]. Nevertheless, one should remain cautious when assuming that the
mass transfer always happens when the orbit is circularized. Even in the absence
of eccentricity-pumping processes, for highly eccentric systems themass exchange
may proceed for some time on a non-circular orbit, which greatly complicates the
description of the orbital evolution [453–457]. In such cases the mass transfer rate
may be strongly boosted near the periastron (such behaviour would lead to, for
instance, increasing luminosity of the accretion-powered emitters such as X-ray
binaries near periastron). In binary population synthesis simulations, tidal circu-
larisation is typically assumed to happen instantaneously once certain conditions
are met. Importantly, together with this simplifying assumption comes the one
about the separation of the circularised orbit acirc. The common choice is to as-
sume that the angular momentum is conserved throughout this process (only the
energy is lost from the binary as it circularizes), leading to acirc = apre;circ(1− e2)

[479, 613]. Other choices are also used, for instance, some authors assume acirc
equals the periastron distance of the eccentric orbit at which the circularisation
condition was met, i.e. acirc = apre;circ(1− e), e.g. [49].

Two possibilities offered by strong tidal interactions in close binaries are par-
ticularly interesting in the context of BHs and the formation of BH mergers: i)
tidally induced chemically homogeneous evolution of the binary ii) tidal spin up
of the immediate BH progenitor. We briefly discuss them below.

1. Chemically homogeneous evolution

As noted in Section VIC 4, rapid rotation induces internal mixing. Suchmixing
can operate also in the regions where convection (providing the conventional way
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of re-distributing material within stars) is inefficient. Therefore it can reduce, or -
in extreme cases, completely remove the composition gradients between the cen-
tral and outer layers of the star [251, 253, 288]. In the latter case, a helium star with
no hydrogen envelope is formed at the end of themain sequence. In contrast to the
conventional radial evolution shown in Figure 8, such ‘chemically homogeneous’
stars avoid the strong radial expansion of their envelope during the phases of core
contraction [253, 288]. Those stars can therefore evolve much closer to each other
in a binary and avoid merging with their stellar companion. This observation
led to the proposal of chemically homogeneous evolution as a possible binary
route to form BH mergers, unique in its lack of need for any processes that can
drastically tighten the birth orbit [98, 291, 614]. Furthermore, the extreme mixing
allows for the formation of more massive stellar cores (as all available fuel is used
in nuclear reactions), and therefore more massive compact objects. Chemically
homogeneous evolution is believed to be restricted to stars more massive than ≳
30 M⊙ (i.e. BH progenitors) that are rapidly rotating already at the onset of the
core hydrogen burning (i.e. before the composition gradient at the core-envelope
boundary develops, as its presence may inhibit efficient rotational mixing [253]).
One way to facilitate chemically homogeneous evolution is to form two mas-
sive stars sufficiently close to each other so that they are forced to rotate rapidly
through strong tidal interactions. In such a case, both binary components undergo
chemically homogeneous evolution. Maintaining the tidal locking is then crucial,
whichmeans that chemically homogeneous evolution is expected to preferentially
happen at low metallicity: strong wind mass loss experienced by massive, high
metallicity stars tends to increase the binary separation. This can remove the tidal
locking and allow the stars to significantly spin down, inhibiting chemically ho-
mogeneous evolution [97]. If tidal locking can be kept throughout the evolution,
such a scenario can potentially lead to the formation of rapidly spinning BHs.
Alternatively, accretion during the mass transfer can efficiently spin up the sec-
ondary star (Section VIC 4). If this happens early enough during its evolution,
it may allow for the chemically homogeneous evolution of the secondary [576].
Also in this scenario lowmetallicity is favored, as stellar winds extract the angular
momentum from the star and spin it down.

2. Tidal spin up of the immediate BH progenitor

As discussed in Section VIC 4, if the angular momentum is efficiently trans-
ported within the star and can be exchanged between the core and the envelope,
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the natal spins of BH are likely to be very small [313, 615]. Even if the BH pro-
genitor was born rapidly spinning, during its post-main sequence expansion the
initial angular momentum is mostly transported to its outer layers. Those layers
are then likely lost when it initiates the mass transfer in a binary and/or (exclud-
ing the lowest metallicity stars) due to wind mass loss.
However, in very close binaries, there is a window of opportunity for the sec-
ondary to gain rotation at the very end of its life and therefore maintain it until
the collapse to a BH. This window is opened up by tides. Tidal locking of a tight
system consisting of a compact object and a helium/WR star can lead to a strong
spinup of the latter [586, 615–621]. At the same time, mass lost by the helium
star through winds widens the orbit and may eventually lead to tidal decoupling
and spin down the star. Therefore, to understand the net effect it is important to
properly account for the coupled effect of tides and stellar winds on the evolution
of the system. In general, such tidal spin up i) may only be effective for a frac-
tion of the (already very short) lifetime of a WR+BH/NS system and ii) for the
binary with otherwise the same properties, can operate for longer at lower metal-
licity. The first point means that this scenario likely requires that the progenitor
system evolves through a CE, which allows to reach the small binary separation at
which the spinup of the secondary is efficient [450]. Such tight WR+BH binaries
are the progenitors of merging BH+BH systems and are expected to constitute
some (uncertain) fraction of the observed gravitational wave events [586, 620–
622]. The second point is somewhat counteracted by the fact that massive low
metallicity stars in binaries are likely to fill their Roche-lobes later during their
evolution than their high metallicity counterparts (see Section VIA). This means
that if a low metallicity binary evolves into a tight BH + WR, the remaining life-
time of the WR is likely to be shorter than for the analogous high metallicity sys-
tem. Nonetheless, the results discussed in [620] suggest that overall, this scenario
produces a higher fraction of highly spinning immediate BH progenitors at low
metallicity.
In principle, the mechanism discussed above may produce highly spinning BHs
(even maximally spinning) from secondaries evolving in isolated binaries even
if the angular momentum transport in stellar interiors is very efficient. However,
the link between the spin of the immediate BH progenitor and the natal BH spin
(both its magnitude and orientation) may be highly non-straightforward, as it de-
pends on the details of the core-collapse and the interaction of the proto-compact
object with the ejected/falling back material, e.g. [585, 623, 624].
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B. Orbital evolution due to gravitational wave emission

Massive, accelerating objects whose motion leads to variations in the overall
mass distribution of the system (specifically, leads to changing quadrupole mo-
ment) emit gravitational waves [625]. Binary systems are a well known example
of astrophysical sources of gravitational waves. The emitted gravitational waves
carry energy and angular momentum away from the system, leading to a grad-
ual decrease of the orbital separation. The accurate measurement of such orbital
decay of the binary pulsar PSR 1913+16 allowed for the first indirect detection of
gravitational waves [626, 627]. In stellar binaries, other processes typically dom-
inate the orbital evolution over gravitational waves emission and the latter can
be neglected. However, for sufficiently tight systems, in which only compact ob-
jects and lowmass/stripped stars can fit, the timescale for the angularmomentum
loss in gravitational waves can be high enough to significantly affect their orbital
evolution or even drive the mass transfer [628]. Some of such systems located in
our Galaxy will be detectable as gravitational waves sources with the proposed
space-based gravitational wave detectors [629]. Finally, evolution of a double
compact object (binary composed of BHs and/orNSs) that is not affected by inter-
actions with any other objects is fully determined by the gravitational wave emis-
sion. gravitational wave-emission induced inspiral eventually leads to its merger
- the emitted signal is the strongest around this phase and that is when it can be
directly measured by current detectors. For a binary whose orbital evolution is
affected solely by gravitational wave emission and whose component masses m1

andm2 are constant, the time until the merger can be estimated by solving the set
of equations describing the related rate of change of the orbital separation (a) and
eccentricity (e) in the lowest (quadrupolar) order [630]:

<
da

dt
>= −64
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G3µM 2

c5a3(1− e2)7/2
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e2
)

(VII.2)

where M = m1 + m2 is the total mass of the binary and µ = m1m2/M is the
reduced mass. Example solutions to the above equations are shown in Figure 10.
It can be seen that the merger timescale τmr strongly depends on both the starting
separation a0 and eccentricity e0. In case of circular orbits, this timescale τmr;circ
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Figure 10: Orbital separation
decay of 30 M⊙ + 30 M⊙ binary
for different initial separations
and eccentricities e0 driven
purely by gravitational wave
emission (obtained by solving
equations VII.1 and VII.2). If
the lines fall within the gray
band, the merger timescale of
the corresponding binary
exceeds the Hubble time.

can be obtained directly from equation VII.1:

τmr;circ =
5c5

256G3

a40
m1m2M

(VII.3)

while the following analytical fit allows to obtain the merger time in case of ec-
centric orbits [631]:

τmr ≈ τmr;circ

(
1 + 0.27e100 + 0.33e200 + 0.2e10000

) (
1− e20

)7/2 (VII.4)

An equal-mass m1=m2=30M⊙, circular binary with a0=10R⊙ will merge within
only τmr;circ ≈28 Myr, while for the same binary with a0=30R⊙ the merger
timescale becomes τmr;circ ≈2 Gyr. A binary on a highly eccentric orbit with
e0=0.7 will merge in only about 10% of the time that would be estimated for the
same masses and a0 with eq. VII.3.
From eq. VII.3 one can estimate the maximum separation that a (circular) binary
can have at its formation to merge within the time shorter than the age of the
Universe (τ0 ∼ 14Gyr) due to gravitational wave emission:

amerging <

(
1

0.15

m1m2(m1 +m2)

M3
⊙

)1/4 ( τ0
Gyr

)1/4

R⊙ (VII.5)

The above equation yields amerging ≲ 50 R⊙ for the considered m1=m2=30M⊙

binary. This is at least 10 times smaller than the radii that typical massive stars
reach during their evolution (see Section VIA). To end up as such a close BH+BH
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system, an isolatedmassive star binarymust either i) evolve throughmass transfer
phase(s) that bring the stars close together during their evolution or ii) prevent
stars in initially close obits from expanding and merging prematurely (as in the
chemically homogeneous evolution scenario discussed in Section VIIA 1).

C. Magnetic braking

Magnetic braking is the loss of angular momentum through stellar wind of a
magnetic star [632–636]. This mode of angular momentum loss concerns primar-
ily lowmass (0.3 - 1.5 M⊙), main sequence stars. Such objects have radiative cores
and convective envelopes inwhichmagnetic fields can be amplified and sustained
by the action of magnetic dynamo [637, 638]. Even though the amount of mass
such stars lose through winds is often negligible, the associated angular momen-
tum loss may be significant because the magnetic field of the star forces the wind
matter to corotate to a large distance from the stellar surface. Magnetic braking
can completely slow down a star during its main sequence evolution, unless it
is tidally synchronised with a binary companion. In such case, tidal torques re-
plenish the rotational angular momentum of the star and extract it from the orbit.
Therefore, while counteracting the effect of magnetic braking, tides lead to orbital
shrinkage and possibly drive the binary to RLOF. This process is important, for
instance, in lowmass X-ray binaries (and, in fact, appears necessary to explain the
observed high mass transfer rates of some of those systems), where the coupled
effects due to tides and magnetic braking need to be considered [634, 639, 640].
The fraction of magnetic stars appears to decrease with increasing mass: [641]
estimate it to be <15% for intermediate/high-mass stars. However, their wind
mass-loss is no longer negligible and if such stars experience magnetic braking,
the angular momentum loss is amplified accordingly.

VIII Summary

The progenitors of stellar-origin BHs and NSs are very likely to exchange mass
and angularmomentumwith another star, and that likelihood appears to increase
with the initial stellar mass. Those exchanges happen through stable and/or un-
stable mass transfer phase(s) and tides. Such interactions lead to COs with prop-
erties thatmay substantially differ from those predictedwithin the single star evo-
lution theory. The properties of COs (masses, spins) that remain in binaries after
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their formation can be further altered by accretion from the companion. In par-
ticular, isolated binary progenitors of BH/NS mergers (currently detectable GW
sources) must form with relatively narrow initial separations and likely interact
multiple times during their evolution. Binary processes are therefore expected to
leave a strong imprint on their observable characteristics (see Part V).
Good quantitative understanding of the effects of those processes is currently
hampered by uncertainties pertaining to the physics of binary interactions, in par-
ticular criteria for mass transfer stability and the amount of mass and angular mo-
mentum lost during various types of interactions. Models of binary evolution also
inherit uncertainties present in the detailed models of single stars. Of particular
importance in the context of binaries are those affecting the evolution of stellar
radii and the envelope structure (crucial when determining the characteristics of
the mass transfer), angular momentum transport in stellar interiors (particularly
important to understand the effect of mass transfer on the evolution of the accre-
tor), core-collapse physics (determining the properties of the binary right after the
formation of the CO, in particular, deciding whether the system remains bound
or not) and stellar winds, introducing a metallicity-dependent effect on the evo-
lution of the orbit, stellar masses and spins (cfr. Section III). Finally, the structure
of post-interaction stars produced in binaries may be different than predicted by
any single star evolution model. The use of the latter models to approximate the
evolution of individual binary components (in particular that of the secondary) is
a common practice. However, it means that some relevant effects may be missed
by current models. This adds uncertainty to the current binary evolution predic-
tions that is largely unexplored.
It becomes evident that birth metallicity plays an important role in the evolution
of BH progenitors in binaries - probably muchmore so than in the case of systems
with lowermass stars. There aremultiple observational clues that systems involv-
ing compact remnants of massive stars may become more common and/or more
extreme at lowmetallicity ( [642–650], (see also Part V). As highlighted through-
out this section, such link to low metallicity is also present in the current models.
In the latter case, it stems mostly from two effects: i) stellar wind mass loss rate
decreasingwithmetallicity and ii) later radial expansion of lowermetallicitymas-
sive stars. The first allows to retain more mass and angular momentum within
the BH progenitor (and so within the binary, limiting the orbital expansion due
to winds). This allows for the formation of more massive and potentially - highly
spinning BHs in the course of isolated binary evolution, and opens up the pos-
sibility of chemically homogeneous evolution. The second leads to the expecta-
tion that lowmetallicity BH progenitors in binaries aremore likely to initiate mass
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transfer during the CHeB phase of their evolution rather than on the Hertzsprung
Gap. Such interaction is much more likely to be stable, to last longer (increasing
the chances of observing interacting BH binaries at low metallicity), and to lead
to wider post-interaction orbits than the common envelope evolution (likely en-
countered by BH progenitor binaries at high metallicity). Both of those effects are
uncertain and need to be better quantified in future studies. Understanding and
characterising differences in the evolution and fates of massive stars at different
(in particular low) metallicities becomes increasingly more important: with GWs
we are already detecting mergers of afterlives of massive stars that formed any-
where in the past (in a wide range of environments and metallicities) [651], and
with the electromagnetic observations we are beginning to uncover young galax-
ies in the early Universe. Their emission is dominated by the most massive stars
that are likely to be very metal-poor and affected by binary interactions [100].
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Figure 11: Depiction of GW paleontology. Observations of colliding BHs and
NSs are used as “fossils” to study how massive binary stars lived in the past.
Similarly to paleontology, this consists of learning about how the collisions

formed (backward modelling) as well as modelling theories of how stars live to
find what mergers they would leave behind (forward modelling). BHs are

represented with marbles for visualization purposes.

Part III

Black Holes in binaries: formation
channels - isolated
Floor Broekgaarden

IX Introduction: The new frontier of GW paleontology

Probingmillions ofmassive stars in different environments across our vast Uni-
verse could become reality with a new emerging frontier in astrophysics called
gravitational-wave paleontology: studying the formation, lives, and deaths of mas-
sive stars and the BHs they leave behind using theGWobservations of DCOmerg-
ers such as binary BHs as “massive star fossils”. This is particularly exciting as
GWs probe massive stars and BH physics over cosmic scales. Namely, although
massive stars evolve into BHs and NSs within just a few Myr, the time it takes for
the DCO to inspiral, i.e., the time between the formation of the DCO and the DCO
merger (see Figure 12), can span a wide range of durations from Myr to many
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Figure 12: Schematic display of the different times in the formation and
evolution of a binary system that impact the time tm at which a BBH system will
merge in the Universe. The inspiral times can span many Myr to Gyr such that
BH and NS mergers observed with GW detectors today probe massive stars that
formed at different cosmic times, in different environments, and with different

properties.

Gyr [e.g., 652, 653]. This is because the DCO orbital angular momentum loss by
GW radiation is really small for most systems. For a binary consisting of two COs
with masses M1, M2, and semi-major axis a the change in separation due to GW
radiation is given by Peters [see Equation VII.1 654] For the case of a circular orbit
consisting of twoCOs formedwith an initial separation a0 the timescale of inspiral
can be derived from Equation VII.4

Importantly, this equation reveals that the inspiral time is strongly correlated
with the initial separation a0 of the DCO system, leading to a vast range of inspiral
times even for a small range of separations, and making typical delay times of or-
der Gyr common for systems with a0 ≳ 2R⊙. This means that the observed pop-
ulation of DCO mergers, even the current “local” detections observed by LIGO,
Virgo, and KAGRA, probe a mixture of events with progenitor systems that could
have formed throughout the entire cosmic history. This makes GWs a potential
unique probe of massive stars through cosmic history. At the same time, this mix-
ture also makes it challenging to unravel the formation histories of GW sources
as the GW detections do not directly measure the properties of their progenitor
stars.
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X Formation pathways to GW sources

A. The separation challenge

Historically, it has been challenged whether DCO systems that merge within
the age of our Universe could exist at all. This is because all formation channels
have to overcome the so-called “separation challenge”. Using 14Gyr as a proxy
for the age of the Universe, Equation VII.4 provides an estimate for the maximum
possible separation for a DCO system such that the inspiral can have taken place
by today. Setting tinsp ≲ 14Gyr gives for a binary consisting of two 1M⊙ COs
that the minimum separation required is a0 ≲ 3.7R⊙ (see also [655]). This is
extremely small! To give some intuition, imagine scaling down everything in the
Universe by a factor of 1010. The diameter of the sun, 2R⊙ ≈ 14 · 108 m, then be-
comes 14 cm, or about half the size of a cabbage. The diameters of massive stars
are slightly larger: about ∼ 4R⊙ for 8M⊙ stars14, or about one cabbage, and even
larger for more massive stars (with the radii approximately scaling as M 0.8). In
this scaled-down Universe, two COs in a binary system need to be a few cabbage
distances apart in order to merge within the age of the Universe. Intuitively one
might thus start out with two massive stars that are a ∼ 4R⊙ (two cabbages)
apart that then eventually form the required DCO system with a separation of
about ∼ 4R⊙ that can merge within the age of the Universe. However, massive
stars typically expand during their lives to 100− 1000 times their initial size, e.g.,
during the Hertzsprung Gap phase [380, 656]. Such an expanding star would
completely engulf the other star if the stars are only a few solar radii apart, and
the system would merge as stars, never making a DCO system [e.g., 657]. Impor-
tantly, all formation pathways thus need to find a way to overcome or avoid this
separation challenge, such that the system can form a tight DCO system that can
merge within the age of our Universe and be observed with GW observation in
the current day.

B. Formation Channels

The main formation scenario leading to DCO coalescences is still under de-
bate. Several theories have been proposed. Figure 13 gives an overview of the
most commonly discussed channels that we discuss in more detail below. The

14 On the ZAMS.
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Figure 13: Summary of proposed formation channels to form DCO mergers

Figure 14: Schematic depiction of the isolated formation channel. The acronyms
stand for zero-age main sequence (ZAMS), Roche lobe overflow (RLOF),

supernova (SN), common-envelope phase (CE), and double compact object
merger (DCO). This figure is created using icons from [660].

formation channels are classically divided into two categories: stars born in the
“field”, which evolve isolated as a binary, triple, or higher order multiples, and
dynamical channels, where the stars are born in dense stellar environments such
as globular clusters and young open star clusters and they merge due to gravita-
tional dynamical interactions. This Section focuses on binaries from the isolated
channel, which we will discuss in great detail below. The other channels are also
briefly mentioned below and we refer the reader for more details to the reviews
by [190, 191, 655, 656, 658, 659], and references therein, and to Part IV.
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1. Isolated Binary Evolution formation channel (N = 2)

The most commonly studied channel is perhaps the isolated binary evolution
formation channel. This formation pathway starts with two (N = 2, with N the
number of stars) massive stars formed on the ZAMS in an isolated binary with a
relativelywide orbit and overcomes the separation challenge by drastically shrink-
ing the orbit later on in the evolution of the binary stars. We describe a typical
example of the evolution below, which is shown schematically in Figure 14.

1. First, two massive stars are formed on the ZAMS with a large separation
(i.e., with typical orbital separations of a ≳ 100–1000R⊙).

2. The most massive star in the binary, the primary, evolves first off the ZAMS
when the hydrogen in the stellar core is almost completely depleted from
fusing hydrogen into helium, stopping nuclear fusion in the core. This low-
ers the pressure outwards causing the core to contract, creating a (further)
density gradient, and releasing gravitational binding energy that initiates
fusion to continue in a shell surrounding the core (hydrogen shell burn-
ing). This leads the hydrogen envelope to expand to radii of∼ 100–1000R⊙

for these massive stars, depending on the birth metallicity15 of the stars[e.g.,
656]. The star is now in the Hertzsprung Gap phase. For a sufficiently close
binary, the star’s radius will exceed its so-called Roche Lobe radius, which
defines the equipotential surface within which material is bound to the star.
From observations, this is expected to happen for ∼ 70% of all massive star
binaries [95]16. As a result, a mass transfer phase is initiated during which
mass can flow from the donor star to its companion, the secondary. Under
the right conditions, this mass transfer phase can be long-lasting (thermal
timescale of the donor star) and proceed stably [see, e.g., 657, and references
therein] called stable RLOF. During this mass transfer the companion star
can potentially accrete a significant fraction of the transferredmass from the
donor star, depending on the secondary’s thermal timescale and response
to the mass transfer.

3. Eventually, the mass transfer stops, leaving behind a stripped-envelope pri-
mary star that consists of a helium core and likely a small hydrogen envelope
layer [661], which can be observed as a WR star [e.g., 81, 662].

15 Where the metallicity Z is here the fraction of elements heavier than hydrogen and helium in
the star.

16 But not necessarily all as a Hertzsprung Gap star.
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4. Eventually, the primary star will end its life and likely undergo a supernova
and leave behind the first CO; a NS or BH. During the collapse into the
CO, the system might receive a significant kick of hundreds of km/s, that
disrupts the majority of binaries [e.g., 179, 663, 664].

5. In case the binary stays bound, which might be the case for less than ≲ 5%

of the systems [e.g., 179, 665], where disruption depends on the magnitude
and orientation of the supernova kick, the separation of the binary and the
amount of ejected mass [e.g. 546, 666]. The end result is a binary with a CO
and a star. These might be observed as dormant BHs in Gaia [667–669] or
as stellar wind-fed X-ray binaries [e.g., 670–672].

6. The secondary will eventually also evolve off the ZAMS and expand, ini-
tiating a mass transfer phase. This mass transfer is thought to likely be
non-conservative because the CO companion can only accrete a very lim-
ited fraction of the donated mass (typically assumed as the Eddington
limit). This leads the binary to rapidly shrink the orbital separation. Con-
sequently, this leads to a runaway process as the secondary’s Roche Lobe
shrinks rapidly with decreasing separation, leading the star to even more
overflow its Roche Lobe. This leads to a dynamically unstable mass transfer
phase during which the CO is engulfed in the envelope of the secondary, a
common-envelope phase [673, 674]. The CO is thought to rapidly spiral in
due to the drag forces it experiences from the surrounding gas envelope. In
some cases the orbital energy can be deposited into the envelope, allowing
it to heat up and expand and eventually be successfully ejected, halting the
inspiral. If this happens, the resulting binary consists of the CO in a tight
orbit with the stripped secondary star, an example of a possible observed
system in this phase is Cyg X-3 [675, 676]. If the envelope ejection fails, the
system results in amerger of the star with the CO, which can possibly form a
Thorne–Zytkow object [471] or lead to peculiar supernovae [e.g. 677–679].
Alternatively, the reversedmass transfer phase can proceed stably under cer-
tain circumstances and ranges of orbital periods and mass ratios for the bi-
nary [e.g., 680–686]. Based on this, several authors have shown that a forma-
tion pathway with only stable mass transfer (avoiding a common-envelope
event) could even dominate the merger rate for BBHmergers [687–689] and
that the role of common-envelope phases in the formation of DCO sources
might be overestimated by population models [e.g., 686, 690, 691].

7. At the end of this mass transfer phase the system now consists of a binary
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with a CO and the stripped helium secondary star in a tight orbit.

8. In some cases, a secondmass transfer phase can take place when the helium
star expands. This is sometimes referred to in the literature as case-BB mass
transfer from the helium star onto the primary CO [cf. 692]. This typically
occurs when the secondary is a relatively low mass helium star as they ex-
pand to larger radii compared to more massive helium stars [e.g., 225, 692]
This is thought to be especially important and frequent in the formation of
binary neutron star systems [693, 694].

9. Eventually the secondary also undergoes a supernova and forms the sec-
ond CO. The tight orbit leads the system to likely stay bound, but a decent
fraction of binaries might still disrupt during this second supernova.

10. The DCO system will slowly inspiral due to the loss of orbital energy
through GWs and eventually merge after millions to many billions of years
[695]. If the binary has a tight enough orbit, as described by Equation VII.4,
it can merge within the age of the Universe and be observed as a GW source
by current ground-base GWs detectors.

As described in the formation channel above, there are many steps in the evo-
lutionary pathway that a massive binary star system needs to survive in order to
form a DCO that merges in the age of our Universe. In most cases, however, the
system will instead disrupt during one of the supernovae and/or merge during
a mass transfer event. The formation of a DCO merger is a rare outcome, and it
can thus be challenging to find what exact properties of the pairs of stars make it
survive all steps and form a DCO system that survives eventually billions of years
until it collides as a DCO system and forms a GW source. We can write down
an analytically approximate equation to calculate the DCO merger rate that this
channel can produce. For BBH mergers, this comes down to an equation along
the lines of:

RBBH = finit sep × fprimary × fq × fsurvive SN1 × fCE × fsurvive SN2 × fmerge

∼ 0.25 × 0.0007 × 0.7× 0.05× 0.2× 0.5× 0.5 ≈ 3× 10−7. (X.1)

First, we need the binary system to be close enough to initiate a mass trans-
fer phase during its lifetime but not too close that it undergoes a stellar merger
at ZAMS. From studies including Schneider et al. [657] it appears that typically
among the four orders of magnitude in separation, about one order of magnitude
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gives the binaries the right separation for it to undergo mass transfer without a
stellar merger. This gives a factor finitsep = 0.25, given the uniform logarithm
distribution of stars in separation [696]. Note that this separation condition also
takes into account the fraction of massive stars that are in binaries, as binary sys-
tems with too wide orbits are the effectively single stars in Sana et al. [697], giving
a binary fraction of ∼ 100% when this separation range is corrected for. Second,
we multiply by fprimary, the fraction of stars where the primary is massive enough
to form a BH. This is approximately for stars with masses 20 ≲ M1 ≲ 200M⊙ [see
698, for more details]. And integrating this over a Kroupa [699] initial mass func-
tion, gives approximately fprimary = (

∫ 20M⊙
8M⊙

M−2.3
1 dM1)/(

∫ 200M⊙
0.08M⊙

M−2.3
1 dM1)) ≈

0.0007, wherewe choose 200M⊙ as themaximummass ofmassive stars [e.g., 700],
and 0.08M⊙ is chosen as the approximateminimummass for a star belowwhich a
brown dwarf is formed instead [e.g., 701, 702]. Third, the secondary also needs to
be massive enough to form the other CO (NS). Moreover, the first mass transfer
phase in the binary is likely unstable if the secondary is significantly less massive
than the primary at the onset of themass transfer leading to a stellarmerger [657].
For this simple calculation, we assume a mass ratio of q = M1/M2 ≳ 0.3 at the
ZAMS is required for stable mass transfer [e.g., 657, 703–707]. From observations
the mass ratio distribution of stars is found to be roughly consistent with a uni-
form distribution [cf. 363, 697, 708–711]. This gives a factor fq ∼ 0.7. Fourth, the
binary system typically has a wide orbit by the time of the first supernova and
likely disrupts by the significant natal kicks of hundreds of km/s the system can
receive when the NS forms [e.g., 712, 713]. Studies have found that this likely dis-
rupts ≳ 95% of the systems at this point giving a fSN,1 ≈ 0.05 [665, 714]. Fifth,
the common-envelope phase might well be one of the most uncertain aspects of
the binary’s life. What stars and what fraction of stars can successfully eject the
envelope and form a tight system is uncertain. An example from the literature for
NSNS mergers is a fraction of fCE ≈ 0.2 [e.g. 665]. Sixth, the system also needs
to survive the second supernova, this is more likely since the system has a much
tighter orbit after the common envelope phase. We estimate the factor with a fac-
tor fSN,2 ≈ 0.5 [cf. 665]. Seventh, once the NSNS binary has formed it needs to
have a tight enough orbit to merge within the age of the Universe so that it can be
observable today. This likely removes another half of the systems. Giving a factor
fmerge ≈ 0.5.

Combined this gives that a fraction of about 3× 10−7 of all stars forms a NSNS
merger, making this a rare outcome among stellar populations. Assuming a local
star formation rate of≈ 1.5×107 M⊙ Gpc−3 yr−1 [cf. Equation 15 in 715] with the
average mass of stars of ∼ 0.3M⊙ (from the initial mass function; Kroupa 699),
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the yield of fNSNS = 9× 10−7 gives a NSNS merger rate of

RNSNS ≈
1.5× 107 M⊙Gpc−3yr−1

0.3M⊙
× 3× 10−7 ≈ 17Gpc−3, (X.2)

which falls inside the merger rates inferred from gravitational-wave observations,
as well as typical simulation results [655].

In practice, there are many uncertainties in the physical processes underlying
the formation, evolution, and deaths of massive stars and how these are modeled
when investigating the formation pathways of DCO systems. Examples include
uncertainties in the initial conditions [96, 716–720], the metallicity-dependent
star formation history [721–729], stellar winds [204, 205, 730–733], stellar rota-
tion [e.g., 734, 735], the evolutionary tracks [65, 508, 736, 737], the expansion
of the envelopes [e.g., 661, 738], common envelope phase (and its modeling)
[101, 437, 486, 688, 691, 736, 739–744], mass transfer processes [e.g., 657, 745–
757], supernovae kicks [354, 542, 551, 553, 555, 713, 758–766],
supernova remnant masses [53, 324, 335, 767–781], black hole spin up processes
[782–792], whether there is a mass gap between black holes and neutron stars
[e.g., 338, 793–801] and the existence of a black hole mass gap due to pair-
instability supernova [61, 355, 358, 537, 802–810]. These uncertainties can all
impact the outcome of stellar populations, making it challenging to model them
all or rely on a limited set of models. On the other hand, it also means that obser-
vations of DCOmergers with ground-based gravitational-wave detectors, as well
as other observations, have the potential to test and constrain the physics of these
evolutionary phases.

C. Other formation channels

Many formation channels other than the isolated binary evolution channel have
been proposed. All of these also overcome the separation channel. We describe
them briefly and refer the interested readers to the reviews from Mandel and
Farmer [656], Gerosa and Fishbach [658], Mapelli [811], Arca Sedda et al. [659],
and Spera et al. [191], and references therein, and to Part IV for more details.

• Population-III stars: in this scenario, the binary consists of two massive
metal-free (or extremely metal-poor) stars in a tight orbit. Such metal-poor
stars are expected to exist in the early Universe as the first generation of stars
that have not yet been exposed to enrichment processes that would lead to
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higher metallicities. These stars are thought to avoid extensive radial expan-
sion of the envelope and avoid the separation challenge. Stellar winds and
radial expansion are driven by the presence of heavier metals, causing these
stars to experience a drastically reduced radial expansion and self-stripping
through winds [812–816]. Moreover, the lack of metals might also favor the
formation of highermass stars (a flatter initialmass function), further boost-
ing the potential contribution from this channel [see 817–825, and references
therein].

• Chemically Homogeneous Evolution: in this scenario, a pair of massive
metal-poor stars starts in a close enough orbit such that the stars are tidally
locked. The low metallicity again suppresses strong winds and reduces the
radial expansion of the stellar envelopes. The tidal locking leads the stars
to spin up to a rotation close to the stellar break-up frequency that leads to
efficient mixing of the helium out of the stellar core into the envelope and
fresh hydrogen from the envelope into the stellar core. This allows the stars
to evolve chemically homogeneously and use almost the entire hydrogen
for fusion until eventually, the entire star has formed a naked helium star
[826–831]. The heavy helium stars do not expandmuch and can avoid mass
transfer phases during the rest of their lives, avoiding the separation chal-
lenge. The stars will eventually collapse into BHs and form a BBH system
with two BHs of similar masses (∼ 30M⊙) that are likely highly spinning
and can contribute to the DCO population observed today [725, 832–835].
In rare cases, this formation channel can also form BHNS mergers [836].

• Isolated triples or higher ordermultiples: massive stars are also commonly
formed in triples or higher order multiples [e.g. 837]. In such systems, the
stars might experience similar evolutionary processes as described in the
isolated binary evolution channel, but additionally, the additional star(s)
can impact the system both dynamically and through binary-type interac-
tions (supernovae, mass transfer, etc.). Several studies have extensively in-
vestigated the evolution of triples and higher ordermultiples and found that
they can significantly contribute to the formation of DCO systems [e.g., 838–
846]. Another proposed channel comes from field binaries that might be
perturbed by flybys from other stars that can increase the eccentricity and
lead to higher merger rates; a channel that lies in between isolated and dy-
namical formation like triples and higher order multiples [847, 848].

• Dynamical channels: instead, DCO mergers might dominantly form from



Stellar Black Holes and Compact Stellar Remnants

stars in dense stellar environments such as globular clusters, young star clus-
ters, and nuclear star clusters in the centers of galaxies.. In all these channels
the dynamical interactions play a dominant role in the formation of theDCO
system17, other examples for this are the formation of DCO in hierarchical
3-body systems with a SMBH, and in AGN disks (see also Part IV).

• Exotic channels: other, more exotic formation channels have also been sug-
gested. This includes the formation of BBH mergers from primordial black
holes, or from other physics beyond the standard model [e.g., 849–852].
These are also discussed in Part IV.

Each of these channels comeswith its ownmodel uncertainties, contributing to
the complexity of gravitational-wave paleontology. On the other hand, the rapidly
increasing population of BBH mergers is a probe of all these physical processes
that are underlying the formation and lives of BHs and their massive star progen-
itors.

17 Where we note that isolated triples and higher multiples also belong to this category
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Part IV

Black Holes in binaries: formation
channels - dynamical
Carl L. Rodriguez

XI N = 3; Triples and Three-body Encounters

The first extension beyond binary physics is to consider the presence of a third
body. But whether this triple system is stable or not changes the long-term dy-
namical evolution of the system, as well as the properties of the BBHs it produces.
Configurations of three gravitational point particles which are known to be stable
for many orbital periods are often referred to as hierarchical triples; these can be
thought of as “a binary within a binary” (that is, there exists an inner binary with
semi-major axis a1, and an outer tertiary that orbits the binary’s center of mass at a
wider separation a2). Due to their separation in scales, these systems typically do
not exchange energy between their inner and outer orbits (e.g. the Earth-Moon-
Sun system). Decreasing the outer orbital separation, however, also decreases the
stability of the system; while there does not exist a good first-principles derivation
of this stability criterion, numerical experiments [853] building off the analytic ar-
guments of [854] have shown that triples with"

a2
a1

>
2.8

1− e2

[(
1 +

Mt

Mb

)(
1 + e2√
1− e2

)]2/5 (
1− 0.3

I

π

)
(XI.1)

for a system with inner-binary mass Mb, tertiary mass Mt, inner and outer ec-
centricities of e1 and e2, and a mutual inclination of I , tend to be long-lived and
stable (though see [855] for an updated study focusing on the extreme-mass ratio
limit). We will refer to systems where Eqn. XI.1 is not met as democratic triples
(in contrast to stable hierarchical triples).

A. Hierarchical Triples

While hierarchical triples (in the absence of tides or other dissapative forces)
do not transfer energy between the inner and outer orbits (and therefore do not
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alter their semi-major axes), the key feature of these systems is their exchange of
angular momentum over many orbital periods. These secular processes, as they
are often called, have been known for many decades, going back to the original
papers by Lidov [856] and Kozai [857] for whom the Lidov-Kozai (LK, though
often shortened to “Kozai”) mechanism is named. These hierarchical triples are
of interest for a wide range of systems in astrophysics, from planetary dynamics,
to the inclination of asteroids, to GW source production.

To lowest (quadrupolar) order, the LKmechanism involves an exchange of an-
gular momentum between the mutual orbit of the two binaries and the inner bi-
nary. If we assume a system inwhich both the inner and outer binaries are initially
circular, and one of the inner masses is zero (i.e. the test-mass approximation),
one can show that the maximum eccentricity the inner binary can achieve during
these oscillations is:

emax =

√
1− 5

3
cos2 i0 (XI.2)

where i0 is the initial inclination of the inner binary with respect to the outer bi-
nary. See [858] for a detailed review. In this regime, the inner binary can reach
arbitrarily large eccentricities which, since the timescale for binaries to merge due
to GW emission scales as TGW ∝ (1−e20)

7/2 [859, c.f. Equation 5.14, ], can rapidly
drive even wide binaries to merge within a Hubble time.

The first studies of this effect in the context of stellar-mass BHswere performed
in the early 2000s by [860] in the context of BBHs formed through four-body in-
teractions in GCs. It was further noted by [861] that these systems could poten-
tiallymaintain their eccentricitywhile passing into the LIGO sensitivity band, pro-
viding a mechanism for distinguishing dynamically-formed binaries from those
formed from isolated evolution (although subsequent studies have shown the per-
centage of mergers with e > 0.1 in the LIGO band to be substantially lower than
the reported 30% from [861]). We note that there exists significant additional
complications one can consider to this process, such as the presence of higher-
order terms in the Kozai-Lidov expansion (which give rise to the so-called eccen-
tric Kozai-Lidovmechanism, e.g.,[862–866]), complicatedmulti-scale cross-terms
between the three-body and post-Newtonian expansions [e.g., 867–872], and even
the breakdown of the Kozai-Lidov orbit approximation entirely [873, 874] (which
are responsible for producing the most eccentric of the triple-induced mergers).

Since then, many authors have explored the potential contribution of triples
formed through in a variety of astrophysical environments. Observational evi-
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dence suggests thatmassiveO-stars above 16M⊙ (the progenitors of BHs) have an
average of 2.1 companions [875, Table 13], making CO triples a natural product of
star formation. These triples can undergo Kozai oscillations that drive their inner
binaries to merge [e.g., 876–880], with further studies showing that such triple-
mediated mergers exhibit unique mass ratios [e.g., 881, 882] & spin-orbit align-
ments [e.g., 878, 883–886] that may distinguish them from either field-formed
binaries or binaries formed through other dynamical channels (although eccen-
tricity remains the most reliable metric for distinguishing triple-induced mergers,
despite it’s degeneracy with other dynamical channels).

In addition to massive stellar triples, CO triples are often formed or found in
other dynamical environments. In stellar clusters, such as OCs and GCs, triples
are a common byproduct of binary-binary encounters, in which two binaries dy-
namically interact and (typically) eject one of the components of the wider bi-
nary, leaving a hierarchical triple and a single star/CO [860, 887–893]. Note that
this process becomes more efficient in smaller clusters such as OCs; more massive
clusters such as GCs and galactic nuclei form triples with similar masses (with
the rate of such mergers in GCs being two orders of magnitude lower than those
from standard binary hardening that we describe in Section XIII, e.g. [887, 890]).

The one notable exception to this is nuclear star clusters containing a super-
massive BH. In these clusters, stellar binaries can form hierarchical triples where
the SMBH acts as the tertiary driving the stellar-mass inner binary tomerger [e.g.,
894–900]. We note that, unlike triples with similar mass tertiary companions,
stellar-mass binary/SMBH triples may be directly confirmed by the measurement
of Doppler shift and other effects from the SMBHwith space-based GW detectors
[e.g., 901–903].

B. Democratic Triples

While hierarchical triples are of significant interest due to their potential long-
term stability, there exists a long and relevant literature on short-lived democrac-
tic triples, typically formed by the strong interaction of a single star or CO and a
binary. See, e.g., Figure 15. The fate of triples formed via these "scattering encoun-
ters" was first studied numerically 40 years ago byHut and Bahcall [904–906], and
has since spawned an entire industry dedicated to understanding the outcome of
these encounters.

Because of the high densities required for such encounters to take place, they
are typically found only in the cores of dense star clusters such as OCs, GCs, and
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Incoming Single

Incoming Binary

Outgoing Single

Outgoing Binary

Figure 15: An example strong encounter between a binary and a single object in
which the incoming particle exchanges into the binary, ejecting one of the

original binary components out to infinity. These encounters occur frequently
between massive stars and/or BHs in dense star clusters such as OCs, GCs, and
GN, and are critical for the production of BBH mergers. This scattering was

performed with the Fewbody code Fregeau et al. [907].

NSCs. The one notable exception is the possibility of encounters between stars
and wide binaries in galaxies, where many of the same interactions that occur
in clusters can be replicated due to the large interaction cross sections of ultra-
wide binaries. See [908, 909]. The effect of these encounters on BBH mergers
depends onwhether such encounters primarily occur amongmassive stars before
they form BHs (as often happens in lower-density OCs) or among BHs and BBHs
in the cores of dense clusters such a GCs and GN. We will now describe these
various pathways.

XII N = O(103 − 105); Open Clusters

As we add more particles to the systems we consideration, the number of pos-
sible interactions increases as well. Despite the previous sections where have as-
sumed that most stars form as either isolated binaries or triples, we in fact know
that most star formation occurs in clusters, whether they be unbound associa-
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tions or YMCs such as OCs [910]. And while the majority of massive stars are
born with at least one companion [875], most of these binaries and triples should
actually seen as living (at least at first) within dynamically active environments,
where encounters with neighboring stars can modify the evolutionary path the
binary would have followed had it evolved in isolation. These modifications can
take many forms, such as exchange encounters (like the one pictured in Figure
15) in which one component is replaced with another, or resonant encounters in
which the orbital period and eccentricity of the binary are dynamically scrambled
to a state that would be inaccessible to a system evolving in isolation. And while
the small escape speeds of OCs mean that a single encounter is often enough to
eject the stellar binary from the cluster, if many, or even the majority, of binaries
formed through normal star formation undergoes a single dynamical encounter,
it can have a profound effect on the population of merging BBH.

Over the past two decades, many authors have used directN -body techniques
to explore the formation, evolution, and destruction of these clusters and the the
BBHs they produce [e.g., 888, 889, 911–919]. By assuming that the majority of star
formation occurs in these environments, they can reproduce a significant fraction
(or even potentially all) of the BBH mergers observed by LIGO [e.g., 919, 920].
The interactions, and particularly the dynamical exchange encounters, that occur
among massive stars in these clusters create binaries that can move along unique
evolutionary pathways, producing binaries with significantly larger masses than
those found through isolated binary evolution. Dynamical encounters can also
alter the alignment between the spin and orbital angular momenta of the binaries
[921, 922], another key observable of dynamical formation (though see §XIIIA
where we discuss spin-orbit alignment in detail).

However, one of the most unique outcomes of stellar encounters prior to BH
formation is the potential to produce individual BHsmoremassive than those that
can be formed from stellar collapse alone. In single stars, it is largely assumed that
BHs cannot form with masses between ∼ 50M⊙ and 120M⊙, due to the presence
of pulsational pair instabilities and pair-instability supernova [e.g., 923, 924]. But
when two stars merge in OCs, their merger products can potentially bypass this
limit by developing unique core-to-envelope mass ratios that cannot be realized
through single or binary stellar evolution [e.g., 922, 925]. These stars, upon their
formation, can then exchange into other stellar binaries, eventually forming BBHs
with masses that cannot be the result of isolated stellar evolution, a key indicator
of dynamical formation (though as we will see below, not a unique one, as re-
peated BH mergers can also create BHs with masses in the pair-instability mass
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gap). Of course, stellar mergers produce merger products with inflated radii, that
then in turn increases the possibility of successive stellar mergers. These poten-
tial “runaway” collisions have been studied for nearly two decades [926–931], and
represents both an important channel for the production of both the heaviest LIGO
sources as well as the potential seeds of intermediate-mass BHs and SMBHs.

XIII N = O(104 − 107); Globular Clusters

As we consider systems with more particles (and correspondingly deeper
gravitational potentials), the primary mechanism of BBH formation shifts. While
smaller clusters largely rely on a natal population of massive binaries to create
their BBHs, the stellar binaries that eventually become merging BBHs in OCs
only undergo about one strong encounter before they are ejected from the cluster.
But as we move to larger systems, such as GCs these primordial binaries become
less relevant to the formation of BBHs for two reasons: first, the higher mass (and
correspondingly higher escape speed) of the clusters means that significant frac-
tions of BHs can be retained by the cluster after formation [932]. This means that,
unlike OCs, BBHs actually remain (and form dynamically!) in the clusters that
create them. And second, because of their deeper central potentials, these bina-
ries undergo many repeated encounters before they are ejected from the cluster.
These formally chaotic three-body encounters erase any information about the
initial state of the binary, yielding a population of BBHs whose origin is purely a
function of gravitational dynamics.

While their formation is still an area of active research, it is easiest to consider
GCs as forming from a single burst of star formation∼ 10−14Gyr ago. Within 10
Myr, themassive stars in the cluster collapse, creating a population of stellar-mass
BHs; assuming the BHs receive low or no natal kicks due to increased supernova
fallback [933, 934] or direct-collapse [935] scenarios, a significant fraction [any-
where from 65-90%, 932, 936] can be initially retained by the cluster. The BHs
experience a drag force arising from dynamical friction [e.g., 937, §8.1], causing
their orbits to decay, and driving them into the cluster core where they form a
subsystem of BHs. These BH subsystems are simultaneously key to understand-
ing the overall evolution of GCs as well as the BBHs they produce. As the cluster
collapses due to relaxation [e.g., 937], the density of BHs in the core increases.
Eventually, the density becomes high enough to facilitate three-body interactions,
where BBHs are either formed through encounters of three single BHs [936, 938–
941] or three-body encounters between pre-existing binaries and single BHs (such
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as those described in §XI). Once a BBH has been formed it will continue to par-
ticipate in encounters with other BHs each of which will, on statistical average,
shrink the BBH’s orbital period [942]. This process continues until either the BBH
merges due to GW emission [typically in eccentric binaries, e.g., 943, 944], or the
recoil of the binary from the three-body encounter is sufficiently large to eject it
from the cluster entirely, where it may or may not merge later due to GW emis-
sion. As a result, it is largely the central escape speed of the cluster that sets how
compact a BBH will be [945, 946]. GCs typically process their BHs from most to
least massive, forming binaries with the heaviest BHs first before moving on to
the lower-mass objects. This, combined with their age and low stellar metallicity,
makes GCs typically more efficient at producing heavier BBHmergers in the local
Universe; for a 30M⊙+30M⊙ BBH like GW150914, the optimal cluster to produce
a merger in the local universe has a present-day mass of ∼ 3− 6× 105M⊙ [947],
corresponding roughly to the upper quartile of GC masses in the MW [948].

Over the past three decades, many authors have used either direct-summation
or Monte Carlo-based N -body simulations [e.g., 911, 946, 949–962] or semi-
analytic techniques [e.g., 941, 945, 963–969] to study BBH formation from GCs,
with most estimates of the BBH merger rate in the local universe [going back to
938] hovering around ∼ 10 Gpc−3. While this number is potentially sufficient
to explain the full population of BBHs detected so far [970], more sophisticated
analyses suggest that they are one of several channels contributing to the LVK
GW detections [e.g., 971].

While there are still uncertainties associated with the GC channel (mostly re-
lated to GC formation and the evolution of massive stars and compact-object for-
mation), the gas-free dynamics of these environments does allow several robust
predictions to be made for the BBH population, and in many ways, GCs represent
the first environments (in terms of increasing numbers of particles), where BBH
formation is purely dynamical, and does notdepend on the properties of the initial
binary population. This transition marks the introduction of several observable
features that are relevant to GCs, NSCs, and AGN, which we will now describe.

A. Observational Signatures of Purely Dynamical Formation

First, because BBHs in GCs are primarily created and driven tomerger through
chaotic three-body encounters, the spins and orbital angular momenta of the
BBHs are essentially randomized after a single strong encounter, causing them to
be isotropically distributed. GW detectors are primarily sensitive to the projec-
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tion of the BH spins along the direction of the binary angular momenta, making
the presence of spin-orbit anti-alignment in the BBH population a key observ-
able [e.g., 972]. Isolated binaries are expected to form BBHs with spins largely
aligned with their orbit, while both hierarchical triples and OCs tend to push the
distribution away from aligned and towards spin-orbit misalignment (while still
maintaining a preference for spin alignment). In effect, as the number of parti-
cles increases, the isotropy of the distrubtion increases, from nearly aligned when
N = 2 to isotropic once N ≳ 105.

Second, the strong encounters that produce BBHs also facilitate eccentricmerg-
ers through GW captures during democratic triples. Simulations of both isolated
scatterings and full Monte Carlo N -body models have suggested that ∼ 20% of
BBHmergers that occur insideGCs [943, 973] are the result ofGWcaptures during
strong encounters where the emission of GWs during close hyperbolic encoun-
ters is sufficient to create bound binaries from previously unbound BHs. Roughly
half of these captures will reach a GW frequency of 10Hz with e ≳ 0.1 and be de-
tectable by LIGO. As was described in §XI, eccentricity remains a key observable
of dynamical formation for BBHs, and while the ratio between in-cluster merg-
ers and ejected mergers can change depending on the central escape speed (from
roughly half-and-half for typical GCs to nearly 90% ormore for verymassive clus-
ters, e.g., [974, 975]), the fraction of in-cluster mergers with eccentricity above 0.1
remains largely constant.

Finally, if two BHs merge inside a cluster, there is nothing to stop the new BH
they form from participating in further mergers. It is well known from numer-
ical and analytic relativity that merging BBHs receive a recoil kick due to the
asymmetric emission of GWs [e.g., 976–980], with the kicks of highly-spinning,
non-equal-mass BH mergers reaching as high as 5000 km/s [981]. However, if
BHs are born with low spins from stellar collapse (as suggested by some stud-
ies of angular momentum transport in massive stars, e.g., [982]), then the merger
products of near-equal mass BHs can sometimes be retained by their host clusters,
where they can potentially find new BH companions through three-body encoun-
ters andmerge again. The number of previousmerger events that a BHhas under-
gone is referred to as its “generation”, with BHs born from stellar collapse being
“first-generation”, BH formed from a single previous BH merger being “second-
generation”, and so on (following [983]). GCs, with their relatively low central es-
cape speeds (≲ 100 km/s for the most massive clusters, though potentially higher
at formation [975]), can easily produce BBHmergers with second-generation BH
components when the BH spins from stellar collapse are small [e.g., 960, 984],
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but they rarely retain BBH third or higher generation mergers. While OCs rely
exclusively on stellar mergers to create BHs in the pair-instability mass gap, GCs
represent the first environment where BH growth is facilitated by repeated BH
mergers. But to produce multiple successive generations of BH mergers, or even
intermediate mass BHs, we must consider even deeper potential wells.

XIV N = O(105 − 108); Nuclear Star Clusters

The final frontier of dense star clusters, both in terms of the number of parti-
cles, and computational difficulty, remains the NSCs that populate the centers of
many galaxies. These environments, which can span from N = 105 (similar to
low-mass GCs) to N ≳ 108 numbers of stars and binaries, represent the highest
density stellar regions known, with someNSCs (such as the nuclei inM32 and the
MW) exceeding ∼ 107M⊙/pc

3 (on scales of the central ∼ 0.1pc and ∼ 0.01pc re-
spectively, [985, 986]). Observations of nearby NSCs [987] showing a clear trend
between the mass of the host galaxy and the mass and density profile of their
NSCs with more massive galaxies hosting more massive NSCs with flatter pro-
files. See [988] for a detailed review of our current observational understanding
of NSCs, their hosts, and their potential evolutionary paths.

Unlike GCs, which are relatively simple stellar environments (typically spher-
ical and forming in a single burst of star formation lasting≲ 10Myr), NSC sadmit
many complicated structures (e.g. disks, triaxiality), formation histories (possi-
bly forming from infalling GCs [e.g., 989], in situ star formation [e.g., 990], or a
combination of the two; see §7 of [988]), with the formation history and other
properties being closely related to the evolutionary history and morphology of
their host galaxies. Their internal dynamics is also complicated by the presence of
SMBHs, which cause a significant increase in stellar density and velocity disper-
sion within the central regions of the NSC (via the formation of a “Bahcall-Wolf
Cusp” [991, 992]).

Given the extreme computational difficulties of modeling NSCs, most stud-
ies of BBH formation in these environments have relied upon analytic models of
varying degrees of sophistication, with assumptions that change dramatically de-
pending on whether or not an SMBH is present. We now explore both of these
scenarios.
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A. GN without SMBHs

While the actual occupation fraction of SMBHs inNSCsis highly uncertain,
there are GN, such as the nucleus of M33 [993], that are known to lack SMBHs. In
many ways,NSCswithout central-massive BHs can be modeled (to lowest order)
as ultra-massive GCs with more complicated star-formation histories. In these
systems, the predominantmechanism for forming andmerging BHs is three-body
binary formation and dynamical hardening, and many of their observable prop-
erties, such as the BH spin orientations, are similar to that of GCs (see §XIIIA).
But, because of their substantially higher central densities (and correspondingly
higher central escape velocities), they can both retain lighter-mass BHs follow-
ing their supernova [e.g. 994] and more easily retain multiple generations of BH
merger products, easily producing BHs in the pair-instability mass gap or in the
intermediate-mass regime [e.g., 974, 994, 995].

Because all but the least massive NSCs remain beyond the capabilities of direct
N -body integrators, most studies of BHmergers in nuclei have relied on a combi-
nation of three-body scatterings [e.g., 996–998] and semi-analytic techniques [e.g.,
994, 995, 999–1002]. Because of their higher escape speeds, a greater fraction of
NSC BH mergers occur within the cluster (as compared to GCs), which in turn
produces roughly four times as many highly eccentric mergers in the LIGO band
(with ∼ 20% passing 10Hz with e > 0.1, [1002]).

B. GN with SMBHs

In NSCs with SMBHs, the central regions of the NSC become completely dom-
inated by the Keplerian potential of the central BH which, in combination with
two-body relaxation puhsing the system towards dynamical equilibrium, drives
the system towards a high density, high velocity dispersion configuration known
as a Bahcall-Wolf Cusp [991, 992]. As with GCs, BHs tend to mass segregate into
the centers of SMBH cusps, increasing their density towards the central regions of
the GN. However, the increased velocity dispersion in these central regions also
tends to suppress binary formation via three-body encounters, where the rate of
binary formation scales as 1/v9, [1003]. Instead, the formation of CO mergers
in SMBH cusps is largely powered by two-body GW capture, similar to eccentric
BBH production in GCs. This idea has been invoked for decades [e.g., 1004–1006]
to explain formation of hard binaries in dense stellar systems and the long-term
evolution of GN.
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Because the velocity distribution and mass segregation of BHs in cusps can be
well understood from collisional theory [e.g., 1007, 1008], the rates, mass, and ec-
centricity distributions of BHsmerging inNSC cusps can be predicted analytically
(for a given SMBHmass and stellar/BH population). The first detailed treatment
of this came from [1009], which showed that the production of mergers is domi-
nated by BHs closest to the SMBH. More recent work by [1010, 1011] has shown
that this channel produces a strong correlation between the mass of the merging
BHs and their eccentricity (as more massive BHs segregate deeper into the cusp
where the Keplerian velocities are higher, requiring a closer encounter pericen-
ter for GW capture to be effective). While easily analytically tractable, the overall
merger rate of BBHs in NSC cusps is likely lower than that induced by the Kozai-
Lidov process about the SMBH in the absence of gas.

In the presence of gas, however, the dynamics changes considerably. In partic-
ular, in active galactic nuclei (AGN), the presence of a gas disk can significantly
alter the dynamics of the NSC. Once a disk forms in an NSC, BHs find them-
selves either ground down into the disk from isotropically-distributed orbits in
the NSC [e.g. 1012–1014], with the gas drag from repeated plunges through the
disk causes the inclination of stellar orbits to align with the disk, or they form in
situ in the fragmenting disk itself [e.g., 1015]. Once embeddedwithin the disk, the
BHs begin to experience torques due to both gas drag and gravitational torques
from the disk itself, causing the BHs to migrate throughout the disk (in a fashion
very similar to planetary migration within proto-planetary disks, [1016, 1017]).

While the rates of BH mergers in AGN disks are highly uncertain (spanning
several orders of magnitude [e.g., 1018]), the effective reduction of the dynamics
into a 2-dimensional disk alters several of the key features of dynamical formation
in BBH mergers. First, by focusing three-body encounters into a co-planar envi-
ronment, it has been shown that the number of highly-eccentric mergers increases
dramatically compared to 3-dimensional environments, with ≳ 30% of mergers
retaining significant eccentricity into the LIGO band [1019, 1020], while interac-
tions with the gaseous disk itself may also produce eccentric mergers through
evection resonances [1021] (though we note that 3D hydrodynamical simula-
tions of BBHs in AGN disks have come to less definitive results [1022]). At the
same time, the proximity of these mergers to the central-massive BH means that
any AGN-produced BH mergers occur in environments with extremely large es-
cape speeds, potentially facilitating many generations of hierarchical BH mergers
[1023–1025]. While such an efficiency of hierarchical BH production may in fact
overproduce massive BHs compared to the LIGO/Virgo population [e.g., 1026],
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the finite lifetime of AGN disks places a natural upper-limit on the production
efficiency of such high-mass mergers.

Of course, the most tantalizing potential observable of the AGN channel is the
potential production of a bright optical transient associated with the merger of a
BH embedded in the disk [e.g., 1027, 1028]. A joint observation of both an electro-
magnetic (EM) transient and GWs from a BHmerger would not only definitively
confirm the AGN channel as a potential source of BBH mergers, but would allow
for a detailed probe of the interior of AGN environments [1027], and even in-
dependent standard-siren measurements of the Hubble constant [1029, 1030] (at
redshifts significantly higher than those of binary neutron star mergers). While
there were initial claims that the high-mass BBH GW190521 may have had an as-
sociated EM flair detected by the Zwicky Transient Factory [1031], to date no EM
counterpart has been confidently associated with a GW event [1032, 1033], and
current surveys suggest the contribution from the brightest AGN may be limited
[1034]. However, in spite of the significant uncertainties and difficulties model-
ing these environments, the potential of producing an EM counterpart makes the
AGN channel one of the most compelling dynamical environments and an area of
significant active research.
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Part V

Black holes in binaries through
observations: X-ray, detached,
lensing, LIGO
Tana D. Joseph and Sara Saracino

Please note: This is a rapidly evolving field, especially as regards observations, so we apol-
ogize if some references are missing, especially very recent ones. We have included all the
studies that, to the best of our knowledge, have provided the most significant impact to the
field.

XV Introduction

Previous Chapters have extensively discussed the importance of stellar-mass
black holes (BHs), their formation channels and their abundance in the Universe.
The main goal of this Chapter is instead to provide the reader with clear tools to
understand how to reveal these elusive objects and how their properties can be
constrained. We start this journey by dividing stellar-mass BHs into three main
categories: 1) isolated BHs, 2) BHs in binary systems with luminous compan-
ions (stars) and 3) BHs in binaries with compact objects, such as another BH or a
neutron star (NS). Each of these categories must be treated separately, as the tech-
niques and observational instruments we use to detect them are mostly different.
For the sake of simplicity, in describing the different methodologies we will not
consider triples or multiple systems.

XVI Isolated Black Holes

Being the product of the evolution of very massive stars (M> 20M⊙), BHs are
expected to constitute 0.1% of all objects populating the Universe [1035–1038] and
once produced, we are unaware of any mechanism that can destroy them. They
can have very different properties depending on how they form and what kind
of interactions they experience during their lives. A fraction of these objects are
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isolated BHs, meaning that they are not part of a binary system, hence they cannot
be detected thanks to interactions with their companions or any motions around
them (see the following Sections for a detailed description of BHs in binaries).
There are three main reasons why a large fraction of isolated BHs exists: 1) Not
all massive stars are born in binaries, a fraction of them are born and evolve as
single stars [96]. 2) If two stars are in a tight binary orbit, they can experience a
common envelope phase that can bring the two stars to merge and form amassive
star which would then explode as supernovae, leaving behind an isolated BH. 3)
In a wide binary composed of two stars, one of which is quite massive, it could
happen that the BH produced after the supernovae explosion receive enough
“natal kick” to become unbound [545].

If a BH lives isolated in the Universe, it has very little chance of interactingwith
any other object so that the effect of this interaction would allow its detection. In
addition, the accretion rate of material from the surrounding is expected to be so
low that it does not emit any detectable high-frequency radiation (for example X-
rays). Thus, discovering an isolated BH is very challenging and there is only one
specific phenomenon that appears to be promising in this regard: the gravitational
microlensing.

A microlensing event occurs when either a star or a compact object (called
lens hereafter) passes almost exactly in front of a background star (called source
hereafter). As predicted by general relativity [1039], the lens magnifies the image
of the source, producing an apparent amplification of its brightness. Moreover,
it slightly shifts the apparent position of the source [1040–1042]. Figure 16 visu-
ally illustrates the concept of gravitational microlensing, when the lens is a BH.
When the BH passes nearly in front of a background star, it bends light from the
star towards Earth, which temporarily amplifies the star’s observed brightness.
BHs are able to warp space-time so much that it noticeably alters the source’s
apparent location in the sky. The two images caused by lensing are very close to
each other to be spatially resolved, but the change in brightness of the two images
produces a shift in the position of the centroid of the source that can be detected
via high-precision astrometry. By exploiting photometric microlensing to study how
the luminosity of the source varies over time and astrometric microlensing to mea-
sure the amount of relativistic deflection of the apparent position of the source as
the lens passes in front of it, the mass of the lens can be measured directly and
its real nature inferred. Having both information, in fact, is very important as it
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allows us to break the degeneracy that exists between the mass of the lens and the
relative source-lens proper motion. Unfortunately this is not the case for most de-
tectablemicrolensing events, forwhichwe only have the photometric information.

The mathematical formalism that physicists use to describe a microlensing
event is rather complicated but a brief description of themain parameters involved
can help better understand the phenomenon and their intrinsic limitations. The
perfect alignment of the source, the lens and the observer, which tends to occur
very rarely, produces a special type of microlensing event, where the reflected
image is not observed as a single point, but as a ring of light around the lens.
This ring is called the Einstein ring with an angular radius θE known as the an-
gular Einstein radius. The latter is an important quantity used to describe the
characteristic scale of a gravitational microlensing event, regardless of the exact
observer/lens/source configuration, and it is defined by the equation:

θE =

√
4GML

c2
πLS

1au
(XVI.1)

whereML is the mass of the lens and πLS is the relative lens-source parallax. The
latter can also be written as:

πLS = πL − πS = 1au

(
1

DL

− 1

DS

)
(XVI.2)

with DL and DS as distances between observer and lens and between observer
and source, respectively. The Einstein radius θE cannot be obtained directly from
the study of the magnification light curve of the microlensing event18, hence other
quantities need to be defined. The only quantity that contains some information
about the physical properties of the event, especially about the lens itself, and can
be directly inferred from the light curve is instead the timescale tE of the event,
i.e. the time it takes the source to traverse an angular distance of θE and can be
written as follows:

tE =
θE
µLS

(XVI.3)

where µLS is the relative proper motion between lens and source. In a microlens-
ing event, tE can vary from a few days up to several hundreds days. In long-
duration microlensing events, the annual parallax tends to lead to prominent de-
18 In the rare case of perfect alignment observer/lens/source it is possible to infer the angular
Einstein radius θE by using photometric information alone.
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partures in the photometric signature [1043, 1044], so that we can also infer the
microlensing parallax parameter πE :

πE =
πLS

θE
(XVI.4)

From Eq. XVI.1 we know that the more massive the lens, the longer the duration
of the event itself. In this context, microlensing events involving massive and
compact objects such as BHs as lenses are the most likely to have sufficient dura-
tion to detect the microlensing parallax effect using photometry.

To obtain the mass of the lens, however, the photometric information is unfor-
tunately not sufficient, evenwhen the parallax πE is known, asML and πLS are de-
generate. The onlyway to disentangle these two contributions and get an accurate
estimate of the mass of the lens is by monitoring and measuring the small astro-
metric shift of the position of the source induced by the presence of the lens. This
can be done using high-precision astrometry from space, e.g. with HST (see an
example later in the text). Indeed, the astrometric shift δ(u) is a two-dimensional
position angle which is proportional to the angular Einstein radius θE according
to the expression:

δ(u) =
u

u2 + 2
θE (XVI.5)

where the vector u defines the angular separation between lens and source and
it changes with time. By substituting Eq. XVI.1 in Eq. XVI.4, we can derive an
expression for the lens mass:

ML =
θE
kπE

(XVI.6)

where θE comes from precise, multi-epoch astrometry and πE comes from pho-
tometry. If the distance of the source is known, for example because the mi-
crolensing event is detected in a specific region of the Galaxy (e.g. the Galactic
bulge, whose distance is known), then we can use this information to constrain
the distance of the lens as well, from Eq. XVI.2. If this is not the case, we can still
overcome the limitation if some spectroscopic data of the source is available.

Searching for isolated stellar-mass BHs via gravitational microlensing is a
promising method as massive objects such as BHs are capable of producing
greater space-time distortions than any other medium-mass star, so they can be
distinguished. In addition, detailed Milky Way microlensing simulation codes
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Figure 16: from Pietrzyński et al. [1046]: it illustrates the gravitational
microlensing produced by a BH. The deflection of the light of a background star

when it passes in front of a BH produces two images of the same star,
temporarily amplifying its brightness. These two images are too close to being

spatially resolved but the difference in brightness between them produces a shift
in the source’s position that can be measured using astrometry and can provide

strong constraints on the nature of the lens.

have recently demonstrated that when plotting different sources (stars, white
dwarfs, NS or BHs) in the πE - tE plane, BHs tend to segregate in a specific re-
gion of this parameter space, corresponding to long Einstein crossing times and
relatively low microlensing parallaxes (see Fig. 13 in [1045]). This means that
selecting microlensing events with such properties is an ideal way to maximize
the chances of detecting events involving BH lenses.

Over the past twenty years there has been a growing interest in microlens-
ing events and several microlensing survey programs have been designed for
this purpose, some of which are currently still in operation. The Optical Grav-
itational Lensing Experiment (OGLE-IV; [1047, 1048]), the Expérience pour la
Recherche d’Objets Sombres (EROS; [1049]), the Microlensing Observations in
Astrophysics collaboration (MOA-II; [1050, 1051]), and the Korea Microlensing
Telescope Network (KMTNet; [1052]) are the best examples. These surveys carry
out photometric monitoring of several fields, both in the Milky Way (mostly the
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Galactic bulge) and in Galactic satellites (for example the Magellanic Clouds),
allowing to construct light curves for an unlimited amount of objects. Thanks to
their precious work over many years, these surveys have provided the scientific
community not only with more than 30,000 microlensing events, but also with
a detailed and long list of classified variables, from pulsators (e.g., RR-Lyrae or
Cepheids) to eclipsing or ellipsoidal variables.

Unfortunately, it is more difficult to have accurate astrometric measurements
and it is only recently that people have started to have access to this type of data,
thanks to important international collaborations (e.g., HSTPROMO [1053] which
exploits high-resolution HST observations of globular clusters across multiple
epochs) or space missions (e.g. GAIA [1054], which instead scans the sky mul-
tiple times to measure stars’ positions and proper motions19), opening to the
concrete possibility of carrying out a search for isolated BHs through astrometric
microlensing in the Universe.

To date, only a few isolated BHs have claimed to be detected via this technique,
and interestingly, all of them have been found in the direction of the Galactic
bulge, where there is a higher rate of microlensing events due to the high density
of stars. It is interesting to note that, historically, all the searches for isolated BHs
have focused primarily on microlensing events with πE ∼ 0.1 or higher, essen-
tially excluding all those events we now know are most likely produced by BHs.
This could be one of the reasons for the lack of isolated BH detections, despite the
enormous observational effort of the last few decades.

MACHO-96-BLG-5 andMACHO-98-BLG-6 are the first twomicrolensing events
that scientists have proposed to be linked to the presence of isolated BHs, with
a mass of the order of 6 M⊙ [1055]. These events were first detected and ob-
served using long-term photometric monitoring [1056] as part of the MACHO
project, which used microlensing events to specifically search for MAssive Com-
pact Halo Objects [1057]. However, since these estimates were derived by fitting
only the light curves (an approach that may lead to degeneracies), they were
strongly influenced by the imposed Galactic model prior. Abdurrahman et al.
[1058] recently re-analyzed the data of these two sources, complementing the
light curves with new high-resolution near infrared data. Their work strengthens
19 We note here that the astrometric power of GAIA is very limited in crowded fields like in the
direction of the Galactic bulge.
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the case for an isolated BH to be the lens in both microlensing events, for relative
lens-source proper motions above 0.81 mas/yr for MACHO-96-BLG-5, and 2.48
mas/yr for MACHO-98-BLG-6. A future astrometric/spectroscopic examination
of the sources will be crucial: 1) to obtain an independent measurement of the
main parameters of the sources (i.e. lens-source parallax, lens mass); and 2) to
search for every possible contribution from a second object such as a non-BH
compact object or a brown dwarf lens. This will provide a definitive answer on
the nature of these objects.

The first and only unambiguous detection of an isolated stellar-mass BH in
the Galactic bulge, but more generally thus far in the Universe, has been recently
reported by two different groups, Lam et al. [1059] and Sahu et al. [1060], almost
at the same time. The microlensing event has been detected by MOA and OGLE,
has a long duration (tE ≈ 270 d) and is labeled as MOA-2011-BLG-191 or OGLE-
2011-BLG-0462. The magnification of the source caused by the passage of the
lens is shown in Figure 17 in two different ways: as a sample of HST observations
acquired from 2011 to 2017 where both the apparent change in luminosity and the
astrometric deflection can be visualized (top panel) and as the photometric light
curve of the source drawn over time by multiple facilities (bottom panel). The two
teams have used almost the same set of multi-epoch observations fromHubble to
obtain precise astrometry of this magnified source and derived both the mass of
the lens and its distance. They both agree that the lens must be a compact source
rather than a luminous object, but they disagree on its current mass, thus on the
interpretation of its nature. Lam and colleagues [1059] estimated the source to
be relatively nearby, at a distance of 0.70-1.92 kpc and derived a mass of 1.6-4.4
M⊙, consistent with either a NS or a BH, while Sahu and collaborators [1060]
measured a distance of 1.58 ± 0.18 kpc, implying an inferred lens mass of 7.1 ±
1.3M⊙, only compatible with it being an isolated BH.

Both groups noted an inconsistency between the best fit solution preferred by
the photometric data and the one from the astrometric data but they adopted
slightly different approaches to try and investigate this aspect further. Lam et
al. [1059] in particular used two different weights to analyze the results of the
microlensing models: a default weight (DW)which gave the same weight to each
measurement and uncertainty, and an equal weight (EW)where the two data sets
were weighted in the same way. Of the two, the DW solution, that better agrees
with the photometric data, is the one closer to the solution found in the study
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by Sahu et al. [1060], although some differences still remain. The EW solution,
instead, is more in agreement with the astrometric data but predicts a slightly
lower distance for the lens, as well as a lower mass, falling in the NS mass regime.

Shortly after this detection, Mereghetti et al. [1061] have started an observa-
tional campaign with the Chandra, XMM-Newton and INTEGRAL satellites to
search for any X-ray emission coming from this object, with the aim of indepen-
dently binding its nature. They found that the inferred X-ray luminosity of this
object is consistent with the small radiative efficiency expected for a BH more
than for a NS. Upon reanalysis of the available photometric and astrometric data,
Mróz et al. [1062] were able to say the last word on this story: according to them,
the lens is indeed an isolated BH (with mass M = 7.88 ± 0.82M⊙ at a distance of
DL= 1.49 ± 0.12 kpc). They investigated the presence of systematic errors both
in the photometric and/or astrometric data but they also evaluated the impact of
the presence of a bright star located ≈ 0.4" away from the microlensing source
(see Fig. 17) in the estimate of the astrometric shift of the source. They came to
the conclusion that, although in general the presence of a blending source might
produce erroneous results and need to be properly taken into account, in this case
systematic errors in the astrometric solution were the primary cause of the low
mass measured by the Lam et al. team.

The blind search for isolated BHs is still in an embryonic state, so any new
detections coming in the future will represent an important step forward in the
field. The third data release (DR3) of the GAIA satellite (more details about
the mission can be found in Section XVII B 2), for example, already contains 363
new microlensing events [1063] that no other surveys have detected before and
the prospect of combining both the light curves and the astrometric information
that GAIA will continue to provide until the end of the mission looks extremely
promising. The development of new dedicated tools for searching for transient
astrometric lensing events caused by dark compact objects in GAIA DR4 will also
greatly help in this regard [1064].

The detection of isolated BHs through gravitational microlensing will receive
a decisive boost in the future thanks to the advent of a new and advanced facility,
the Nancy Grace Roman Space Telescope and its Galactic Bulge Time Domain
Survey (GBTDS). With its wide field of view (0.28 square degrees), super resolu-
tion (0.11 arcsec/pixel) and ability to simultaneously obtain precise photometry
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and astrometry, Roman is expected to detect and allow the characterization of
several thousand microlensing events [1065, 1066]. It will observe the Galactic
bulge and other fields multiple times over the years, allowing us to collect a rich
sample of photometric and astrometric measurements of known and unknown
microlensing events. For such a reason, Roman will enable the GBTDS to expand
the catalog of isolated BHs by order(s) of magnitude, yielding exquisite determi-
nations of their masses, distances, and proper motions, as well as opening up the
opportunity to finally perform BH population studies.

A recent work by Saradjan & Sahu [1067] have simulated a numerous sam-
ple of microlensing events as seen by Roman, in order to effectively quantify the
role that this instrument will have in the future research for isolated BHs. Since
there is not yet an accurate mass function for isolated BHs based on observa-
tions, they performed the simulations by considering several mass functions (e.g.
dN/dM ∝ M−0.5,∝ M−1 and ∝ M−2). The conclusion of the study is that,
considering the entire lifetime of the mission, the Roman telescope will be able
to detect 3-4, 15-17 and 22-24 isolated BHs through astrometric microlensing (de-
pending of themass function adopted) andwill estimate their physical properties
with reasonable accuracy. In particular, they estimate that the relative errors on
physical parameters such as mass, lens-observer distance and proper motion will
be respectively less than 1, 5, 10%. Advances in this field will provide important
and independent insights into our understanding of the formation and evolution
of BHs.

XVII Black Holes in binary systems with luminous companions

The second family of stellar-mass BHs consists of all those objects that orbit
a star in a binary system. The physics governing binary systems is rather com-
plicated and still not fully understood but for the purpose of understanding this
Section, it is important to mention some basic concepts. In a binary system, each
of the two components is surrounded by a teardrop-shaped region, called Roche
Lobe, where self-gravity dominates over the gravitational pull of the companion. If
the star is inside of this region, the material is considered bound. Usually approx-
imated as a sphere of the same volume, the Roche Lobe have size which depends
on the mass difference between the two stars and on the orbital separation of the
system, therefore on how far apart the two components are from each other. Ac-
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Figure 17: combined from Sahu et al. [1060]: Top panel: The source of the
microlensing event MOA-11-191/OGLE-11-462 as observed in eight epochs of
HST observations (from 2011 to 2017). The source is highlighted with a white

arrow in the leftmost panel. All stars in the field have similar luminosity over the
epochs while the magnification of MOA-11-191/OGLE-11-462 in Epochs 1 and 2
(produced by the lens passage) is evident compared to the remaining epochs.

Epochs 2 and 3 are instead those where a maximum astrometric shift is
measured. Bottom panel: The photometric light curve of the microlensing event
MOA-11-191/OGLE-11-462 built by combining ground-based observational data
collected from different facilities is shown along with the best-fitting model light
curve. The instruments are labeled directly in the figure with different colors.
The shape of the magnification curve is characteristic of a microlensing event.

cording to [412], the size of a Roche Lobe can be approximated to:

r1
A

=
0.49q2/3

0.6q2/3 + ln(1 + q1/3)
(XVII.1)
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where r1 is the radius of the Roche Lobe of the primary component (the more
massive by convention), A is the angular separation of the system, while q is the
mass ratio defined here as M1/M2. To obtain the Roche Lobe size for the sec-
ondary component, it is sufficient to replace label 1 with label 2 in the previous
formula.

During the evolution of a binary system, both the radius of the stars and the
size of the Roche Lobes can vary, for several reasons. The first happens as the stars
evolve to different stages of their evolution (for example expanding when evolv-
ing from the main sequence to the red giant branch), while the latter occurs when
the orbit of the binary shrinks or widens due to dynamical interactions and close
passages of third stars (especially in crowded fields) or the mutual influence of
the two stars. As soon as the size of the most massive object (the one that evolves
faster as predicted by stellar evolution theory) exceeds that of its Roche Lobe, the
material “located outside" the Roche Lobe becomes unbound, triggering three
possible scenarios. This material can indeed: 1) escape the system completely,
reducing the total mass of the system; 2) orbit both stars; 3) fall onto the com-
panion’s Roche Lobe, with consequent mass transfer and accretion. Each of these
events significantly modifies the configuration of the binary. For those interested
in the details, a comprehensive review on binary systems can be found in Chapter
1.

Depending on the status of the system, it can be classified as either non-
interacting or interacting binary, with pretty significant differences in how they
can be observed. The simplest and most secure way to detect a BH (or a NS) in
a binary system with a star is if the two objects are actually interacting, as the ac-
cretion of material from the star onto the compact object can trigger the emission
of energy at high-frequency (for example X-rays or gamma-rays) but also at low-
frequency (in radio) which can be detected through tailored observations in these
bands. Unfortunately this is not the case if the BH is in a non-interacting system,
also called a detached configuration. As the word itself explains, this means that
the companion has not yet filled its Roche Lobe and has not yet begun to transfer
material to the BH, therefore they are in a quiescent state and their presence can
only be revealed using alternative techniques. These two configurations will be
discussed in more detail in two dedicated sections later.
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A. Black Holes in interacting systems

In this Section we will discuss interacting black hole binary systems, their ob-
servational history and their connection to gravitational wave physics.

X-ray binaries (XRBs) consist of a compact object (black hole or neutron star)
accreting matter from a gravitationally bound companion (or donor star). These
sources are multiwavelength objects and are most luminous in the X-ray regime,
with LX > 1036 erg/s. The relativistic accretion of material from the companion
star to the compact object is what powers this enormous energy output. XRBs are
the only class of binary system that can be electromagnetically detected outside
the Local Group, a small (∼1 Mpc) group of 50 galaxies that includes the Milky
Way [see e.g. 1068, 1069], making these sources very useful in the study of binary
stellar systems.

X-ray binaries were some of the first X-ray sources to be detected and have been
actively studied for several decades [see e.g. 1070]. There are over 400 known
XRBs in the Galaxy and the Magellanic Clouds [1071, 1072].

The study of X-ray binaries allow us to probe physics in extreme conditions;
from regions of high magnetic field strength to relativistic accretion and strong
gravity [see e.g. 1070]. They also help us to gain insight into other astrophysical
systems.

For instance, black hole X-ray binaries (BHBs) can allow us to explore the
physics of black holes on much shorter time scales than exhibited by supermas-
sive black holes. A study of BHBs with low accretion rates uncovered a power
law relation between radio (LR) and X-ray luminosity (LX), with LR ∼ L0.7

X

[1073, 1074]. Extending this work to include supermassive black holes in active
galactic nuclei, [1075, 1076] revealed a relation between X-ray luminosity (LX),
radio luminosity (LR) and black hole mass M , often called the Fundamental
Plane of black hole activity (see Fig. 18), with

log LR ∼ 0.6 log LX + logM (XVII.2)

This relation suggests that for black holes with low accretion rates, the physical
processes governing how accreted material is converted into into radiative energy
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Figure 18: Taken from [1075]. This is an edge-on view of the Fundamental Plane
of black hole activity, across a black hole mass range spanning 9 orders of

magnitude.

could be universal over the entire black hole mass range, from stellar mass black
holes to supermassive black holes [see 1077, and refernces therein].

XRBs are predicted to be possible progenitors of some of the type of gravita-
tional wave sources that are already being detected [718, 1078, 1079, and refer-
ences therein]. They are also predicted to be sources of detectable gravitational
waves themselves [see e.g. 1080, and references therein]. In light of this, there has
been a renewed interest in XRBs from many branches of astronomy.

In this work, wewill be exclusively focusing on XRBs with a black hole accretor
(black hole X-ray binaries; BHBs). In the following sections, we will go over the
past, present and future of X-ray detectors and observatories. We will discuss the
types of X-ray binaries and their links to gravitational wave physics, and give an
overview of the observational signatures of black hole binaries.
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1. Development of electromagnetic detection methods for X-ray binaries

The Earth’s atmosphere is opaque to X-rays from space. Thus, in order to de-
tect this high energy emission from astronomical objects, X-ray telescopes must
be placed above the atmosphere using balloons, rockets or satellites. The first
X-ray detection outside of the Earth’s atmosphere was from the our Sun’s corona,
in 1949, using Geiger counters launched on a sounding rocket [1081]. To date,
over 60 X-ray instruments and telescopes have been used by astronomers20.

The first X-ray binary, and indeed the first extrasolar X-ray source, to be dis-
covered was Scorpius X-1 [1082]. In a mission lasting 350 s, an Aerobee rocket
equipped with proportional counter detectors observed what is still the brightest
apparent source of X-rays in the sky, after the Sun. Figure 19 shows some early ob-
servational X-ray data of Scorpius X-1 taken in 1967 with detectors on a sounding
rocket. After considering the X-ray and optical data for Scorpius X-1 it was con-
cluded that it must be a neutron star accreting from a binary companion [1083].

In 1964, another rocket equipped with Geiger counters observed a strong
Galactic X-ray source in the Cygnus constellation [1084]. This source, called
Cygnus X-1, would later be found to be a XRB containing the first compact object
widely accepted to be black hole.

The first dedicated X-ray satellite,Uhuruwas launched in 1970 [1086]. Themis-
sion lasted for just over two years and a total of 339 X-ray sources were detected
[1087], including galaxy clusters, supernova remnants and binary star systems
(see Fig. 20). Uhuru detections allowed us to understand that most the X-ray stars
that had been observed were in fact black holes or neutron stars accreting from a
binary companion. Indeed it was observations fromUhuru that helped to deter-
mine that Cygnus X-1 contained a black hole [1088, 1089].

The systematic study of XRBs became possible with the launch of the Ein-
stein X-ray Observatory [Einstein; 1090]. A space-based instrument launched in
November 1978, it was the first fully imaging X-ray satellite telescope. Einstein
boasted an angular resolution of tens of arcseconds (compared to the few ar-
cminute resolution of the rocket borne telescopes at the time [see e.g. 1091]), a
20 A list of all satellite and rocketborne X-ray missions can be found at https://heasarc.gsfc.
nasa.gov/docs/heasarc/missions/

https://heasarc.gsfc.nasa.gov/docs/heasarc/missions/
https://heasarc.gsfc.nasa.gov/docs/heasarc/missions/
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Figure 19: Taken from [1085]. This data shows the X-ray photon count rate from
a three minute long observation taken with a rocket-borne detector in 1967 in the
direction of Scorpius X-1 and including the Galactic centre. We see clearly that

Scorpius X-1 is a very bright X-ray source.

Figure 20: Taken from [1087]. The X-ray sources from the fourth and final Uhuru
source catalogue displayed in Galactic coordinates. The size of the symbols is

proportional to the logarithm of the peak source intensity.

field of view of a few arcminutes and a sensitivity nearly 1000 times better than
previous instruments and operated in the 0.3–4 keV range.

Prior to Einstein ’s launch, only six extragalactic X-ray binaries had been de-
tected (excluding the ∼60 XRBs in the Milky Way); five in the Large Magellanic
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Cloud and one in the SmallMagellanic Cloud [1092, and references therein]. With
Einstein , over 100 XRBs or XRB candidates were found in 10 Local Group galaxies,
making it possible to compare XRB populations in different environments. For
instance, it was found that high mass X-ray binaries (see section XVIIA 2 a) were
found preferentially in later type galaxies whereas low mass X-ray binaries (see
section XVIIA 2 b) were more likely to be found in earlier types. This finding was
not thought to be only due to the increasing number of massive stars in later type
galaxies. Einstein also revealed that a significant number of XRBs were associated
with globular clusters and that XRB host clusters were brighter than average [ e.g.
1093, see also sections XVIIA 2 a and XVIIA 2 b].

The Einstein Observatory (also called HEAO-2)) ushered in a new and exciting
age in X-ray astronomy. The three large X-ray satellite telescopes that followed,
the Röntgen Satellite [ROSAT ; launched in June 1990 1094] , the Advanced Satellite
for Cosmology and Astrophysics [ASCA ; launched in Febraury 1993 1095] and the
Rossi X-ray Timing Explorer [RXTE ; launched in December 1995 1096] had instru-
ments that provided the next big improvements on Einstein. Each of these three
telescopeswere optimized for one aspect of X-ray observations that complimented
the other two. ASCA , with it’s focus on X-ray spectroscopy, had a large energy
range and good energy resolution. It was also the first X-ray telescope to make
use of large CCD detectors. ROSAT was designed for X-ray imaging, therefore
it had a large field of view (2◦) and very good spatial resolution. RXTE was a
timing instrument and offered microsecond time resolution. Figure 21 shows a
selection of sources detected by ROSAT during the all-sky survey (see Table I for
a comparison of various telescope characteristics.)

The next significant advancement in X-ray astronomy camewith the launching
of theChandraX-rayObservatory and theXMM-NewtonObservatory. TheChandra
X-ray Observatory was launched in 1999 [1097]. This telescope has subarcsecond
spatial resolution and an energy range of 0.1–10 keV. The XMM-Newton Obser-
vatory, launched later that same year, operates in a similar energy range (0.1–15
keV).XMM has a much coarser angular resolution (∼ 15”) than Chandra , but has
an effective area many times larger (4500 cm2 at 1 keV) [1098]. Figure 22 shows
over 40,000XMM sources detected until the end of 2013. Using these telescopes, it
is now possible to carry detailed studies of X-ray binaries, and other X-ray sources,
in galaxies well outside the Local Group [see e.g. 1099, 1100].
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Figure 21: Taken from https://www.mpe.mpg.de/971847/RH_all_sky_survey.
This image shows the 18 811 bright point sources detected by ROSAT in the

all-sky survey. A total of 150 000 sources were detected by ROSAT in this survey,
25 times more than in all previous X-ray satellites combined.

With their complimentary specifications and their greatly improved capabili-
ties compared to predecessors, Chandra andXMM have been the main work horse
instruments for the study of X-ray binaries for over two decades. Table I shows the
comparison between the technical characteristics of Chandra , XMM and previous
X-ray satellites.

There are currently about a dozen X-ray satellite observatories operating, in-
cluding Chandra and XMM 21. This is a global effort with China, Europe, In-
dia, Japan, Russia and the US all involved in launching and running missions,
many of them jointly [1103–1113]. A list of planned upcoming and future X-
ray missions can be found at https://heasarc.gsfc.nasa.gov/docs/heasarc/
missions/upcoming.html.

21 see https://heasarc.gsfc.nasa.gov/docs/heasarc/missions/active.html for a list of ac-
tive X-ray observatories

https://www.mpe.mpg.de/971847/RH_all_sky_survey
https://heasarc.gsfc.nasa.gov/docs/heasarc/missions/upcoming.html
https://heasarc.gsfc.nasa.gov/docs/heasarc/missions/upcoming.html
https://heasarc.gsfc.nasa.gov/docs/heasarc/missions/active.html
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Figure 22: Taken from [1101]. This image shows the nearly 400 000 X-ray sources
detected by XMM using public observations up to 2013 December 31.

2. Types of X-ray binaries

X-ray binaries are generally classified by the mass of the companion star, as
the nature of this companion determines the time scales and accretion mode
of the binary. Thus we have high mass X-ray binaries, low mass X-ray binaries
(see Fig. 23), intermediate mass X-ray binaries, depending on the mass of the
companion. XRBs can also be classified by their X-ray emission profiles, such as
ultraluminous X-ray sources and super soft X-ray sources (the latter are sources
with a white dwarf accretor and so will not be discussed further in this).

a. High Mass X-ray Binaries High mass X-ray binaries (HMXBs) are XRBs
with a giant or subgiant donor star with mass > 10M⊙, typically O or B main
sequence stars [see e.g. 371] and the optical luminosity is greater than the X-ray.
HMXBs are associated with young stellar populations and they are a good tracer
of recent star formation [see e.g. 1114–1116].

There are two categories of HMXBs: standard HMXBs and Be star XRBs [371,
and references therein]. The standard HMXBs have supergiant O or B type com-
panion stars, are persistent X-ray sources, have low eccentricity (e < 0.1) and
short orbital periods (< 10 days). The mass transfer in these sources proceeds
via one of two processes:

• Roche lobe overflow. Roche lobe overflow (RLOF) occurs in a binary when
the companion star expands due to its evolution, filling its Roche lobe, the
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Table I: A comparison of X-ray telescope characteristics. This table has been
adapted from Table 28 of the XMM-Newton Users Handbook

(https://xmm-tools.cosmos.esa.int/external/xmm_user_support/
documentation/uhb/xmmcomp.html). Data are taken from this table unless

otherwise indicated. See also
https://heasarc.gsfc.nasa.gov/docs/heasarc/missions/comparison.html

for comparisons of Chandra , XMM and other X-ray telescopes.
Telescope Energy Effective Angular Energy Time Orbital

range area resolution resolution resolution target
(keV) at 1 keV (cm2) (arcsec) at 1 keV (eV) (s) visibility (hour)

Chandra 0.1−10 555 (ACIS-S)a 0.5 1 (HETG)b 3.2c (ACIS) 44.4
XMM 0.15− 12 4650 15 4 (RGS)d 0.07e (pn)f 36.7
ASCA 0.5− 10 350 174 100 6× 10−5 (GIS)g 0.9
ROSAT 0.1− 2.4 400 3.5 500 6× 10−5 (HRI)h 1.3
RXTE 2− 250 n.a. n.a. n.a. 10−6 1
Einstein i 0.3− 4 300 2 10− 100 (FPCS) 8×10−6 (HRI) 0.3− 0.6j

a For more information on Chandra ’s ACIS instrument see
https://cxc.harvard.edu/proposer/POG/html/chap6.html#tth_chAp6.

b For more information on Chandra ’s ACIS instrument see
https://cxc.harvard.edu/proposer/POG/html/chap8.html.

c taken from https://cxc.harvard.edu/cal/Acis/index.html.
d Fore more infomation on XMM ’s RGS instrument see
https://www.cosmos.esa.int/web/xmm-newton/technical-details-rgs.

e Taken from https://www.cosmos.esa.int/web/xmm-newton/technical-details-epic.
f For more information on XMM ’s pn instrument see
https://www.cosmos.esa.int/web/xmm-newton/technical-details-epic#5.1.2.

g Taken from [1102] and see same source for more information of ASCA ’s GIS instrument.
h Taken from https://heasarc.gsfc.nasa.gov/docs/rosat/hri.html and see same link for
more information on ROSAT ’s HRI instrument.

i Data taken from Table 1 in[1090], see same source for more information on Einstein
instruments

j Taken from
https://heasarc.gsfc.nasa.gov/docs/einstein/HEAO-B_Guest_Observers_Guide.pdf

tear-shaped surface of gravitational equipotential. Matter from the compan-
ion then flows through the inner Lagrangian point (the point between the
binary components where their respective Roche lobes intersect, i.e. their
respective gravitational potentials are equal; see Fig. 23) onto the compact
object [see e.g. 1117].

• Wind-fed accretion. The O and B companion stars in HMXBs have dense,

https://xmm-tools.cosmos.esa.int/external/xmm_user_support/documentation/uhb/xmmcomp.html
https://xmm-tools.cosmos.esa.int/external/xmm_user_support/documentation/uhb/xmmcomp.html
https://heasarc.gsfc.nasa.gov/docs/heasarc/missions/comparison.html
https://cxc.harvard.edu/proposer/POG/html/chap6.html#tth_chAp6
https://cxc.harvard.edu/proposer/POG/html/chap8.html
https://cxc.harvard.edu/cal/Acis/index.html
https://www.cosmos.esa.int/web/xmm-newton/technical-details-rgs
https://www.cosmos.esa.int/web/xmm-newton/technical-details-epic
https://www.cosmos.esa.int/web/xmm-newton/technical-details-epic#5.1.2
https://heasarc.gsfc.nasa.gov/docs/rosat/hri.html
https://heasarc.gsfc.nasa.gov/docs/einstein/HEAO-B_Guest_Observers_Guide.pdf
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strong, high-velocity stellar winds. The orbit of the compact object is inside
this stellar wind and the compact object accretes material directly from the
companion’s wind [1118, 1119].

The second class of HMXBs are Be X-ray binaries (BeXRBs), so called because
they have B-emission star (Be-star) companions, rapidly rotating stars with a vari-
able disk of circumstellar materal around its equator. These systems have higher
eccentricity (≲ 0.2 − 0.5) and wider orbits (P∼ 10 − 35days) than the standard
HMXBs [1120]. In these systems, accretion occurs when the compact object’s or-
bit intersects with the circumstellar disk of the Be-star; rare instances of transient
RLOF have also been observed. Due to the high eccentricity of the compact object
orbit and the variable nature of the circumstellar disk, BeXRBs are transient and
highly variable X-ray sources [371, 1118].

Only 10 BH HXMBs or BH HMXB candidates are currently known, with 7 of
these being extragalactic sources [1121–1133]. These sources are of particular
interest since HMXBs are thought to be progenitors of some of the gravitational
wave sources we observe with instruments such as the advanced Laser Interfer-
ometer Gravitational-Wave Observatory (aLIGO 22), such as BBHs and BH-NS
binaries [see e.g. 98, 291, 465, 645, 1079, and references therein. See also section
XVIII].

However, the current models for the evolution of HMXBs to double degen-
erate binaries that merge within a Hubble timescale depends on several poorly
constrained aspects of stellar and binary evolution. These uncertainties include
metallicity, the common envelop phase of binary evolution, star-formation rates
and massive star evolution [e.g. 718, 1134].

b. Low Mass X-ray Binaries Low mass X-ray binaries (LMXBs) consist of
an accreting compact object with a low mass (≲1M⊙) companion [371]. The
companion stars are faint and rarely observed, with Lopt/LX ≪ 0.1 [1135]. Mass
transfer in LMXBs occurs via RLOF.

These systems have orbital periods of between 11 minutes and about 20 days.
LMXBs are associatedwith old stellar populations like those found in the Galactic

22 See https://www.ligo.org/ for details on this instrument.

https://www.ligo.org/
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bulge, elliptical galaxies and globular clusters [371].

LMXB population size scales with the stellar mass and age of the host galaxy
[e.g. 1136, and references therein]. It was also found that younger stellar pop-
ulations have fewer faint LMXBs and more bright ones per unit mass than older
populations. LMXB populations can also be used to probe the nature and distri-
bution of dark matter in galaxies [see e.g. 1137, 1138].

LMXBs in dense environments
Globular clusters (GCs) are old (≳ 1Gyr), gravitationally bound stellar clus-

ters that orbit galaxies. These clusters are compact systems with half light radii of
a few parsecs, masses in the range ∼ 104 − 106M⊙, optical luminosities of MV =
-5 to -10 and increasing stellar density towards the cluster centre [e.g. 1139, 1140].

Globular clusters have a high rate of dynamical stellar interactions, making
these clusters very efficient at forming LMXBs. Binaries are formed in GCs
via such processes as tidal capture, exchange interactions and direct collisions
[1093, 1141–1144, and references therein].

Ten percent of the LMXBs associated with the Milky Way reside in its GCs
[1072, and references therein]. Milky Way LMXBs are therefore more than two
orders ofmagnitudemore likely to be found in aGC than in the field of the Galaxy
per unit stellar mass [see e.g. 1145]. For elliptical galaxies, 20%− 70% of LMXBs
are found in GCs [see e.g. 1146–1149].

LMXBs with hydrogen-poor donors and orbital periods of less than an hour
are called ultracompact X-ray binaries (UCXBs). Currently, there are about 30
UCXBs and UCXB candidates known in the Milky Way [1150]. UCXBs are fives
time more common in globular clusters than in the field of the Milky Way. Only
one black hole UCXB in a GC has been discovered to date [1151].

Future gravitationalwave observatories, such as the Laser Interferometer Space
Antenna (LISA ) will be able to detect binary black holes and black hole UCXBs
in Milky Way globular clusters and perhaps even in GCs as far out at the Virgo
Cluster [see e.g. 1152–1154]. These gravitational wave detections will provide
robust mass estimates for the binary components, thereby constraining GC black
hole formation and evolutionary models.
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Figure 23: Taken from [371]. The typical configurations for a high mass (left)
and low mass (right) X-ray binary (this sketch depicts neutron star binaries, but

black hole binaries have the same composition). The Roche lobe overflow
accretion process is depicted here for the LMXB and windfed accretion is shown
for the HMXB, although Roche lobe overflow can take place in HMXBs as well.

Note the difference in size and mass for two types of binary.

c. IMXBs For completeness, we note that X-ray binaries with intermediate
mass (IMXB) companion stars (1–10M⊙) do exist [see e.g. 1155]. Accretion onto
the compact object in an IMXB proceeds via Roche lobe overflow. Due to the rel-
atively high mass ratio between the compact object and donor star, this accretion
phase proceeds very rapidly, lasting only a few thousand years [see 371, and ref-
erences therein]. These short time scales make these systems difficult to observe
and only a small number of these systems are known. Additionally, the evolution
of IMXBs is thought to be a formation channel for low mass X-ray binaries [see
e.g. 1156, and references therein]. Thus IMXBs are not discussed further in this
work.

d. ULXs Ultraluminous X-ray sources (ULXs) are extragalactic point-like
X-ray sources located outside of the centre of a galaxy, with an apparent peak X-
ray luminosity> 1039 erg/s, the Eddington luminosity of an 8 M⊙ black hole [see
595, for a review] (see also XVIIA 3). With their high X-ray luminosities, ULXs
are important objects in the study of relativistic accretion as they challenge our
understanding of black hole formation and relativistic accretion [595, 1157–1160,
and references therein].

ULXs were first detected in the 1970s by the Einstein Observatory [1162, 1163]
(see Fig. 24). These sources were initially thought to be intermediate mass black
holes (IMBHs) with mass range 100 − 105M⊙, since the Eddington luminosity,
LX scales with accretor mass,M , as
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Figure 24: Figure 2 from [1161], showing the X-ray contour map of the spiral
galaxy IC 342 overlaid on the Palomar plate image of the galaxy. The image
shows two bright point sources to the NE and SE of the central source with

estimated X-ray luminosities of ≳ 2× 1039 erg/s.

LX ≈ 1.3× 1038(M/M⊙) erg/s (XVII.3)

[1164, and references therein] (see also XVIIA 3). IMBHs are important ob-
jects from a cosmological standpoint, as they are thought to be the seed black
holes from which the observed supermassive black holes in the universe grow
[1165–1167]. Subsequent studies showed that the predicted formation rates of
accreting IMBHs cannot explain the entirety of the observed population of ULXs
[1168, 1169].

ULXs in low-density density environments
ULXs are more likely to be found in star-forming galaxies [1170] and younger
ellipticals with recent star formation [1171, 1172], suggesting that ULXs are an
extension of the high luminosity X-ray binary population, which scales with both
star-formation rate and stellar mass of the host galaxy [1116, 1173, 1174]. Us-
ing observational data from the Chandra and XMM-Newton X-ray telescopes and
cross-matching with optical catalogues, [1175] compiled a catalogue of over 700
ULX sources and candidates. They found that ULXs are preferentially located
in spiral galaxies and areas with active star formation, consistent with previous
work (see Fig. 25).

Today, ULXs are mostly thought to be the result of super-Eddington accretion
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Figure 25: Figure 9 from [1175], showing the ULX population size by host galaxy
Hubble type (TH). The vast majority of ULXs in the catalogue are found in spiral
galaxies (0 < TH < 10) with a spike in elliptical galaxies (TH < −3). The blue
histogram represents the distance and luminosity complete sample and the red

represents the bright (LX > 5× 1040 erg/s) subsample.

onto stellar mass black holes and neutron stars in X-ray binaries [1176–1180].
There is a subset of extremely high luminosity sources, so called hyperluminous
X-ray sources (HLXs; LX > 1041 erg/s), that are better explained by accretion onto
higher mass black holes [1181–1183].

[1184] compiled a catalogue of over 100 HLX candidates out to a redshift of
0.9 by combining X-ray and optical observations. This sample of HLXs is a use-
ful starting point to search for IMBHs electromagnetically and they identified 22
sources as IMBH candidates.

e. ULXs in high-density environments There is a small population of about
20ULXs that resides in extragalactic globular clusters (GCs) [1185, and references
therein]. Unlike ULXs in the field of galaxies, GC ULXS form via dynamical in-
teractions, due to the high stellar density of GCs. The donor stars for GC ULXs
are also old, low mass and hydrogen poor, compared to the high mass stars we
find in star forming regions in the field of galaxies. The presence of ULXs in GCs
means these X-ray sources can be easily separated from background AGN. An
analysis of this population of X-ray sources revealed that ULXs are preferentially
found in brighter GCs, but that the presence of a ULX in a GC is not correlated
with the optical colour of the cluster [1186, 1187].
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Figure 26: Taken from [1188], showing the X-ray light curve of
XMMUJ122939.7+075333, the first ULX detected in a globular cluster (GC). The
source is located with in the GC RZ2019 of the giant elliptical galaxy NGC44772.
The light curve shows an estimated peak X-ray luminosity of ∼ 4× 1039 erg/s.

The first globular cluster ULX source was discovered by [1188, see Fig. 26] us-
ing XMM data. The source flux decreased by a factor of seven from an estimated
peak flux of∼ 4× 1039 erg/s over the course of a few hours. This rapid variability
does not support the scenario that the X-ray flux is from a superposition of neu-
trons stars in the GC. Indeed, rapid X-ray flux variability is one of the ways we
can distinguish a black hole X-ray binary (BHB) from other X-ray sources in GCs
[1189].

BHBs are the most likely sources of GC ULXs. Thus the study of ULXs in GCs
can help shed light on the formation, evolution and merger history of black holes
in GCs [see e.g 1078]. However, it is important to note given the extragalactic
nature of these sources, we are unable to determine mass estimates for the com-
ponents of these X-ray binaries electromagnetically. Fortunately, we can turn to
gravitational wave detections to help solve this problem.
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Figure 27: Taken from [1197], last updated in December 2021. The cumulative
histogram of stellar mass black hole candidates in transient XRBs. The red

histogram shows the BH candidates and the blue bars represent dynamically
confirmed BHs. The horizontal black lines indicate the lifetimes of the X-ray

observatories that have discovered SXTs during an X-ray outburst.

Initially, it was thought that any black holes formed in GCs would either cause
the cluster to be destroyed [1190] or the BHs would be ejected via dynamical
interactions fairly early on in the cluster lifetime. [1191, 1192]. Globular clusters
are now thought to be very efficient at forming binary black hole systems (BBHs)
and other binaries due to the high density of stars, especially in the cluster core
[see e.g. 1193, 1194]. Indeed, GCs are now thought to be likely hosts of some
of the gravitational waves sources observed by aLIGO [see e.g. 1195]. As with
other LMXBs in GCs, the study of GC ULXs will be greatly enhanced with future
gravitational wave observations [see e.g. 1196].

f. Finding black hole X-ray binaries As of the end of 2022, there are over
60 BHs and BH candidates known in our Galaxy [1197]. The vast majority are
LMXBs detected during an outburst, where the X-ray luminosty increases by at
least two orders of magnitude for weeks tomonths before returning to a quiescent
state for between one and 50 years, with LX ∼ 1032 erg/s [371]. These types of
LMXBs are called soft X-ray transients (SXTs). The first black hole SXT, A0620-
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00, was identified by [1198] in the 1980s. The source was initially discovered in
August 1975 when it went into outburst, becoming the brightest extra-solar X-ray
source ever detected at the time [1199]. A0620-00 remained bright for several
weeks before returning to quiescence.

With most LMXBs, the optical flux from the low mass donor star is not de-
tected due to the very bright optical emission produced from the X-ray heated gas
around the compact object. In the case of soft X-ray transients, when the X-ray
source is in a quiescent X-ray emission state (< 1033 erg/s; see next section), the
X-ray heating and subsequent optical emission are diminished to the point where
the optical emission from the donor star becomes detectable. The donor star op-
tical spectrum can then be used to determine the orbital parameters of the SXT,
including the masses of the binary components [see e.g. 371, 1198, and references
therein], (see also XVII B 1 later in this chapter).

In the next sections, we discuss the accretion disk physics that leads to ob-
served X-ray outbursts as well as the X-ray emission states of black hole binaries.

3. Accretion physics in X-ray binaries

a. The accretion disk As mentioned before, the vast energy output of XRBs
is the result of accretion of material from the donor star onto the compact object.
In the case of RLOF matter moving from the donor to towards the black hole
object will have too much angular momentum to fall directly onto the compact
object [1200]. Instead the material flows into circular orbit around the black hole,
since this is the lowest energy orbit for a given amount of angular momentum
[e.g. 1201]. Viscous processes within the accreting material then cause the an-
gular momentum and energy to be transferred outwards. The material spreads
outwards into a series of concentric annuli moving in circular, Keplarian orbits,
called an accretion disk.

The viscosity in accretion disks is not the typical molecular viscosity due to
interactions between particles. It widely thought that the viscosity is due to the
interactions between the weak magnetic fields within the accretion disk and the
accretion disk material; this is called the magneto-rotational instability model
[1202–1204].
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As the accretionmaterial loses angularmomentumand kinetic energy, itmoves
further down the gravitational potential well of the black hole, releasing gravi-
tational potential energy. The amount of rest mass energy released as radiation
depends on the type of compact object. For black holes, up to 40% of of the ac-
creted material rest mass energy can be released as radiation [1205] .

The conditions to form an accretion disk are not necessarily present for wind-
fedHMXBs. The stellarwind ofO and B star companions do not carry asmuch an-
gular momentum as the material coming from a RLOF scenario. Only one wind-
fed HMXB has shown evidence of having formed an accretion disk [1206, 1207,
and references therein].

b. Properties of the accretion disk The structure and radiation emission of
the accretion disk is largely determined by the rate at which material flows from
the companion star to the accretion disk and towards the black hole [1200]. This
accretion rate (Ṁ) is related to the disk luminosity by

Ldisk = ηṀc2 erg/s, (XVII.4)

where η is the efficiency with which gravitational potential energy released as
radiation and c is the speed of light.

At a critical value of the accretion rate Ṁcrit, the resultant disk luminosity pro-
duces enough of radiation pressure on the disk electrons to balance the compact
object’s gravitational force on the disk protons. For a compact object of massM ,

Ṁcrit = 3× 108ηM/year. (XVII.5)

The resultant disk luminosity, called the Eddington luminosity (LEdd) is then,

LEdd =
4πGMmP c

σT

erg/s, (XVII.6)

whereG is the gravitational constant,mP is the mass of a proton, and σT is the
Thompson scattering cross section of an electron [see e.g. 1200].

We note that the Eddington luminosity is calculated under the assumptions
that the accretion disk is composed entirely of pure hydrogen that is fully ionised
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and that the radiation is isotropic. Despite this, LEdd is used widely to parame-
terise the luminosity of XRBs.

When Ṁ < Ṁcrit, radiative processes cool the disk enough for it to be geomet-
rically thin, but optically thick, such that the disk scale height, H ≪ R, where R
is the disk radius [see e.g. 1200, 1205]. The thin accretion disk temperature profile
is then

T (R) =

{
3GMṀ

8πσR3

[
1− β

(
Rin

R

)]}1/4

K, (XVII.7)

where Rin is the inner radius if the accretion disk, β is a dimensionless param-
eter determined by the boundary condition at Rin and σ is the Stefan-Boltzmann
constant.

The smallest, stable, Keplerian circular orbit that the accretion disk can ex-
tend to depends on the type of compact object [1200]. For a BH, this is the in-
nermost stable circular orbit (ISCO), equal to 3 times the Schwarzschild radius
(RSchwarzschild = 2GM

c2
). The general relativistic effects in the strong gravitational

field of the BH prevent stable orbits smaller than the ISCO.

Because the thin accretion disk rotates at roughly Keplerian velocities, half the
disk energy is released as radiation and the other half is changed to kinetic energy.
Black holes have no solid surface, instead they are surrounded by an intangible
boundary called an event horizon that encompasses the region of spacetime that
can no longer communicate with the universe outside it. Thus the kinetic energy
within the accretion disk is lost once it crosses the event horizon [1208].

c. The multicolour disk model The geometrically thin, optically thick accre-
tion disk described above is most commonly modeled as a superposition of black
body spectra, with a maximum temperature at the innermost radius (Tin), the
so-called "multi-colour disk" (MCD) model [1209]. This a non-relativistic model
that does not take into account the effects of strong gravity near the inner disk
radius (Rin). Yet this MCD approximation is widely used to parameterise XRB
spectra and is able to fit the spectral data well. The disk luminosity (Ldisk) is then
obtained by integrating over the radial distance of the disk and we have

Ldisk = 4πσR2
inT

4
in erg/s. (XVII.8)
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For black holes, we have

M ∝ T−2
in L

1/2
disk, (XVII.9)

therefore more massive black holes have a lower characteristic disk tempera-
ture [e.g. 1210].

Merloni et al. (2000) [1211] do caution that MCD model is an oversimplifica-
tion of the accretion disk than can have significant impact on disk parameters ob-
tained when the model is applied. Taking into account such processes as Doppler
blurring and gravitational redshift, they showed that the MCD model systemati-
cally underestimates the value of Rin.

d. Deviation from the standard accretion disk model When Ṁ > Ṁcrit,
the accretion disk structure changes; it becomes both optically and geometri-
cally thick, a so-called ’slim’ disk. The radial temperature profile then goes from
T (R) ∝ R−3/4 in the thin disk regime, to T (R) ∝ R−1/2 [and references therein
1212].

When the accretion rate is very low (< 0.01Mcrit), the energy released from
viscous processes is not radiated away as efficiently as in the standard thin disk
scenario and the energy is instead stored in the disk material. This causes the
inner disk to swell and become geometrically thick, optically thin and become
hot, with the electron temperatures of about 100 keV [1212, 1213]. As a result, the
inner accretion disk moves away from the compact object and the disk becomes
truncated. The hot, optically thin accretion material and the energy inside it are
then advected towards the black hole. Only a small fraction of the energy is re-
leased before the accretion material reaches the event horizon and is lost. This
regime is called the advection dominated accretion flow [ADAF; 1214] and the
radiative efficiency is less than 1%.

e. The disk instability model For an accretion disk to have a stable flow of
matter through it, the accretion material must be fully ionised throughout the
disk. This stable flow will result in a persistently bright X-ray source. As men-
tioned earlier, XRBs can display strong flux variability in the form out outbursts
on timescales of weeks to months. The most widely accepted explanation for
this variability is the disk instability model, whereby instabilities in the accre-
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tion disk are caused by changing ionisation states of the accretion disk material
[1215, 1216].

Over a range of accretion rates, the accretion disk is thought to be in either a
cool, low ionisation, low viscosity state or a hot, high ionisation, high viscosity
state. The accretion disk opacity is depends very sensitively on the ionisation
level of the accretion disk material and therefore on the disk temperature. Thus
small changes in disk temperature cause rapid changes between the hot and cool
states.

To ensure that the hydrogen in the accretion disk is fully ionised, the disk tem-
perature must be greater than 6500K, the ionisation temperature for hydrogen
[see e.g. 1217]. The disk temperature declines with increasing disk radius, there-
fore for a stable accretion disk, the outer disk temperature must be greater than
6500K.

If the outer accretion disk temperature is lower than 6500K, the disk will con-
tain areas of neutral hydrogen and these will quickly spread throughout the disk.
Cool, neutral accretion material does not flow as as easily as ionised matter, thus
the accretion flow towards the black hole decreases. This reduction in accretion
rate then leads to a reduction in luminosity and also changes the structure of the
accretion disk.

The changes in Ṁ described by the disk instability model, and the subsequent
changes in the nature of the accretion disk, lead to very distinct radiation emission
states. In the next section, we discuss the salient XRB properties that arise due to
the variations in the accretion rate.

4. Electromagnetic observational signatures of black hole binaries

a. Black hole binary X-ray emission states Black hole binaries are known
to transition between quasi-stable emission states, where the X-ray spectrum is
dominated by either thermal or non-thermal emission. These emission states are
a result of the disk instability model described above [see 1218, for a full review
of black hole emission states]. In the following sections I will describe the canoni-
cal BHB X-ray emission states as well as the accretion flow and physical accretion
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disk features related to them.

The quiescent state
As described in previous sections, BH LMXBs spend most of their lifetime in a
quiescent X-ray state, where 1030.5 < LX < 1033 erg/s. The accretion rate is very
low in this state, with Ṁ < 0.01Mcrit [see e.g. 1208, 1214]. In the quiescent state,
the accretion disk does not extend to the ISCO. Instead, observations of BHB show
that the disk is truncated at a large inner disk radius [1213, 1214, 1219, 1220]. The
ADAF model is invoked to explain the low luminosity of the quiescent state as
discussed in the previous section.

The leading model for the origin of the X-ray emission in the quiescent state is
as follows: A corona of hot (100˘300keV) particles surrounds the accretion disk
and the ADAF [e.g. 371, 1214, and references therein]. The X-ray emission in the
quiescent state comes from soft (low energy) photons originating in the accretion
disk being Compton up-scattered by the corona, giving rise to to non-thermal,
hard emission with energies up to 100 keV. The energy spectrum of this emission
is well fit by a power law (PL) spectral model, with

F (E) ∝ E−Γ, (XVII.10)

where F is the flux, E in the energy and Γ is the photon specrtal index. For the
quiescent state Γ is in the range 1.7− 2.1 [e.g. 1208].

The thermal dominant state
This emission state is characterised by a large (> 75%) thermal emission con-

tribution component and the accretion rate is estimated be 0.1−0.5 Ṁ/Ṁcrit. The
spectrum can bemodelled by aMCD,with inner disk temperature of 0.7−1.5keV
[1208, 1214]. In this state, there is also sometimes a hard, non-thermal component
to the spectrum, modelled by steep power law, 2.1 < Γ < 4.8. The flux variability
in the thermal dominant state is weak and the accretion disk is thought to be in
the classic thin disk configuration of [1200].

The hard state
The hard emission state is defined by hard, non-thermal emission, where

> 80% of the emission in the 2 − 20keV range can be well modelled by a power
law with 1.7 < Γ < 2.1 [1208]. A soft X-ray contribution is also present, which
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can be modelled as a cooler disk emission component of Tin = 0.1 − 0.2keV. For
some BHBs, there is also an excess of hard emission (20 − 100keV), thought to
arise from the reflection of the PL component emission off the inner accretion disk.

The hard state is sometimes regarded as a less extreme version of the quies-
cent state and the accretion rate is thought lie between those of the quiescent and
thermal dominant state. As with the quiescent state, the inner accretion disk in
the hard state is truncated to a larger radius than the ISCO [1208, 1214].

The nature of the accretion flow within the inner disk radius is still a matter of
debate. Several versions of the ADAF model have been put forward, but no one
set of models can entirely predict or replicate the observed X-ray behaviour [see
1221, 1222, for reviews].

The hard emission state in BHBs also is associated with synchrotron radio
emission from the a quasi-steady, compact jet [1223, and references therein]. The
jets emission disappears when the BHB transitions from the hard state to the ther-
mal dominant state and there is a strong correlation between the jet launching
mechanisms and the nature of the accretion disk.

The steep power law state
The steep power law state (SPL; formerly called the very high state) is charac-

terised by non-thermal emission which is well modelled by a power law model
with a spectral index, Γ > 2.4. At least 20% of the overall flux is from the SPL com-
ponent. In this state, LX is typically> 0.2LEdd and the accretion rate is≳ 0.5Ṁcrit

[see 1208, and references therein].

The exact physical processes that give rise to the SPL are still being debated.
[1224] and [1225] present a model where the steep power law emission is due
to Compton upscattering of the lower energy accretion disk photons by the high
energy corona electrons. Later, [1226] put forward the following scenario: high
energy (>MeV energies) photons produced via synchrotron emission from rel-
ativistic electrons in highly magnetised areas near the ISCO. These high energy
seed photons are then down-scattered by electrons in the corona to produce the
SPL. Another model uses the expected nature of the inner accretion disk at high
luminosities to produce the steep power law emission [1227]. At high luminosites,
the inner accretion disk is radiation dominated, resulting in optically thin mate-



Stellar Black Holes and Compact Stellar Remnants

rial producing significant flux. As a consequence, the gas temperature increases
rapidly inwards, leading to locally saturated Compton spectra with rapidly in-
creasing peak energies, the sum of which results in a steep power law spectral
component.

b. Black hole binary timing signatures X-ray binaries display a wide range
of flux variability across the electromagnetic spectrum and on various timescales.
We have already mentioned flux variations on timescales of years to decades
(quiescent state), weeks to months (X-ray outbursts) and days to minutes (or-
bital periods). In the X-ray regime, flux variability can also occur on millisecond
timescales. This aperiodic, fast variability is an important tool in the study of the
strong gravity near compact objects [see 1228].

The spectral emission states and flux variability in XRBs are correlated, with
both arising due to the physical processes occurring in the inner accretion disk.
[1229] first postulated that accretion onto stellar mass compact objects will re-
sult in millisecond timescale variability. This fast, quasi-periodic variability was
thought to be the result of clumps of accretion material orbiting in the inner disk
near the compact object [1230]. Observational evidence of this short timescale
variability was provided by the RXTE mission, which had millisecond time reso-
lution.

In BHBs, this variability is made up of longer (noise) and shorter timescale fea-
tures. The short timescale features are called quasi-periodic oscillations (QPOs)
with frequencies in the range 0.01 to 450Hz. QPOs are modelled as Lorentzian
functions and have coherence parameters, Q = ν/FWHM ≳ 2, where ν is the
centroid frequency [e.g. 1228, 1231]. QPOs are associatedwith X-ray spectral state
transitions as well as non-thermal emission states. Quasi-periodic oscillations can
be divided into two subgroups: low frequency QPOs (LFGQPOs; ∼ 0.1˘30Hz)
and high frequency QPOs (HFQPOs; 40˘450Hz).

LFQPOs have been observed in BHBs in the SPL, hard and SPL to hard tran-
sition states. The frequencies and amplitudes of LFQPOs have been found to be
correlated to both the PL and thermal components of these spectral states [see
e.g. 1232–1235]. Thus studying LFQPOs can help us understand the PL spectral
component and LFQPOs data can be used to constrain models of non-thermal
emission in BHBs [see 1218].
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HFQPOs are transient and have lower amplitudes than LFQPOs and they have
been observed to occur when the BHB is in the steep power law state. Their fre-
quencies correspond to that expected for accretionmaterial orbiting near the ISCO
of a roughly 10M⊙ BH. It is thought that HFQPOs are related to the mass and
spin of the BH. Combining HFQPO data with BH mass estimates are a good way
to constrain the spin of the BH [see §8.2.4 in 1218].

B. Black Holes in non-interacting systems

In this Section we will describe what are the main observational strategies that
can be used to unveil stellar-mass BHs which are part of non-interacting (or qui-
escent23) binary systems.

Not being able to rely on X-ray, gamma-ray or radio emission from these
sources, the only way we can unveil a BH in a quiescent binary is by measur-
ing the dynamics of the companion luminous star. There are two main indirect
techniques that can be used to unveil a BH-star binary: 1) spectroscopically by
measuring period changes on the spectral lines of the luminous companion or 2)
astrometrically (for example with GAIA), by tracking the orbital motion of a lumi-
nous star as a NS or BH pulls it around. We will explore these two approaches
by highlighting the observational studies that have been conducted so far in the
field.

1. Spectroscopic detection of quiescent Black Holes

In a binary system made of two stars, the reciprocal motion of the two com-
panions with respect to their mutual center of mass causes the line-of-sight com-
ponents of their velocities to vary in antiphase with each other (also referred to as
reflex motion) as a function of time, and this produces a periodic signal, whose
periodicity depends on the orbital period of the system under investigation, di-
rectly linked to the distance between the two stars in the system. The amplitude
of the signal is instead related to the masses involved in the binary. By measuring

23 In this Chapter we give the words "non-interacting" and "quiescent" the same meaning. In the
literature you can find these words referring to slightly different configurations or evolutionary
phases.
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Figure 28: Schematic representation of the methodology used to detect
spectroscopic binaries. This is the case of a stellar binary. Depending on the
position of a star (star 1 or 2) relative to the binary’s center of mass it may

appear to move towards or away from the observer. In the first case the light
emitted by this star appears blueshifted, however in the second it appears

redshifted. By monitoring these shifts over time it is possible to construct the
radial velocity curve of both star 1 and star 2, independently.

the change in wavelengths of a few lines of interest and/or the full spectrum (i.e.,
Doppler shift) for the two stars over a period of time, it is possible to construct
a radial velocity curve. Figure 28 illustrates the case of a stellar binary. Depend-
ing on their positions relative to the binary’s center of mass, star 1 and star 2 (as
labeled in the figure) appear to move towards and away from the observer. This
motion makes the light from the stars appear slightly bluer when they are mov-
ing towards the observer, and slightly redder when moving away. This is what is
called Doppler effect.
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Binaries detected using this method (also called radial velocity method) are
named spectroscopic binaries and can be divided in two groups: 1) Binaries where
the two stars are almost equally bright, called double-lined spectroscopic binaries (or
SB2) ; 2) Binaries where one component is significantly brighter than the other,
called single-lined spectroscopic binaries (or SB1). While for SB2 binaries we can
determine the radial velocities of the two components (v1 and v2), for SB1 bina-
ries we can instead only measure the radial velocities of the brightest component
(usually called v1).
The radial velocity or Doppler shift method has an important limitation. It does
not allow to determine the position of the binaries’ orbits in space, thus the ob-
served velocities v are not the true velocities v0 of the stars but their velocities
projected into the line of sight. These two quantities are linked to each other via
the following relationship:

v = v0 sin i (XVII.11)
where the inclination i is the angle between the line of sight and the normal of the
orbital plane. This directly affects the measurement of the radial velocity semi-
amplitude of the binary K , which is also defined as K = K0sin i, where K0 and
K represent the true and observed amplitudes, respectively. By using a simple
mathematical formulation we can understand what are the main properties of a
binary obtainable with the radial velocity method, and what differentiates SB1
from SB2 binaries. If we consider a binary system where the two stars move in a
circular orbit around their common center ofmass, andwe assume that the radii of
the orbits of the two components are a1 and a2, respectively, by using the equation
of the center of mass m1a1 = m2a2 and considering a = a1 + a2, we can rewrite
the orbital radius of the first component as a function of the masses involved in
the system as follows:

a1 =
a m2

m1 +m2

(XVII.12)

The true semi-amplitude velocityK0 can instead be rewritten as:

K0,1 =
2πa1
P

, (XVII.13)

where P is the orbital period of the binary. By substituting K0 from the above
equation, we obtain:

K1 =
2πa1 sin i

P
(XVII.14)
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Substituting Eq. XVII.12 in Eq. XVII.14, we then obtain:

K1 =
2πa

P

m2sin i

m1 +m2

(XVII.15)

By solving the equation for the semi-major axis a of the binary and by applying
the Third Kepler’s law, we derive the mass function of the binary system:

f(m) =
m3

2 sin i3

(m1 +m2)2
=

K3
1P

2πG
(XVII.16)

This formula, which only applies to binaries in circular orbits, can be generalized
to take into account the effect of eccentricity e as follows:

f(m) =
m3

2 sin i3

(m1 +m2)2
=

K3
1P

2πG
(1− e2)3/2 (XVII.17)

The right hand side of Eq. XVII.16 (or Eq. XVII.17) can be fully inferred from
radial velocity data in a spectroscopic binary, as K1, P and e are all measurable
quantities. In an SB2 binary, where the spectral lines of both components can
be observed, we measure not only K1 but also K2 and an expression similar to
Eq. XVII.16 (or Eq. XVII.17 in the general case) can be written, with the labels
reversed. By using Eq. XVII B 1 and the definition of the center of mass, we obtain
the following:

K1

K2

=
a1
a2

=
m2

m1

(XVII.18)

This means that in an SB2 binary we can derive the mass ratio of the two com-
ponents. However, since we do not have any direct information about sin i, we
cannot obtain the true massesm1 andm2. Only if the true mass of one of the two
stars is determined via alternativemethods (e.g. using photometric data to derive
the spectral energy distribution of the star, hence its mass), then the mass of the
companion is immediately deduced.

The situation becomes significantly more complicated in SB1 binaries, where
only the spectral lines of the brightest component can be observed. In this case the
mass ratio of the visible vs unseen object in the binary is unknown and the only
information that can be retrieved is the systemmass function in Eq. XVII.17. Even
if we know the mass of the bright component (that we call here primary), we are
not able to determine the true mass m0,2 of the secondary unseen star, but only
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m2 = m0,2 sin
3 i. This is the so-calledm sin i degeneracy, i.e. the same value ofm2

can be produced either by a low inclination i (close to a face-on orbit, i = 0◦) and
a high mass or by a high i (close to an edge-on orbit, i = 90◦) and a low mass for
the star. There are a few cases in which this degeneracy between mass and incli-
nation can eventually be broken andwewill discuss them briefly in the following.
In all other cases scientists determine a minimum mass for the secondary unseen
star, by assuming that the binary orbit is perfectly edge-on, thus by assuming that
it has an orbital inclination of 90◦. This way sin3 (i = 90◦)=1 and this term can be
removed. Every other inclination value in the range between 0◦ and 90◦ provides
a larger value for the true mass of the secondary unseen companion.

As anticipated, there is a way to break the degeneracy between mass and incli-
nation in spectroscopic binaries, and that happens when the light modulation of
the system as a function of time (light curve) is observed together with its radial
velocity curve. More specifically:

• In eclipsing binaries, i.e. when the system inclination is such that one star
passes in front of the other and partially obscures the light coming from
it. The shape and depth of the eclipses can be uniquely solved to give the
inclination and hence the true masses of the individual stars.

• In non-eclipsing close binary systems, or when one component is not seen,
then the ellipsoidal modulation of the seen component depends on themass
ratio and the inclination. Together with the radial velocity curve, this can
then give unique masses for the components.

Promising BH-stellar binary candidates are those that meet two criteria: i) the
periodic signal due to the motion of the star can be clearly detected but the reflex
motion due to a visible companion is not observed; and ii) the analysis of the
radial velocity curve suggests the unseen component to be more massive than the
observed one. However, beforemisinterpreting the data, some caution is required
as there may be several reasons why a visible companion, although present, does
not appear in the composite spectra (see the discussion in the next two Sections
for details).

Spectroscopic surveys are one of the main strategy for dynamically detecting
non-interacting binaries. Any spectrograph can be used to perform these studies,
with the most useful instruments for this purpose being either multi-object spec-
trographs (e.g. GIRAFFE at the Very Large Telescope - VLT) or spectrographs
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equipped with an integral field unit (IFU) such as the VLT/MUSE. Both can be
used to obtain simultaneous spectra of many objects, hence performing blind but
efficient searches. By observing the same field for a number of times, and extract-
ing a spectrum for a significant number of sources in the field of view, it is possible
to identify those objects showing radial velocity variations and among them, those
orbiting massive (and likely) dark companions. Unfortunately, the only surveys
that have multi-epoch spectroscopy that is rich enough for a time-series analysis
are APOGEE (Apache Point Observatory Galactic Evolution Experiment [1236]),
LAMOST (Large Sky Area Multi- Object Fiber Spectroscopic Telescope [1237]),
RAVE (RAdial Velocity Experiment [1238]) and Gaia-ESO [1239], which came
into play only in recent years. This limitation has severely hampered the detec-
tion of BH-stellar binaries in the past via this method. More surveys (WEAVE
[1240] and 4MOST [1241]) will be in operation in the coming years, surely pro-
viding a boost in the field, thanks to a significant increase in both the number and
depth of the observations.

As mentioned above, an important caveat to keep in mind in this type of study
is that, when only radial velocity measurements are available, the binary sys-
tem cannot be fully characterized and only a minimum companion mass can
be inferred for the unseen source. This is due to the fact that the inclination of
the system is unconstrained. When radial velocities are instead complemented
with additional pieces of information, for example, data showing the photomet-
ric variability of the system as a function of time (i.e. light curves), then these
degeneracies can be removed and the current mass of the two components can be
finally estimated. Unlike spectroscopy, there aremany photometric surveys, some
even quite dated, which scan the sky both in the direction of the Milky Way and
of Galactic satellites (e.g. the Large and Small Magellanic Clouds). Most of them
have been designed to study variable stars in different regions of the Universe
and for different purposes. Among the most popular we find VVV [1242], VMC
[1243], MACHO [1244], EROS-2 [1245], ASAS-SN [1246] and TESS [1247]. As
already mentioned in Section XVI, OGLE also has to be added to the list, which
over the last twenty years has been an extraordinary resource of interesting ob-
jects.

When talking about dynamically detecting quiescent BHs in binaries, it is im-
portant to make a distinction between two different types of environment where
they can be found. They can be located in high density fields, like the central
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regions of massive star clusters (dense collections of thousands to million of grav-
itationally bound stars) or in low density fields, which are the most abundant in
the Universe. Various mechanisms are at play in these two environments, so the
BH population they host can be very different. Below we will describe the low
and high density fields separately, highlighting the main results on the detection
of quiescent BHs in both.

a. Quiescent Black Holes in low-density fields Our Universe is largely very
low-density, populated by collisionless systems, such as galaxies, where stars are
mainly moving in the collective gravitational field, and interactions or collisions
between individual stars are extremely rare if at all absent. When a stellar-mass
BH is detected in this type of environments, it is very likely that it might be the
remnant of the death of a massive star that formed either isolated or in a "pri-
mordial" binary that exploded as a supernova, rather than the product of a more
complex formation mechanism (e.g., hierarchical assembly of low-mass BHs).
The population of BHs that can be sampled by randomly observing the field is as
close as possible to an “undisturbed" distribution but does not necessarily resem-
ble what we can find in other types of environments.

Many studies in the literature have postulated that millions of BHs should ex-
ist in our Galaxy [1035–1038, 1248–1250], and detecting a good fraction of them
would be extremely important not only to understand the physical processes that
trigger their formation but also to characterize their properties (mass distribu-
tion, spin), to date completely unknown. Unfortunately, until very recently, no
quiescent non-interacting BH-stellar binaries have been found in radial velocity
searches. As previously anticipated, one of the reasons is the lack of dedicated
spectroscopic surveys capable of scanning the sky a sufficient number of times to
capture a significant number of sources to analyze. Another, even more critical,
is the difficulty of interpreting the results coming from the few available.

Casares et al. [1251] reported the first detection of an X-ray quiescent stellar-
mass BH of 3-6 M⊙ in the Milky Way, in a binary system with a classical Be star
(i.e., fast rotating B star that displays strong emission lines) in a mass range be-
tween 10 and 16M⊙. The system, MWC 656, has been identified as the candidate
counterpart of a potential γ-ray flare, hence it does not represent the best example
of a fully dynamically detected system. Subsequent radio and X-ray emissions
have been found to be associated with the system, potentially strengthening the
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case for this to be a BH. A re-analysis of the spectral variability properties of
the source, however, has recently questioned this interpretation, suggesting a hot
subdwarf as the most likely companion [1252]. Another interesting object, AS
386, has been studied by Khokhlov et al. [1253], showing Hα emission and near-
infrared excess. Thanks to low and high-resolution spectroscopy and multi-band
optical and near-infrared photometry the authors have suggested that the system
is as follows: a binary of a B-type star surrounded by circumstellar gas and dust,
exhibiting the B[e] phenomenon and a high mass (∼7 M⊙) invisible companion
which could not be anything other than a BH. This system is one of the very few
to date that has not been questioned.

The first detection of a Galactic non-interacting stellar-mass BH in a binary
system with a sensibly smaller luminous companion was reported by Thompson
et al. [1254]. Indeed, the invisible companion has an estimated mass of ∼3.3
M⊙ and it is in a binary system with a giant star (2MASS J05215658+4359220).
The system has an orbital period of ∼83 days, a semi-amplitude velocity K∼44.6
km/s, near-zero eccentricity and an inclination close to 90 degrees. The detection
has been possible thanks to the analysis of the radial velocity curve of the system
provided by APOGEE and TRES, complemented by multi-band ASAS-SN and
TESS light curves. In Figure 29, left panel, both radial velocity and light curves
of the binary system are shown. Given the uncertainties in the estimated mass
of the invisible companion, it is compatible with both a BH or a NS, falling in
the so-called mass gap between these two types of objects [1255]. Right panel
of Figure 29 shows the constraints on the mass of the compact object based on
the properties of the visible star (L, Teff) and on the predicted inclination of the
system itself based on the observed photometric variability. Van den Heuvel &
Tauris [1256] analyzed the same set of data available for the system but came to a
rather different conclusion. Apparently, if the estimated mass of the giant star is
lower by a factor of 3 fromwhat suggested by [1254] (∼ 1M⊙), the systemwould
likely be a tertiary instead of a binary system. In this case, the unseen component
would be compatible with a close binary system, made of two low mass main
sequence stars, which would produce no detectable signals in the spectral energy
distribution, as well as providing a simple explanation why no X-ray emission is
detected. To date, none of the two scenarios have been investigated further, hence
it is still unclear whether this system contains or not a BH. If confirmed, it would
be an extremely important discovery as it would help building statistics on these
systems.
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Figure 29: from Thompson et al. [1254]: Left panel: The ASAS-SN light curves of
the binary in 4 different filters, and the TRES radial velocity curve used to
constrain the orbital properties of the system. Right panel: The mass of the

unseen companion (the compact object) as a function of the mass of the giant.
The blue vertical shaded areas define the allowable mass range for the giant

given its Teff and L, while the solid black curves correspond to different
inclinations of the orbits. The black and white dots identify the more likely

masses for both components in the binary.

Starting in 2019, a number of non-interacting BHcandidates have been reported
in the literature, most of which with associated massive companions (i.e. O-type
and B-type stars). For most of those systems, alternative explanations have been
proposed that do not require the presence of a BH in them. While the alterna-
tive interpretation has been confirmed by further analysis/data for a number of
these objects, additional investigations need to be performed for others, in order
to provide a firm conclusion on the nature of these systems. We briefly discuss
some of these individual systems here as they represent the most recent claims
of BHs found in the field, and even when it was later proved that a BH did not
exist in the systems, they are still very useful examples that help us understand
1) how challenging these types of studies are; 2) what are the main caveats that
scientists need to be aware of when dealing with these systems; and 3) what are
the main tests to be performed to be sure that a stellar-mass BH actually resides
in the system.

- LB-1 is a Galactic binary system. According to Liu et al. [1257], it is made of
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a massive BH of ∼68 M⊙ orbiting around a B-type star with period P = 78.9 ±
0.3 d, semi-amplitude velocity K = 52.8 ± 0.7 km/s, and eccentricity e = 0.03 ±
0.01. The radial velocity curve of the system was measured with a sample of 26
LAMOST, 21 GTC and 7 Keck observations obtained over two years. By studying
the motion of the B-type star and the accompanying Hα emission line, that they
interpreted linked to an accretion disk orbiting around the invisible companion,
the authors concluded that the invisible companion should be relatively massive,
hence it could only be a BH. When published, this finding drew much attention
from the scientific community as it was the most massive stellar BH ever reported
(even more massive than theoretical predictions), with strong implications for
our interpretations of gravitational wave (GW) signals. A number of groups in-
dependently analyzed the system from different perspectives, using alternative
techniques, and the final answer came shortly after: LB-1 does not contain a BH.
Instead, it is a rare binary system of a stripped star (the former mass donor)
and a Be star rotating nearly at its critical velocity (the former mass accretor)
[777, 1258–1260]. The high rotation of the B-type star creates a rotationally sup-
ported equatorial disk responsible for the Hα emission that Liu and collaborators
wrongly attributed to the presence of a BH in the system. Moreover, when a star
rotates very fast, its spectral lines widen due to this effect, so that the lines of a
presumed second bright companion can be easily overlooked, making it impos-
sible to detect and separate the two contributions. The use of the shift-and-add
spectral disentangling technique ([1261, 1262]) was fundamental to separate the
flux contribution of the two sources from the composite spectrum and guide to
the correct interpretation of the data.

- HR 6819 is a naked-eye Galactic binary system. Using FEROS echelle spectra
and TESS light curves, Rivinius et al. [1263] suggested that HR 6819 is a hier-
archical triple made of a classical Be star in a wide orbit with an unconstrained
period around an inner 40 d binary consisting of a B3 III star and a BH in a cir-
cular orbit. They measured a radial-velocity semi-amplitude K of 61.3 km/s for
the inner star and by assuming a minimum mass of ∼5 M⊙ for it, they deduced
a mass for the unseen object > 4.2 M⊙, indeed compatible with a BH. Similarly
to what happened for LB-1, also HR 6819 triggered lots of investigations within
the community which ended up with different teams independently suggesting
that the system is not a triple, but instead a binary system consisting of a stripped
B-type primary and a rapidly-rotating Be star formed from a previous mass trans-
fer ([1264, 1265]). This is basically the same kind of system proposed for LB-1,
although the interpretation of the two systems was initially very different, and
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the presence of the companion in the spectra has been overlooked for exactly the
same reason. The final word on whether or not HR 6819 contains a BH came
very recently, when new high-angular resolution data from the VLTI/GRAVITY
revealed the presence of a stellar companion with an angular resolution of ∼1.2
mas from the primary, that moves on the plane of the sky over a timescale com-
patible with the known spectroscopic period of 40 d [1266]. Thanks to further
data and more sophisticated tools, it has now been established that neither LB-1
nor HR 6819 contain a BH.

In the past couple of years, two more claims of quiescent BH detections in
the Milky Way have been reported in the literature: V723 Mon (“the Unicorn”,
[1267]) and 2M04123153+6738486 (“the Giraffe”, [1268]). Both of them have
been proposed to be binary systems of giant stars with low-mass/faint compan-
ions, which they interpreted as BHs of a few solar masses, around 2-3 M⊙. Ma-
suda and collaborators [1269] also presented the results of further investigations
in support of the dark nature of the companion in “the Unicorn”. El-Badry and
colleagues [1270], on the other hand, have recently proposed an alternative ex-
planation for both systems, namely that they are stripped giants with subgiant
companions. The authors used a combination of spectral disentangling and fitting
of binary spectral models to investigate the presence of any luminous compan-
ion in both systems. They applied the spectral disentangling technique to the
Keck/HIRES spectra available for “the Unicorn” and “the Giraffe” and were able
to actually identify the presence of an additional stellar source in both systems.
In “the Giraffe”, the companion was also detected in the near-infrared APOGEE
spectra. They found the secondaries to contribute about half the light in the opti-
cal, while they dominate at the bluest observed wavelengths.

HD 96670 in the Carina OB2 association is one of the last binary systems
claimed to contain a quiescent stellar-mass BH [1271]. It is a binary system of
a ∼22 M⊙ O-type star orbiting around a ∼7 M⊙ BH with an orbital period of ∼5
d and possibly a third component. Similarly to the case of MWC 656, an emission
at high-frequency (in X-rays) was found to be associated with the system trigger-
ing further photometric and spectroscopic analyses, hence the detection, if later
confirmed from further analyses, would not come from a blind dynamical search.

Very recently, a newX-ray quiet BH (VFTS 243) has been discovered in the field
of the Large Magellanic Cloud (LMC), in the direction of the Tarantula nebula, to
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be the companion of a massive (M∼25 M⊙) O-type star [566]. The authors have
used both radial velocity curves from the Fibre Large Array Multi Element Spec-
trograph (FLAMES) at the VLT and OGLE light curves to constrain the nature
of the binary system. In particular, it has an orbital period P∼10.05 d, an almost
circular orbit (e∼0.017) and a semi-amplitude velocity K∼81 km/s. Shenar and
collaborators have applied a spectral disentangling technique to set an upper limit
to the flux contribution of any putative luminous companion and found that any
luminous companion would exceed this limit significantly. From the analysis of
the light curves and the very small ellipsoidal variations they estimated the pos-
sible inclination of the system to be larger than 40 degrees and the mass of the
unseen companion to be of at least 9M⊙, which can only be a BH. Under the same
observational campaign targeting the Tarantula nebula in the LMC, Shenar et al.
[1272] have also looked at other SB1 binaries and they have identified two other
binaries hosting as many putative BH candidates. Their nature, however, is much
more uncertain and a proper study of these systems is required.

Given the number of binaries with quiescent BHs that have been questioned
in the recent years, Mahy et al. [1273] have suggested a method to overcome this
problem in the future, which is based on the combination of 1) high-resolution
spectroscopy, 2) high-precision space-based photometry, and 3) state-of-the-art
spectral disentangling. These three ingredients together can allow to actually
constrain the nature of unseen companions in systems classified as SB1 in the
literature. To show the power of this approach, they selected a sample of 32
Galactic binaries hosting an O-type or an early B-type star. This sample contained
also two systems that, from X-rays observations, are already known to host a BH
(Cyg X-1 [1274, 1275]) and a NS (HD 74194 [1276]), respectively. Their analysis
demonstrates that, when good data are available, even very faint companions
can be detected. They found a secondary luminous companion in 17 out of 32
binaries in their sample, while in the remaining systems they were not able to
detect any secondary star, either because it was too faint, or because it was dark.
The two most promising candidates hosting a BH were actually Cyg X-1 and HD
130298, where the estimated mass of the unseen companion was more than 7M⊙.
We know that Cyg X-1 hosts a BH since many years now, while HD 130298 was
presented as another system likely hosting a quiescent BH candidate. Further
multi-wavelength observations will confirm the nature of the latter but thus far it
represents one of the few promising candidates in the literature. Two more bina-
ries have been recently identified by Fu et al. [1277] as potential hosts of as many
compact objects, by inspecting the GAIA DR3 catalog and modelling TESS light
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curves of the targets, but even in this case there is no certainty about the nature
of the companions. Follow-up observations will establish this.

To conclude, currently no quiescent BHs in stellar binaries have been unam-
biguously unveiled in the Milky Way field through a purely dynamical approach
based on radial velocity searches, other than that reported by Khokhlov et al.
[1253] and byMahy et al. [1273] (high-mass companions). In HD 96670, the only
other system not questioned so far, a counterpart at high frequency has triggered
the dynamical search, so technically we cannot classify it as a binary with a dor-
mant BH. The only extra-galactic quiescent BH detected and confirmed to date
is that recently reported in the LMC field by Shenar et al. [566]. The near lack
of BHs detected so far is interesting but not unexpected, given that they are all
individual detections based on relatively small samples. It is even more justified
if we consider how challenging these studies are.

It is interesting to note, however, that most of the binary systems so far pro-
posed to host a dormant BH (confirmed or later disputed) have relativelymassive
O- and B-type star companions. Due to the large masses involved, these systems
are by far the most difficult to model, thus being the most prone to interpretation
errors. On the other side, they are the ones with the highest expected fraction
of BH companions. Indeed, recent theoretical calculations predict that about 3%
of massive O or early-B stars in binary systems should have a dormant BH as a
companion [1278, 1279]. If this theory is correct, large numbers of these binaries
are actually hiding out in the Universe and it may be only a matter of time before
they are detected. However, it is important to underline that O and B stars are
very massive and short-lived objects. The reason they are largely undetected may
simply be an observational limitation: their lifetime are short enough to make
their observations unlikely. An intriguing aspect to mention is also that many of
these systems, at some point in their evolution, may effectively become double
degenerate binaries (i.e., binaries with two compact objects such as BH-NS or
BH-BH binaries), thus the possible progenitors of GW sources.

In light of these theoretical studies [1278, 1279], the small fraction of quiescent
BHs detected so far in the field, the increasing number of interacting BHs in bina-
ries detected through X-ray or radio observations, and the large number of GW
signals produced by BH-NS or BH-BH binaries revealed by the LIGO-VIRGO-
KAGRA consortium since 2015 [1280] can probably be reconciled. The main
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reasons for the apparent discrepancy we see in their numbers may indeed be the
following: 1) the latter detection methods are much more efficient in identifying
stellar-mass BHs as their signature is clear and cannot be misinterpreted; 2) in
comparison, radio and X-ray detectors tend to scan a much larger area of the sky
and for GWs facilities it is even more the case. The study of these complementary
detections (see the related sections of this Chapter) is very instructive, since it is
expected that the local density of BHs in the field is made up of BHs randomly
but almost equally distributed in these three different groups: 1) non-interacting
BHs; 2) interacting BHs; 3) BH-BH binaries, hence there is real hope that future
investigations may finally reveal the conspicuous number of these quiescent BHs
that are now missing.

b. Quiescent Black Holes in high-density fields In a Universe predomi-
nantly dominated by low-density structures, high-density fields such as star
clusters are very special environments, where specific mechanisms can occur,
triggering interesting phenomena or the formation of exotic objects (such as cat-
aclysmic variables, blue straggler stars or millisecond pulsars [1281–1283]) that
are not observed elsewhere. Star clusters are a class of cosmic objects made up of
103−106 gravitationally bound stars, which share nearly the samemetallicity and
age among them, since they are born during the same burst of star formation (at
least as a first approximation, but see the review by [1284] for a recent discussion
about the multiple population phenomenon in star clusters).

Due to the very high number of stars located in a very limited volume, star clus-
ters are collisional systems, meaning that all stars during their lifetimes experience
several interactions with other cluster members, both stellar or compact objects.
These close interactions are the main engines of their dynamical evolution and
may lead to changes in the properties of the clusters themselves with time but
also trigger the formation and destruction of binary systems, which are present
in significant numbers within them. In addition, there is observational evidence
that more massive stars (e.g., main-sequence OB stars) are found more preferen-
tially in binaries or higher order multiples than lighter ones (see [95, 363, 365]).
Initially made up of many massive stars, star clusters are the ideal places to look
at for finding stellar-mass BHs, both interacting and dormant. In this regard,
massive star clusters have recently been placed under the magnifying glass, after
the GW190521 event was detected [50, 51]. This was the first intermediate mass
BH discovered (∼150 M⊙), which formed from the merger of two massive BHs
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(60 M⊙ and 85 M⊙, respectively). Interestingly, these progenitor BHs might be
themselves the product of a previous binary BH merger or stellar collision (as
single star evolution struggles to produce such massive BHs; refer to Chapter 1,
Section 1a, for an exhaustive discussion of the topic). Two more GW events of
this type (GW190426 and GW200220) have been detected in recent years that in-
volved very massive BH candidates, which merged to produce final BHs of more
than 100M⊙, or even close to 200M⊙. BHs in star clusters have the real chance to
pair up dynamically, thus high-density environments can actually be considered
potential nurseries of many GW sources.

Until very recently, the innermost regions of star clusters, both in theMilkyWay
and in external galaxies, were completely inaccessible to perform spectroscopic
studies, due to observational limitations, so until 2018 no dynamical detections
of dormant stellar-mass BHs in clusters were claimed. Thanks to spectrographs
equipped with IFUs, such as MUSE at the VLT (the best currently available in
terms of field coverage and both spatial and spectral resolution), scientists have
started to observe the innermost regions of clusters, trying to resolve and extract
a spectra for every single source detected. The central regions are the most inter-
esting for this type of science, as this is where massive and compact objects are
most likely to be found, due to a mechanism at play in star clusters called mass
segregation, i.e. more massive objects sink into the center while lighter sources
tend to lie on the outskirts.

Giesers et al. [1285] used MUSE multi-epoch spectroscopic data of the old (∼
12 Gyr) Galactic globular cluster NGC 3201 spanning a time baseline of a few
years to start a blind systematic survey of binaries and, among them, those with
likely dark companions. Performing a blind search is very powerful for two main
reasons: 1) we know that the highest chance to detect stellar-mass BHs is in the
center compared to the outskirts, but we do not know exactly where they are in
the cluster (at which direction / what distance from the center); 2) we are not
biased toward detecting only a specific sample of objects, which always happens
when handling targeted observations.

Using this novel technique, they were able to detect a stellar-mass BH in the
cluster, in an orbit rather eccentric (e∼0.6) with a period of ∼167 d and a semi-
amplitude velocity K∼70km/s with a subgiant star companion. Since the lu-
minous star was part of the cluster, they were able to exploit the advantage of
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knowing exactly the age, the metallicity, the distance and the extinction in the di-
rection of the cluster, to infer the mass of the luminous star through a comparison
with stellar evolutionary models (MIST, [152]). They found a mass of ∼0.8 M⊙

for the star, and thanks to the orbital properties of the binary system, they derived
a minimummass of 4.36M⊙ for the unseen companion, which can be confidently
claimed to be a BH (see Figure 30). After analyzing the entire sample of binaries
in NGC 3201, they identified another BH candidate and a binary whose orbital so-
lutions were compatible with a BH or NS companion. These solutions have been
published along with the properties of several other stellar binaries in [1286].

This was a very important result for two reasons: 1) it represented the first
detection of non-interacting stellar-mass BHs in star clusters; 2) given the old age
of NGC 3201, these detections were a further confirmation that BHs can actually
reside in star clusters for a Hubble time or more. The latter is in contrast with the
general understanding of star clusters in the early 1990s. In fact, it was believed
that, due to interactions and dynamical processes, any BH formed within them
would be expelled, leaving star clusters essentially devoid of these objects in a
very short timescale (t < 1 Gyr, [1191]). On the other side, the results by Giesers
and colleagues [1285, 1286] are in good agreement with what more advanced and
sophisticated cluster models have actually predicted, i.e. star clusters are able to
retain their BHs for longer times, even longer than a Hubble time [1287–1291].

Unlike in the field, uncovering the BH population of star clusters can actually
help to answer some crucial long-standing questions about stellar astrophysics,
such as: 1) how strong are natal kicks in clusters? 2) does a merger event always
produce a natal kick? 3) how likely BHs are to be ejected from globular clusters
through dynamical interactions? Answering these questions would be important
to understand, for example, if globular clusters are the main factories of GWs, but
also to investigate how likely it is that BHs with masses larger than 100 M⊙ (like
GW190521) are formed (via hierarchical merging of lighter stellar-mass BHs) and
are held within globular clusters, or whether denser environments with deeper
gravitational potential are required for this, such as nuclear star clusters [1292].

Until very recently, no other attempts have been made to reveal further dor-
mant BHs in star clusters using the radial velocity method. Saracino et al. [1293]
exploited the approach developed by Giesers and collaborators to look for any
evidence of stellar-mass BHs in a massive (∼ 105 M⊙) cluster of ∼100 Myr lo-
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Figure 30: from Giesers et al. [1285]: The radial velocity curve of the first BH
candidate detected in NGC 3201, from MUSE observations. The red solid line
represents the best fit solution for the system, thanks to a comparison with a

large library of possible orbits. The radial velocities of a nearby cluster member
showing no signs of variability (i.e. a single star) are presented in blue for

comparison.

cated in the LMC. They chose a young cluster, where dynamical processes have
not yet occurred, to study the initial distribution of BHs in clusters, which is still
completely unknown. In this work, the authors claimed to have detected a binary
system consisting of a BH of ∼11 M⊙ orbiting almost circularly a main-sequence
B-type star with a period of 5.04 d and a semi-amplitude of K ∼ 140.5±3 km/s,
which they named NGC1850 BH1. This finding was the result of a combined
analysis of the radial velocity curve constructed from 17 multi-epoch observa-
tions with MUSE and the I and V light curves provided by OGLE-IV. Since the
binary is a member of the cluster and its position in the CMD is consistent with a
main sequence turn-off star, the authors derived a mass for the luminous object of
∼4.9 M⊙ from the comparison with stellar isochrones of age, metallicity, extinc-
tion and distance of NGC 1850.

Right after the detection, an alternative explanation has been proposed for the
binary system NGC1850 BH1 [1294, 1295], which does not require the presence
of a BH. Both groups suggested that this system is a post-mass transfer binary in
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a rare state of its evolution and it consists of a bloated-stripped star and a more
massive (possibly rapidly rotating) B-type star. They argued that the stripped star
is about 5 times less massive than what Saracino and collaborators assumed, but
that its luminosity is still consistent with that of the observed star. Furthermore,
they predicted that the massive B-type star would be expected to contribute 10 to
100% to the total flux in the MUSE spectra and would be overlooked due to the
rapid rotation of the star itself.

After a re-analysis of the MUSE spectra, the original authors [1296] confirmed
that the visible star has a lower mass compared to what initially thought but
they also made the following findings: 1) a larger radial velocity semi-amplitude
(K2,revised = 176±3 km/s) than in the discovery paper, which translates in a mass
function frevised=2.83 M⊙ for the system; 2) the unseen source contributes less
than 10% to the total light in the visual; 3) an accretion disk seems to be present in
NGC1850 BH1. These new observational constraints indicate that, regardless of
the mass of the visible star, the unseen companion must be rather massive. Its na-
ture, however, is still unconstrained. This could either be a BH with an accretion
disk or a massive luminous star enshrouded in an optically think disk that almost
completely blocks its light. Further data and modelling are needed to provide a
definitive answer as to whether or not NGC1850 BH1 contains a BH.

A recent addition to the list of dormant BHs detected in star clusters is NGC
2004-115 [1297]. It lies on the periphery of the young cluster NGC 2004, on the
northern edge of the LMC. The authors used VLT/FLAMES and SALT-HRS spec-
troscopic data covering a baseline of about 20 years to shed light on the nature
of the system: a triple system consisting of an inner binary with period P=2.92
d, semi-amplitude velocity K∼62.4 km/s and mass function f(m)=0.07 M⊙. By
assuming the visible star is a B-type main sequence of 8.6 M⊙, they inferred a
mass for the invisible companion greater than 25 M⊙. An upper limit on the X-
ray luminosity coming from the binary has been set by XMM-Newton and it is
consistent with having a quiescent BH in the system. The presence of a massive
BH in NGC 2004-115 was later questioned by [1298] as such a high mass results
from an inferred orbital inclination of only 9 degrees for the system, which is not
consistent with the modelling of both the OGLE and the MACHO light curves
of the system. A triple system in which the 25 M⊙ BH is replaced by a 2-3 M⊙

luminous companion, and with an outer Be star appears to be the only scenario
capable of reproducing the observed light curves and radial velocity curves of the
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system simultaneously.

As part of a multi-epoch VLT/FLAMES spectroscopic campaign aimed at con-
straining the binary fraction of OB stars in high density environments, Banyard
et al. [1299, 1300] have recently provided an important contribution to the search
for quiescent BHs in clusters. Indeed, they studied the population of B stars in the
young (7Myrs) open cluster NGC 6231 in theMilkyWay, measuring an observed
binary fraction of 33 ± 5% (which increases to 52 ± 8% if corrected for the ob-
servational biases) and characterised the multiplicity properties of the identified
binary systems. By integrating medium-resolution optical spectroscopy, ground-
based photometry and high-cadence space-based photometry, the authors found
that 7 of the 15 SB1 systems in the cluster are indeed SB2 systems with mass ratios
as low as q = 0.1. Of the 8 remaining systems, they ruled out 4 ambiguous sys-
tems and identified a sample of 4 binaries with a high probability of harboring a
compact object. They calculated the minimum mass for the unseen companions,
finding that two have masses between 1 and 3.5 M⊙ and fall within the NS mass
range, while the other two have mass ranges between 2.5 to 8 M⊙ and 1.6 to 26
M⊙, respectively, and so are possible BH candidates. The most massive unseen
source is part of the CD-41 11038 system. However, as the authors themselves
mention in the paper, the detection limits of their methodology do not exclude
that some or all of these candidates have lower-mass main sequence companions,
stripped star companions or are part of triple systems. Follow up photometric
and/or interferometric observations are therefore needed to answer this question.

To recap, only the two (possibly three) BH candidates in NGC 3201 are cur-
rently recognized as robust non-interacting BH detections in star clusters within
the scientific community, but NGC 6231 appears to be another promising source
of compact objects, again underscoring the fact that crowded fields such as clus-
ters are ideal places to look for these degenerate sources. The methods that
Giesers and Banyard have developed together with their collaborators are ex-
tremely promising and have the potential to lead to the discovery of many more
of these objects in other clusters if such a systematic search is performed. The
work by Giesers et al. is especially important in light of the new instruments that
will be available to the community in the coming years, starting fromHARMONI
at the ELT in 2027 [1301]. This IFU spectrograph will have a superb spatial reso-
lution (up to 0.004 arcsec, compared to 0.2 arcsec of MUSE-WFM) and thanks to
the extremely large collecting area will be able to observe and resolve the central
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Table II: A summary of all systems claimed to date to host a quiescent BH is
presented below, including only those systems detected via spectroscopic

investigation. Both low-density and high-density environments are included,
and the systems are classified and catalogued based on the estimated mass of the
luminous companions. For completeness, confirmed BHs and BH imposters are

listed.
Name Z Envr. Proposed Alternative(s) References
High - mass
companions
LB-1 MW Field B + BH Be + stripped (str) Liu+[1257]; Shenar+[1259]; El-Badry[1260]
MWC 656 MW Field Be + BH Be + sdO ? Casares+[1251]; Rivinius+[1252]
NGC 1850 BH1 LMC Cluster B + BH B + str ? Saracino+[1293, 1296]; El-Badry+[1294];

Stevance+[1295]
HR 6819 MW Field (B+BH)+Be Be + str Rivinius+[1263]; Bodensteiner+[1264];

El-Badry+[1265]; Frost+[1266]
NGC 2004 # 115 LMC Cluster (B+BH)+Be (B+A) + Be ? Lennon+[1297]; El-Badry+[1298]
HD 96670 MW Field (O+BH) + ? - - - Gomez+[1271]
AS 386 MW Field B[e] + BH - - - Khokhlov+[1253]
VFTS 243 LMC Field O + BH - - - Shenar+[566]
HD 130298 MW Field O + BH - - - Mahy+[1273]
Low - mass
companions
NGC3201 #12560 MW Cluster MS + BH - - - Giesers+[1285]
NGC3201 #21859 MW Cluster MS + BH - - - Giesers+[1286]
NGC3201 #5132 MW Cluster MS + BH/NS - - - Giesers+[1286]
Unicorn (V723 Mon) MW Field RG + BH RG + str subgiant ? Jayasinghe+[1267]; Masuda+[1269];

El-Badry+[1270]
Giraffe (2M0412) MW Field RG + BH RG + str subgiant ? Jayasinghe+[1268]; El-Badry+[1270]
2MASS MW Field RG + BH/NS RG + (MS+MS) ? Thompson+[1254]; Van den Heuvel+
J05215658+4359220 [1256]

regions of star clusters more distant than the Magellanic Clouds into individual
stars, a science impossible to accomplish with current facilities. By overcoming
the crowding issue in nearby star clusters, scientists will be able to look for non-
interacting stellar-mass BHs in binaries where the luminous stars aremuch fainter
on the main sequence than has been possible hitherto.

To conclude and improve the readability of Section XVII B 1 (a, b), we present
in Table II a summary of all the systems discussed, where those hosting quiescent
BHs are included, together with those subsequently questioned and proven to be
BH imposters.
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2. Astrometric detection of quiescent Black Holes

As already explained in the previous Sections, the dynamical detection of a
stellar-BH binary totally relies on the possibility to obtain multi-epoch spectro-
scopic data for the source of interest or for a very large sample of objects in order
to conduct a blind search. When they are not available, alternative methods can
instead be used to detect a quiescent BH orbiting around a luminous compan-
ion. Indeed, binary systems can also be detected “astrometrically”, by measuring
the perturbations in the motion of the stars by their unseen companions. This
technique has been used previously to identify “ordinary" binary systems and
exoplanets, but can also be extended to discover any kind of binaries and it is par-
ticularly useful in identifying non-interacting compact binaries. Briefly, astrometric
binaries are systems made of two sources visible in astronomical observations as
single sources. Three are the main reasons why the companion source is not ob-
served: it is either too faint to be seen or too close to the primary to be resolved
as two stars. Alternatively, it is a compact remnant (a BH or a NS) and cannot be
observed due to its dark nature. What is observed in these cases is that the pri-
mary has a telltale wavy motion across the sky inconsistent with it being a single
star. It instead wobbles about an unseen centre of mass, clearly indicating that
another object exists in the system and gravitationally affects the motion of the
bright, observed star. By analysing the motion of this star over time it is possible
to place important constraints on the orbital properties of the system and on the
masses involved.

As discussed in Section XVII B 1, the dynamical detection of binaries through
radial velocity measurements allows for a robust estimate of the mass function of
the system, but unfortunately does not provide any constraints on its inclination.
This limitation is effectively exceeded by astrometry, as it also allows measur-
ing the binary’s orientation in space, including its inclination angle. This means
that if the mass of the luminous component can be derived from independent
analyses/data, this is sufficient to break the degeneracy between the different pa-
rameters and have a complete characterization of the system [1302]. In order to
detect astrometric binaries, it is necessary to measure the position on the sky of
many objects and to trace their motion over time. Moreover, this has to be done
with extremely high precision in order to pick up even very small displacements.
In this respect, Figure 31 shows the astrometric motion of a 1 M⊙ visible star
orbiting around an unseen companion of 1.4M⊙ for different orbital periods (in-
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Figure 31: from Andrews et al. [1302]: The astrometric motion of a luminous
star of 1M⊙ orbiting around an unseen companion of 1.4M⊙, for different
orbital periods (from 10 d to 10000 d) and two different proper motions (10

mas/yr and 50 mas/yr). The binary is placed at a relatively close distance of 35
pc to magnify any astrometric effects and the black dots show the positions of
the star over many GAIA epochs. For orbital periods much shorter than a year,
the orbital motion and parallax can be disentangled. However, for P = 100-1000

d, the positions become extremely complex.

creasing from left to right) and proper motion (increasing from top to bottom),
from Andrews et al. [1302]. The astrometric effects are amplified as the binary is
placed at a distance of only 35 pc.

The Hipparcos space astrometry mission led by the European Space Agency
(ESA) was a pioneering project in this respect and it was able to pinpoint the
positions of more than 100,000 stars with high precision, opening up the concrete
possibility of detecting new binaries using this method. Several astrometric bi-
naries have been detected thanks to this mission in the literature [1303–1305] but
there have been no claims of binaries containing a non-interacting BH compan-
ion. Now that Hipparcos has been replaced by the new ESA space astrometry
mission GAIA, the ability to detect quiescent BHs by analyzing the “wobble" in
their proper motions over time is more real than ever (see [1306] and [1307]).
The GAIA satellite was launched at the end of 2013 with the aim of providing
3D motion, luminosity, temperature and composition of almost a billion stars in
our Galaxy and beyond, and so far it has been a revolution in many astronomical
fields (e.g. galactic archaeology).
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Although the first GAIA astrometric orbital solutions for binary sources have
been published only in its third release in June 2022, many scientists have started
to analyze the data searching for a way to uncover astrometric BH binaries well
before this date. As an example, [1308] focused on the number of OB + BH
systems (i.e. BHs in binary systems with massive companions, > 8 M⊙) that
GAIA would have been detected as binaries in the DR3 and DR4. They took as
a reference the 2nd Alma Luminous Star Catalogue (ALS II) containing a sam-
ple of massive OB-type stars in GAIA and estimated that 77% of the OB + BH
binaries in ALS II would be detected as binaries in DR3, of which 89% would be
unambiguously identifiable as OB + BH binaries. These systems would cover an
uncharted parameter space of long-period binaries (10 d < P < 1000 d). They
predicted that these numbers would increase to 85% and 82%, respectively, by
the end of the mission, as they would also detect systems with both shorter and
longer periods than those predicted in DR3. It is interesting to note that, after an
accurate cleaning procedure performed by the GAIA team, most of these sources
have been removed from the DR3 sample, hence we do not have any information
on these sources yet. However, GAIA DR3 still represents the game changer in
this field, as scientists from around the world have finally access to orbital solu-
tions (periods, eccentricities, etc.) for a sample of over 105 astrometric binaries
[1309–1311]. The analysis is still ongoing but this huge data set will grow and
refine year by year, with the concrete possibility of starting to identify which of
these astrometric binaries may actually contain massive invisible companions, i.e.
compact objects such as NSs or BHs.

Andrews et al. [1312] performed a first attempt in this direction: they analyzed
the whole sample of GAIA astrometric binaries under the conservative assump-
tion that the companions were dark and therefore the photocenters of the systems
followed the observed stars. They assumed the luminous stars to be of 1 M⊙

and selected only those systems having a companion more massive than 1.4 M⊙,
this to exclude any contamination from white dwarf-like objects. After removing
binaries with suspiciously long orbital periods relative to the duration of the mis-
sion to date and applying further cuts, they ended upwith a sample of 24 binaries
with companion masses ranging from 1.35 to 2.7 M⊙, compatible with both NS
or low-mass BH companions. These systems show interesting characteristics, like
periods of a few years and orbital velocities of the order of∼20 km/s. For at least
8 of these objects a subsequent spectroscopic follow-up was performed and the



Stellar Black Holes and Compact Stellar Remnants

inspection of their spectra has confirmed that there is no evidence for a second
luminous component.

On the same line but using a different approach, Shahaf et al. [1313] also
looked at the sample of GAIA astrometric binaries searching for possible compact
object companions. Their triage technique, already proposed in [1314], relies on a
good knowledge of the mass-luminosity relation (for main-sequence stars only),
in order to discard all the single stars that for one reason or another are contami-
nating the sample. They compiled a sample of 177 systems with highly-probable
non-luminous massive companions, only 20% of the total sample provided by
GAIA. Among them, they identified 8 BH candidates with masses larger than
2.4 M⊙. The most promising candidate among them was soon after the sub-
ject of two independent spectroscopic follow-ups which recently confirmed its
dark and compact nature, estimating a mass for the BH of approximately 10 M⊙

[1315, 1316]. As in [1315], we refer to the source as GAIA BH1.

GAIA BH1 represents the first BH identified via its astrometric orbital solution
from GAIA as well as the nearest BH ever detected (in the solar neighborhood,
d = 474 pc). Although a slight discrepancy in the predicted mass of the BH
between the two groups, they both confirm that it is in a binary system with a
slowly-rotating G dwarf (Teff = 5850 K, log g = 4.5, and M = 0.93 M⊙) and the
system has an orbital period of 185.6 d. The predicted motion of GAIA BH1’s
photocentre on the sky over a 6-yr window and its predicted orbit are shown in
Figure 32, from [1315]. This detection is pretty robust, as consistent results have
been obtained by using 1) GAIA astrometric data alone; 2) spectroscopic data
alone (acquired as a follow-up program to the astrometric detection); or 3) a joint
analysis of both measurements. The latter obviously provided the most stringent
constraints on the properties of the system.

A very similar claim has been made almost at the same time from another
group [1317]. They analyzed a sample of ∼65,000 binaries with both time-
resolved spectroscopic and astrometric data in Gaia DR3 and identified a peculiar
system made of a red giant star (Gaia DR3 5870569352746779008) and an unseen
companion of a minimum mass > 5.25 M⊙. Although the mass of the visible
star was rather uncertain, they argued that the unseen source is a BH candidate
at a 99% confidence level, based on the orbital parameters of the system. Their
conclusions were entirely dependent on the reliability of the Gaia solution.
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Figure 32: from El-Badry et al. [1315]: Left: The predicted astrometric orbit of
the photocentre of GAIA BH1 on the sky over a period of 6 years. The black line
indicates the total motion due to proper motion, parallax, and orbital motion
while the dotted blue line shows the contribution due to parallax and proper
motion alone. The predicted motion of the source, with parallax and proper

motion removed is instead shown in the middle panel based on the joint
astrometry and RV solution and in the right panel by using the pure astrometry

solution. The joint analysis provides the most stringent constraints on the
system.

El-Badry and collaborators [1318] obtained additional spectra for this specific
target, in the course of a broader program to spectroscopically follow-upGaiaDR3
binaries suspected to contain compact objects. These data confirmed the compact
and dark nature of the invisible companion, which they called Gaia BH2. They
were also able to better constrain the properties of the system itself. A bright (G
= 12.3), nearby (d = 1.16 kpc) star on the lower red giant branch with mass M
= 1.07 ± 0.19 M⊙ orbiting a BH of mass MBH=8.9 ± 0.3 M⊙ with a moderate
eccentricity e=0.52 and a relative low inclination angle i = 35◦. Interestingly, this
system has the longest period (1277 ± 1 days) among those discovered so far,
slightly lower than what predicted by the Gaia solution (1352.25 ± 45.50 days)
and reported by Tanikawa and colleagues [1317].

Despite extensive research, to date GAIA BH1 and BH2 appear to be the only
two quiescent BHs enclosed in the Gaia DR3 sample of binaries that can be de-
tected. Figure 33 shows where the population of known accreting BHs detected
via X-ray observations are located as a function of period and distance from us.
When Gaia BH1 and Gaia BH2 are included (large black points) they occupy a
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Figure 33: from El-Badry et al. [1318]: Gaia BH1 and BH2 (black points) are
compared to Galactic BHs detected via accretion (in X-rays) in the reference

plane of distance and orbital period. As indicated in the legend, the red and blue
dots represent LMXBs and HMXBs respectively, while the cyan and purple dots
identify detached BHs detected so far either in the field or in star clusters. As can
be seen, the systems discovered by GAIA are in a part of this parameter space
unexplored by other known BHs, i.e. with longer periods and closer to Earth

than the rest of BHs.

very different parameter space based on their properties. They have significantly
longer periods and closer to Earth than the rest. We do not have enough statistics
to make any claims, but it appears that Gaia BH1 and BH2 may be the tip of the
iceberg of the hitherto totally unknown binary population of wide-orbit black
holes.

Gaia BH1 and Gaia BH2 unfortunately will not be progenitors of any GW sig-
nals as the luminous companion of the compact object is a low-mass star and there
is no chance that the system may become a BH-NS binary at any point in time.
However, the study of these systems remains extremely important as it allows
us to build a more complete view of the actual population(s) of NSs and BHs
existing in the Universe and if (at all) their properties change as a function of the
environment.

The release of Gaia DR4 data in late 2025 as well as further investigations of
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GAIA DR3 will probably reveal many other interesting systems (e.g. massive
white dwarfs and NSs). For what concerns BHs, based on recent theoretical
predictions, Chawla et al. [1319]) argued that the extended Gaia mission can
astrometrically resolve ≈ 30-300 detached BH-stellar binaries in the Milky Way,
with a high probability of finding even some compatible with being the possible
progenitors of GW sources.

While this is all very exciting, it is also important to mention that the obser-
vations obtained with GAIA are not custom tailored, so it is very likely that its
next data releases will be affected by similar systematic uncertainties, resulting in
a complex selection function [1320]. This unfortunately makes a range of popu-
lation studies difficult with GAIA. This limitation will surely be overcome by the
GBTD Survey, which is designed to be performed with the future Roman Space
Telescope. The huge grasp and direct imaging capabilities of this new facility will
enable the desired astrometric accuracy to unravel binaries hosting compact ob-
jects, either BHs or NSs. There is no doubt that these are very exciting times to be
an astronomer.

XVIII Black Holes in binaries with compact objects

With the advent of gravitational wave detections, we are now able to directly
observe and study binary stellar mass black holes as well as black holes with neu-
tron star companions and the remnants of their mergers. Follow-up electromag-
netic observations allow us to further investigate the host environments, ejecta
and merger remnants of these double compact object binaries. In this section we
will discuss the so-called multi-messenger approach, i.e. combining traditional
electromagnetic observations with gravitational wave and astrophysical particle
observations, for detecting double compact object binaries. This includes binary
black holes (BBHs), black hole neutron-star binaries (BH-NS) and black hole-
white dwarf (BH-WD) binaries.
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A. Gravitational waves

1. What are gravitational waves?

Gravitational waves (GWs) are distortions of space-time itself that move at the
speed of light, carrying gravitational energy. The existence of gravitational waves
was first proposed by Heaviside in 1893. After studying Maxwell’s equations
for electromagnetic waves, Heaviside put forward that gravitational waves could
propagate in a similar way [1321].

In 1905, Poincare argued, using Lorentz transformations, that gravitation gen-
erates waves, similar to electromagnetism [1322]. His calculations showed that
these waves of gravitation should move at the speed of light.

In 1916, Einstein published his theory of general relativity, which showed that
accelerating massive objects cause space-time to be distorted and that these dis-
tortions would propagate outward, carrying gravitational energy [1323, 1324].
Linearizing the field equations from the full theory of general relativity allowed
Einstein to solve to them and show that these distortions, which Einstein called
gravitational waves, are transverse planes waves that move at the speed of light.
The energy carried by these waves is related to the third time derivative of the
quadrupole moment of the objects creating the waves. Gravitational waves have
two polarizations, + and ×. The quadrupole nature of gravitational waves, with
its two polarizations, is illustrated in Figure 34.

As the distance from the origin of thewaves increases, the linearwave solutions
coincide with those of the full theory. A full calculation of the general relativity
field equations is beyond the scope of this work. For a full treatment see [1326]
and references therein.

2. Types of gravitational waves

There are four main types of gravitational wave forms (see figure 35 and also
https://www.ligo.org/science/GW-Sources.php), depending on the motion
and the mass distributions of the objects causing them, namely:

https://www.ligo.org/science/GW-Sources.php
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Figure 34: Taken from [1325]. A gravitational wave of period T and amplitude
h, propagating along the ẑ direction (top panel). The bottom panel shows the
effects of the + and × polarizations on a ring of free falling test particles, in an

inertial frame.

• Continuous gravitational waves are long duration gravitational emissions
with fairly stable frequencies produced by a single object with an asymmet-
rical mass distribution or a pair of objects in a wide, well defined orbit [see
e.g. 1327, and references therein]. In the astrophysical scenario, rapidly ro-
tating neutron stars with surface deformations and binary compact objects
in wide orbits, with negligible gravitational energy loss, are sources of con-
tinuous GWs.

• Inspiral gravitational waves are caused by binary systems with shrinking
orbits [see e.g. 1328]. As the binary components orbit each other, gravita-
tional energy is lost over time, very slowing at first (in the form of continu-
ous GWs). Interactions with matter surrounding the binary can also lead to
increased loss of orbital angular momentum. Over time, this loss of orbital
energy eventually causes the orbital distance to start to shrink. The orbital
period increases and the orbital speeds increase, leading to an increase in
the frequency of the emitted GWs. The frequency reaches a maximum at
the moment when the binary components merge. In astrophysics, binaries
consisting of compact objects are strong sources of inspiral GWs. After the
binary merges, the remnant object oscillates, resulting in a "ring down" GW
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Gravitational wave Gravitational wave source
period (Hz)

1–104 core collapse supernovae; Galactic neutron stars; extragalactic compact binaries (BBHs, BH-NS);
sources of stochastic background GWs, i.e. early universe processes, like the big bang,
phase transitions in the early universe and vibrating cosmic loops and strings

10−4 –1 Galactic compact binaries (e.g. binary WDs, BHBs, NS binaries); extragalactic compact objects
spiralling into supermassive black holes (extreme mass ratio inspiral); inspiral and merging of
supermassive BHs, sources of stochastic background GWs, i.e. early universe processes

10−9 – 10−4 Binary supermassive black holes; sources of stochastic background GWs, i.e. early universe processes
< 10−9 sources of stochastic background GWs, i.e. early universe processes, like the big bang,

phase transitions in the early universe and vibrating cosmic loops and strings

Table III: Lists of astrophysical gravitational wave sources by gravitational wave
frequency range. Adapted from [1330].

component. This is the final part of the merger process and the GW is char-
acterised by sharply decreasing amplitude and increasing frequency.

• Burst gravitational waves are short-duration (≪1 s), transient events of un-
known origin. Potential astrophysical sources for bursts include certain
neutron star oscillations or instabilities, core collapse of massive stars and
sources related to gamma-ray bursts, but we anticipate many as-yet un-
known sources of burst GWs as well [see e.g. 1329, and references therein].

• The stochastic (primordial) gravitational wave background is a result of the
incoherent superposition of unresolved gravitational emission. In the as-
trophysical sense, this stochastic GW background is the result of physical
processes in the early universe, such as inflation; analogous to the cosmic
microwave background radiation [1326].

3. Gravitational wave sources

The frequency of GW emission depends on the nature of the massive objects
producing the waves. Table III lists the GW frequency ranges and the types of
astrophysical sources that emit GWs in that range [see e.g. 1330].

B. Gravitational waves detectors

So, how do we detect gravitational waves? We do so by measuring the way a
passing GW distorts space and matter. As illustrated in figure 36, a passing GW
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Figure 35: Examples of the four gravitational wave forms showing their shape
and evolution in the time domain. Image credit: A. Stuver/LIGO.
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Figure 36: Taken from [1331]. The relative distortion of an object of size L and
matter caused by a passing gravitational wave of frequency, f . The gravitational

wave causes distortions of the object of size δL.

causes an object of size L to contract one direction and expand in the perpendic-
ular direction and then spacetime expands in the first direction while contracting
in the perpendicular direction. The relative size of these distortions (δL/L) of
spacetime, called strain (h), is what gravitational wave detectors measure [see
e.g. 1330, 1331].

All accelerating massive objects in the universe generate gravitational waves.
However, only sufficiently massive objects, like BHs and NSs, produce detectable
GWs. For example, a binary NS, each with mass 1.4M⊙, at a distance of 15Mpc,
in a circular orbit of radius 20 km and orbital frequency of 1000Hz will produce
a strain here on Earth of h ∼ 10−21 [1332]. This means a detector on Earth of size
1 km, would experience a distortion of 10−18m due to this this GW. For reference,
the average size of an atomic nucleus is on the order of 10−17 m. We therefore
require extremely sensitive and innovative methods to detect these subtle ripples
in spacetime.

1. Indirect detection methods

Gravitational waves can be indirectly detected by observing their physical ef-
fects on astrophysical objects, like neutron stars or even other gravitational waves.
The main types of indirect gravitational wave detection methods are:
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• Pulsar timing arrays. Pulsars are extremely accurate standard clocks. Pass-
ing gravitational waves will cause the time signatures of the pulsars to
change as the distance between the observing telescopes and the pulsars
themselves are changing. Pulsar timing arrays (PTAs) are a set of pulsars
that are regularly monitored by ground based radio telescopes to track and
analyzing their radio emission pulse arrival times. Pulsar timing arrays are
sensitive to GWs with nanohertz frequencies and below, i.e. GWs gener-
ated by binary supermassive BHs and stochastic GWs [see e.g. 1333, 1334].
The main PTAs currently operating are the European Pulsar Timing Array
(EPTA) [1335], the Indian Pulsar Timing Array (InPTA) [1336], the North
American Nanohertz Observatory for Gravitational Waves (NANOGrav)
[1337], the Parkes Pulsar Timing Array [1338]. These PTAs also work to-
gether to form the International Pulsar Timing Array (IPTA) [1339, 1340]

• Fast radio bursts (FRBs) can be used in a similar way to PTAs. For strongly
lensed, repeating FRBs, their pulse arrival times can also bemonitored, stud-
ied to infer the presence of GWs [1341].

• Astrometric measurements of distant objects can identify the deflection of
photons due to nanohertz frequency GWs [1342–1344].

• The polarization of the cosmic microwave background (CMB) can give us
insight into stochastic GWs from the beginning of the universe. These so-
called primordial GWs, with frequencies in the 10−18 Hz range, cause CMB
photons to becomepolarized and this polarization is the focus of futureCMB
monitoring campaigns [1345, 1346].

• Gravitational wave timing arrays will operate in a similar way to PTAs and
FRBs to search for stochastic GWs. The continuous, high frequency Galac-
tic GW background will experience phase modulations from the lower fre-
quency stochastic waves and by studying these phase distortions, we can
gain insight into the nature of the stochastic GWs. [1347].

2. Direct detection methods

a. Resonant mass detectors The first experiments to search for direct evi-
dence of gravitational waves started in the 1960s using resonant mass detectors
were [1348, 1349]. A resonant mass detector (or antenna) is a large (∼ 1m),
solid body, usually metallic, that is isolated form surrounding vibrations. The



Stellar Black Holes and Compact Stellar Remnants

strains from a passing GW will excite the body’s resonant frequency and thereby
be amplified to detectable levels. In the late 1960s and early 1970s, there were
claims of detected gravitational wave emissions, but none of these results were
ever replicated [1350].

Second generation resonant mass antennas developed in the 1908s and 1990s
used cryogenic methods to increase sensitivity [1351, 1352]. The third generation
of detectors were spherical cryogenic antennas built in the 2000s [1353, 1354]. So
far, no detections of gravitational waves have been made with resonant mass de-
tectors.

b. Laser interferometers The development of laser interferometers as grav-
itational wave detectors started in the 1960s [1355]. An interferometer works in
the following way (see figure 37): a beam of coherent light (in the case of GW
detectors, a laser) is fired towards an angled, partially silvered mirror that splits
the light into two sub-beams. The sub-beams travel down two orthogonal arms
of the interferometer that have mirrors at the end. The sub-beams bounce off the
mirrors, travel back up the arms and recombine in a detector.

If the length of each arm is the same (i.e the light travel time is the same), the
sub-beams will recombine constructively. However, if a gravitational wave has
passed through the interferometer, the strain will change the arm lengths and the
light travels will not be equal. The light will then not combine constructively and
instead interference occurs. These inference patterns provides information on the
GW that caused them.

The earliest GW laser interferometer detectors detectors were operational in
the 1990s and early 2000s. These first generation instruments were ground based
detectors and served as valuable prototypes for many of the currently operating
GW detectors. These include the Cryogenic Laser Interferometer Observatory
[CLIO; 1356, 1357], GEO600 [1358, 1359], the Laser Interferometer Gravitational-
Wave Observatory [LIGO ; 1360], TAMA300 [1361] and Virgo [1362]. Some of
these are still under development and in use. Many of these instruments also
carried out joint observations as part of their science and development strategies
[1362–1368]. Running joint observations increases sensitivity and improves sky
localisation of the source. For a comparison of the frequent ranges and strain
sensitivities of these instruments see [1369] and figure 38.
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Figure 37: A schematic diagram of a Michelson interferometer. A laser beam is
fired towards an angled mirror, which splits the beam into two orthogonal
sub-beams. The sub-beams travel to mirrors situated at the end of each

orthogonal arm, bounce back and then return to recombine in the detector
instrument. Credit:Stannered, via Wikimedia Commons

Second generation laser interferometer GW detectors started operations or
construction in the 2010s. Some were building on existing instruments by im-
plementing more advanced technology such as cryogenics and quantum light
squeezing to reduce noise [see e.g. 1370]. Thus GEO600 became GEO High Fre-
quency [1371], LIGO became advanced LIGO [aLIGO; 1372] and Virgo became
advanced Virgo [aVirgo; 1373].

A new instrument, the Kamioka Gravitational Wave Detector (KAGRA) in
Japan resides underground [1374]. The Indian Initiative in Gravitational-wave
Observations [IndIGO; 1375] is currently under construction.

The improvements made on the second generation of detectors led to the first
direct detection of GWs in 2015 (see section XVIII C 2). See [1369] and figure 38
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Figure 38: Taken from [1369]. A comparison of past, present and future
gravitational wave laser interferometer detectors, showing their respective strain

sensitivities as a function of their frequency range.

for a comparison of of first and second generation instruments.

There are number third generation GW laser interferometer currently in the
design study and development phases (see [1369] and figure 38 for a compari-
son of of first, second and third generation instruments). Most notably, Einstein
Telescope (not be confusedwith the EinsteinX-ray Observatory!), a ground-based
detector whose location is yet to be determined [see e.g. 1376]. Another proposed
ground-based GW detector is the Cosmic Explorer [1377]. Both of these instru-
ments are expected to start operations in the 2030s.

There are also several space-based GW detectors being planned. These in-
clude the DECi-hertz Interferometer Gravitational wave Observatory (DECIGO)
[1378], the Laser Interferometer Space Antenna [LISA ; 1379], the Taiji Program
in Space [1380] and the TianQin Project [1381]. All of these missions have pro-
jected launch dates in the 2030s.

c. Other detector designs We remind the reader that gravitational wave
detector design is a rapidly growing field and we can at this stage only offer a
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snapshot of current and future developments. There are several novel gravita-
tional wave detector designs currently in development.

These innovative detectors propose to cover GW frequencies from 10−7Hz
to up to tens of gigahertz and strain sensitivities down to 10−31. The detector
designs include atom interferometers, torsion-bar antennas, coupled supercon-
ductors and microwave beam polarization measurements [see e.g. 1382–1385]

C. Gravitational wave detections

1. Indirect detections

In 1974, the first binary pulsar system was discovered [626]. For many years
after the discovery, the pulse arrival times of the binary were monitored. The
data showed that the binary orbit was shrinking precisely as predicted by general
relativity if gravitational emission was responsible for the loss of orbital energy
[627, 1386, 1387]. This provided unambiguous, though indirect, proof of the ex-
istence of gravitational waves as predicted by general relativity. This work and
initial discovery of the source won the 1993 Nobel Prize in Physics24.

2. Direct detections

The first direct detection of gravitational waves occurred in September 2015,
during the very first observing run of aLIGO [2]. The GWs originated from a co-
alescing binary BH system at a distance of 410+160

−180Mpc, with component masses
of 36+5

−4M⊙ and 29+4
−4M⊙ and the merger remnant mass of 62+4

−4M⊙. 3.0+0.5
−0.5M⊙c2

was radiated away in gravitational waves (see figures 39). The detected signal is
called GW150914. This long awaited result and the LIGO work that preceded it
won the 2017 Nobel Prize in Physics25.

Subsequently, first aLIGO and aVirgo, followed by KAGRA and GEO600, have
operated their observing runs jointly, as shown in table IV.
24 https://www.nobelprize.org/prizes/physics/1993/press-release/
25 https://www.nobelprize.org/prizes/physics/1993/press-release/

https://www.nobelprize.org/prizes/physics/1993/press-release/
https://www.nobelprize.org/prizes/physics/1993/press-release/
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Figure 39: Taken from [2]. The wave forms of the first BBH generated GW ever
detected, GW150914. The top six panels show the strain as a function of time for
GW150914, with the LIGO Hanford arm on the right and the Livingstone arm’s
data on the left. The bottom two panels show the frequency and amplitude of

the GW as a function of time.

Over the course of the first two observing runs, 10 BBHs were detected [1388].
The first two BH-NS binaries were detected in January 2020, during O2 [1389].
Altogether, GWs from 90 compact object binaries have been detected, with most
of them being BBHs [4, 5]. Figure 41 shows these detections in order of their dis-
covery date.
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Figure 41: A plot showing the masses of all compact objects detected by
LIGO/Virgo, with black holes in blue and neutron stars in orange, arranged in

order of their discovery date. Credit: LIGO-Virgo-KAGRA/Aaron
Geller/Northwestern.
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