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ABSTRACT

We construct a semi-analytical model that describes the convective core mass evolution of massive

stars experiencing mass loss during the main-sequence stage. We first conduct a suite of 1D stellar

evolution calculations to build insight into how convective core masses behave under idealized mass

loss. Based on these simulations, we find several universal relations between global properties of the

star that hold regardless of the mass loss history. By combining these relations, we construct a semi-

analytic framework that can predict the convective core mass evolution for arbitrary mass loss histories

and hence the helium core mass at the end of the main sequence. Our formulae improve upon existing

methods for predicting the core mass in rapid population synthesis codes.

Keywords: stellar evolution (1599) — binary stars (154)

1. INTRODUCTION

Massive stars burn hydrogen via the CNO cycle dur-

ing their main-sequence phase, and due to the strong

temperature dependence of the nuclear reactions, their

cores are convectively unstable. The convective motions

strongly mix the processed elements over the entire core

and the size of this region generally shrinks through-

out the main-sequence phase, as the mean molecular

weight increases over time and the opacity decreases.

The main-sequence phase ends when the core runs out

of hydrogen fuel, i.e., the whole convective core con-

sists of helium. The subsequent evolution of the star

is mostly dictated by this helium core mass: the final

fate (core-collapse supernova vs collapse to black hole

vs pair-instability supernova, etc.), and the mass and

type of remnant it leaves (white dwarf, neutron star,

black hole, no remnant), etc.

The size of the convective core and how it evolves

mostly depends on the physics of convection (e.g. con-

vective boundary mixing). However, the core evolution

can also be strongly altered when the star loses mass.

Massive stars on the main sequence can lose mass for a
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number of reasons such as stellar winds, eruptions and

binary interactions. In particular, binary interactions

can strip mass off stars at different rates and at different

times depending on the binary properties, so there can

be infinite variations to the mass-loss history. There-

fore, it is entirely possible that two stars with identical

masses at the point of core hydrogen depletion have dif-

ferent helium core masses depending on their mass-loss

histories during the main-sequence phase.

In this paper, we investigate how convective cores
evolve during the main-sequence phase. We mainly

explore the massive star range where black holes are

formed at the end of their lives, as the black hole masses

are expected to be directly tied to the helium core

masses. We particularly focus on how the convective

core mass responds to different degrees of mass loss oc-

curring at various epochs. By carrying out a suite of 1D

stellar evolution simulations with idealized mass loss, we

find some useful relations that apply regardless of the

detailed mass-loss histories. Based on these findings, we

construct a semi-analytical model that can accurately

predict the evolution of convective cores for arbitrary

stars with arbitrary mass loss.

Such simplified prescriptions for predicting convective

core mass evolution could be useful for a range of appli-

cations. For example, the maximum achievable mass of

isolated stellar mass black holes strongly depends on the
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mass loss in winds (e.g. Belczynski et al. 2010; Romag-

nolo et al. 2024; Vink et al. 2024). Our proposed method

will allow us to test various mass-loss prescriptions with

very low computational cost. Another example arises

in binary evolution. Previous studies showed that the

method used in many rapid binary population synthe-

sis codes to predict the core mass at terminal-age main

sequence (TAMS) (Hurley et al. 2000, 2002) severely un-

derestimates the core mass, especially when the stellar

mass at TAMS is largely different to its zero-age main

sequence (ZAMS) value due to binary interactions (Nei-

jssel et al. 2021; Romero-Shaw et al. 2023; Bavera et al.

2023). This can have significant impacts on predictions

for X-ray binaries and gravitational-wave sources. While

some procedures have been proposed to remedy this is-

sue (Neijssel et al. 2021; Romero-Shaw et al. 2023), our

new model grounded in detailed 1D stellar evolution cal-

culations provides a much more accurate prediction.

The structure of this paper is as follows. In Sec-

tion 2, we outline the numerical method for our stellar

evolution calculations. Section 3 introduces some uni-

versal relationships obtained from the simulations and

a semi-analytical framework to describe the convective

core mass evolution under arbitrary mass loss histories.

We discuss the robustness of our framework and possible

applications in Section 4. We summarize our conclusions

in Section 5.

2. METHOD

In this section, we outline our numerical method for

simulating the main-sequence phase of stellar evolution

under idealized mass-loss histories. We do not specify

the origin of the mass loss, whether it is due to stellar

winds, eruptions or binary interactions. This simplified

approach allows us to grasp the fundamental features of

the convective core response to mass loss.

We perform a suite of 1D stellar evolution calculations

of the main-sequence phase using the public code MESA

(Paxton et al. 2011, 2013, 2015, 2018, 2019; Jermyn et al.

2023) v.23.05.1. Most evolution parameters are set to

default values. The Ledoux criterion is used to identify

convective stability and mixing length theory is used

to treat convective energy transport. For our fiducial

model, we use a mixing length parameter αmlt = 2. Step

overshooting is applied above the convective core bound-

ary with an overshoot parameter αov = 0.2. The inlists

and subroutines used in our simulations can be found in

https://zenodo.org/doi/10.5281/zenodo.12662373.

In order to isolate the effect of mass loss on the convec-

tive core evolution, we carry out simulations with and

without mass loss for comparison. For the non-mass-

loss models, we use 11 values of ZAMS masses in the

range Mzams ∈ [15, 100] M⊙ (see Table 1). We also run

simulations with mass loss for the models with ZAMS

masses Mzams ∈ [15, 60] M⊙. In mass-losing models, a

constant mass loss rate is applied starting at the time

when the central helium mass fraction Yc reaches a spec-

ified value Yc,ml = Yc,zams + τmlXc,zams. Here, Xc,zams

and Yc,zams are the central hydrogen and helium frac-

tions at ZAMS respectively, and τml ∈ (0, 1) is a dimen-

sionless parameter that expresses the fractional evolu-

tionary age of the star when we start to apply mass

loss. Three different mass loss rates are applied, Ṁ =

−5×10−6, −1×10−5, −1.5×10−5 M⊙ yr−1. These cor-

respond to a mass-loss timescale of several Myr, which is

roughly of the order of the nuclear timescale of stars in

the mass range we explore. We terminate the mass loss

once the total stellar mass is reduced to the mass of the

“mixing core” (similar to the convective core; see below

for definition of “mixing core”) at ZAMS. The stellar

radii start to rapidly drop at this point due to the change

in surface composition, so this very roughly corresponds

to when binary mass transfer processes would cease

and rapid wind mass loss, particularly through lumi-

nous blue variable winds, would reduce. All simulations

are then continued until TAMS. We also explore three

different values of metallicity, Z = Z⊙, Z⊙/3, Z⊙/10,

where the solar value is defined as Z⊙ = 0.02. All param-

eter variations considered in this work are summarized

in Table 1.

In our simulations, we define a “mixing core” that

includes both the convective core and its adjacent over-

shoot region. The mixing core characterizes the central

region of the star where it is fully chemically mixed,

which directly determines the helium core mass at the

end of the main-sequence phase. Typically, this is a few

to 10 per cent larger than the convective core mass. The

main focus of these simulations is to track the evolution

of the mixing core mass mmix over time with and with-

out mass loss, along with the stellar luminosity and the

central helium mass fraction.

3. RESULTS

All models presented in this section are based on

our fiducial set of evolution parameters and metallicity

(αmlt = 2, αov = 0.2, Z = Z⊙) unless stated otherwise,

but the same qualitative relations hold for other combi-

nations of these parameters.

3.1. General behaviour of core mass evolution

Figure 1 depicts the mixing core mass evolution ob-

tained from our MESA simulations. We use Yc as a

measure of age, as it monotonically increases from the

primordial value to Yc = 1− Z over the duration of the

https://zenodo.org/doi/10.5281/zenodo.12662373
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Symbol Definition Values

Mzams [M⊙] initial total mass 15, 20, 25, 30, 40, 50, 60, 70, 80, 90, 100

Ṁ [M⊙ yr−1]∗ mass loss rate −5× 10−6,−1× 10−5,−1.5× 10−5

τ∗
ml mass loss onset time 0.2, 0.4, 0.6

Z [Z⊙] initial metallicity 0.1, 1/3, 1.0

Table 1. Summary of parameters used for our MESA simulations. ∗Mass loss is applied only to stars with masses Mzams ≤
60 M⊙.

main-sequence phase as long as there is no mass gain.

Each colored curve shows the evolution for a fixed ini-

tial total mass Mzams = 40 M⊙, with a variety of mass

loss histories (τml, Ṁ). In general, the mixing core mass

declines steadily throughout the evolution. There is an

abrupt change in the slope of the decline as mass loss

is switched on, with steeper slopes for higher mass loss

rates. The slope turns shallow again once mass loss is

switched off.

An important point to be noted is that the mixing

core mass at TAMS is different for each model. All

cases end up with core masses that are lower than that

of the model without mass loss (solid black curve) and

larger than the model evolved without mass loss from

Mzams ∼ 26.28 M⊙ (grey dashed curve), which is the

final total mass for the mass-losing models. This high-

lights that the full mass loss history is relevant for deter-

mining the helium core mass at TAMS. Moveover, this

clearly indicates that the common approach taken in

rapid population synthesis codes based on Hurley et al.

(2000, 2002) underestimates the core mass, as it predicts

that the helium core mass at TAMS depends only on the

total stellar mass at TAMS.

3.2. Universal relations in convective core evolution

In this section, we present some universal relations we

find within our stellar evolution models. These relations
prove useful in constructing an analytical framework for

modelling the evolution of the mixing core.

3.2.1. Natural decrease rate of core mass with central
helium fraction

The first relation we focus on is the rate of the de-

crease in the mixing core mass in the absence of mass

loss. Figure 2 plots the mixing core mass mmix against

central helium fraction Yc in stars with various initial

total masses without mass loss. Mixing core masses are

normalized by their values at ZAMS. It is well known

that for stars that have convective cores, the size of the

convective region decreases over time due to the decrease

in electron scattering opacity as hydrogen is converted

into helium. Here, for stars with an initial total mass

exceeding 30M⊙, the core masses exhibit a roughly uni-

0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
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Mzams ∼ 26.28M�

Figure 1. Core mass evolution as a function of the central
helium fraction. Colored lines correspond to the evolution of
a star with an initial total mass of 40M⊙ but different mass
loss rates and timings. Each color indicates different mass
loss rates: no mass loss (black), −5×10−6 M⊙ yr−1(orange),
−10−5 M⊙ yr−1 (blue), and −1.5 × 10−5 M⊙ yr−1 (green),
while the line styles show different mass loss onset times:
τml = 0.2 (solid), 0.4 (dashed) and 0.6 (dash-dotted). For all
the models, mass loss ceases when the total mass reaches
the initial mixing core mass, ∼26.28M⊙. For compari-
son, the grey dashed curve shows a model evolved from
Mzams =26.28M⊙, which is the final total mass for the mass-
losing models. Note that for some mass-losing models the
main-sequence phase terminates before reaching the final in-
tended mass.

versal monotonic linear decline, i.e.,

1

mnorm

dmmix

dYc
∼ const., (1)

where mnorm is a normalization mass. In this case, it is

the mixing core mass at ZAMS, i.e. mnorm = mmix,zams.

This means that the ratio of the initial to final mixing

core mass is roughly universal (mmix,tams/mmix,zams ∼
0.6) between stars of different masses. There are some

small deviations from the trend only in the lower mass

models, where the slope dmmix/dYc/mnorm becomes

steeper at later times in the evolution.

We further find that this trend is preserved even after

mass loss. Figure 3 shows core mass evolution with core

mass normalized by the value at TAMS. If we focus on

the thick portions of the curves, which correspond to the
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Figure 2. Mixing core mass evolution as a function of the
central helium fraction for the non-mass-losing models. The
mixing core mass is normalized by its initial value, mmix,zams.
Each colored line corresponds to a different value of initial
mass, as stated in the legend. Grey lines correspond to mix-
ing core mass evolution with constant α (see text for defini-
tion).

evolution after mass loss is switched off, we see that the

decline is again linear and the slopes closely agree be-

tween models with different total masses and mass loss

rates. In these regions, Equation (1) holds again by tak-

ing mnorm = mmix,tams. We already show above that the

ratio mmix,tams/mmix,zams is roughly constant in the ab-

sence of mass loss. Therefore, the relation is equivalent

to saying that we are replacing mnorm = mmix,zams with

an effective initial mass mmix,zams,eff ∼ mmix,tams/0.6.

These relations indicate that regardless of the ZAMS

mass and mass loss history, the decline rate of the mixing

core mass in the absence of ongoing mass loss is solely

determined by the current mmix and Yc. Based on these

findings, we define the following value:

α ≡ −
(
1− d lnmmix

d lnYc

)−1
d lnmmix

dYc
. (2)

The right hand side is equivalent to Equation (1) by

substituting

mnorm = mmix −
dmmix

dYc
× Yc. (3)

Here, mnorm corresponds to the mixing core mass at

Yc = 0, if we extrapolate back with the universal slope

from the current mixing core mass. In our fiducial set

of models, α ∼ 0.45 almost universally except for small

deviations at lower masses and later in the evolution.

Using this value, we can express the “natural” decline

rate of the mixing core mass as

d lnmmix

dYc

∣∣∣∣
nat

= − α

1− αYc
, (4)

which holds for any massive star with no ongoing mass

loss.

Although we have built this expression based on the

observation that α ∼ const. for most of the parame-

ter region, we also made a fit for the value of α as a

function of mmix to account for the small deviations.

See Appendix A for details of our fitting function. In

the following we assume that the natural decline rate

can be expressed by Eq. (4) with the fitted form of

α = α(mmix).

0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
Yc

1.00

1.25

1.50

1.75

2.00

2.25

m
m

ix
/m

m
ix
,t

am
s

no mass loss

Figure 3. Mixing core mass evolution for a 40M⊙ star. The
black line corresponds to the case without mass loss. The
core mass is normalized by the value at TAMS (Yc ∼ 0.98).
Line colours and styles are defined in the same way as in
Figure 1.

3.2.2. Relation between luminosity, mixing core mass and
central helium fraction

Another important relation we find is a strong corre-

lation between the mixing core mass mmix, central he-
lium fraction Yc and luminosity of the star L. In Fig-

ure 4 we compare three different models with different

ZAMS masses and mass loss histories. The mass loss

onset/switch-off ages were tuned so that the mixing core

masses agree with each other once mass loss is switched

off (upper panel). Despite having different total masses

and chemical structures, the luminosities depend almost

exclusively on mmix and Yc (lower panel).

Figure 5 shows the luminosity as a function of mmix

and Yc for all the models we computed. Each point

corresponds to a single timestep in our MESA models.

We see that the distribution of L is smooth in this space

despite having models with different ZAMS masses and

mass loss histories plotted on top of each other. This

strengthens our claim above that L is only a function

of the current mmix and Yc, and all other factors (total

mass, chemical structure, etc.) only play minor roles.
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Figure 4. Evolution of mixing core mass and luminosity as
a function of central helium fraction with different choices of
mass loss history. In the upper panel, the mixing core and
total mass evolution are shown with solid and dashed curves,
respectively. Colors denote the ZAMS mass, as shown in the
legend. The mass loss rates and durations are tuned so that
the mixing core masses evolve in the same way after mass
loss ceases.

Physically, this can be interpreted as follows. The con-

vective core mass is the mass coordinate of the boundary

between where the convective stability criterion is sat-

isfied and not. Convective stability is determined by

the Ledoux criterion in our models, but given that the

convective boundary has a flat chemical profile due to

overshooting, this reduces to the Schwarzschild crite-

rion. The quantities used in the Schwarzschild crite-

rion are the local luminosity, mass coordinate, opacity,

pressure and temperature. Among these quantities, the

opacity closely correlates with Yc as in the central re-

gions of a main sequence star, electron scattering is the

dominant opacity source and depends only on the hy-

drogen fraction. The other four quantities – luminosity,

mass, pressure and temperature – are not completely in-

dependent from each other. Main sequence stars can be

assumed to be in complete (hydrostatic+thermal) equi-

librium, so the two structure equations reduce the num-

ber of independent variables from four to two. This

explains the strong correlation between the three vari-
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Figure 5. Luminosity of the star as a function of the mixing
core mass and central helium fraction. All the data obtained
in the simulations are shown, with different ZAMS masses,
mass loss timings and mass loss rates. Each point corre-
sponds to a snapshot in the MESA models. The points are
colored by the value of luminosity.

ables mmix, L and Yc, which we utilize in the later sec-

tions. In Appendix A, we present fitting formulae for

L = L(mmix, Yc).

3.2.3. Core mass response to mass loss

In the previous sections we have found a universal

expression for the mixing core mass decline rate in the

absence of mass loss. Here, we investigate the effect of

mass loss on the mixing core evolution. To isolate the

effect of mass loss, we assume that the mixing core mass

decline rate is determined as a linear sum of the natural

decline and a term driven by the mass loss. Using Yc as

a measure of age, this can be expressed as

dmmix

dYc
=

dmmix

dYc

∣∣∣∣
nat

+
dmmix

dYc

∣∣∣∣
ml

. (5)

The first term on the right hand side represents the nat-

ural decrease in the core mass without the mass loss,

while the second term accounts for the impact of mass

loss. There are several conditions that the second term

on the right hand side should satisfy. First, it should

be proportional to the mass loss rate since it vanishes in

the absence of mass loss:

dmmix

dYc

∣∣∣∣
ml

∝ Ṁ, (6)

where M is the total mass of a star. Secondly, at ZAMS

and in the limit of a high mass-loss rate, the mass of

the mixing core after mass loss should follow that of a

ZAMS star of the given total mass, i.e.

dmmix

dYc

∣∣∣∣
ml

(Yc = Yc,zams) ∝
dmmix,zams

dMzams
. (7)
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In Figure 6, we show the fraction of the mass contained

in the mixing core (fmix ≡ mmix,zams/Mzams) for ZAMS

stars with different masses. It shows that the fractional

mass of the convective core is higher for higher mass

stars. If the mass loss rate from a ZAMS star is high

enough that the change in Yc is negligible over the du-

ration of mass loss, the star essentially stays as a ZAMS

star so the mixing core mass should follow this curve in

response to mass loss.

101 102

Mzams [M�]

0.0

0.5

1.0

m
m

ix
,z

am
s/
M

za
m

s

Data

Fit

Figure 6. Ratio of mmix,zams to Mzams from the MESA
models (orange dots). The dashed black curve shows the
fitting formula given by Eq. (A4) in Appendix A.

Given these constraints, we propose that the contri-

bution of mass loss to the mixing core mass evolution

can be described by the following expression

d lnmmix

dYc

∣∣∣∣
ml

= β(M)δ
d lnM

dYc
, (8)

where β(Mzams) is

β(Mzams) ≡
d lnmmix,zams

d lnMzams
, (9)

which can be derived from the relationship between

mmix,zams and Mzams shown in Figure 6. We present

a fitting formula for fmix(Mzams) in Appendix A (black

dashed curve in Figure 6), which can be used to com-

pute β. The factor δ contains all the other effects that

we have not taken into account with the other factors.

It can be interpreted as quantifying the inertia of the

mixing core to mass loss, where lower values of δ mean

that the core responds less to the decrease in total mass.

To facilitate this analysis, we introduce a new variable,

Ŷc, defined as

Ŷc ≡
Yc − Yc,zams

1− Yc,zams − Z
=

Yc − Yc,zams

Xc,zams
, (10)

0.3 0.6 0.9
Ŷc

10−1

100

δ(
Ŷ

c)

−5× 10−6 M�/yr

−1× 10−5 M�/yr

−1.5× 10−5 M�/yr

10−Ŷc

Figure 7. The value of δ as a function of Ŷc. Each colored
solid line corresponds to a different value of the mass loss
rate for a star with the same ZAMS mass Mzams = 40 M⊙.

As a reference, the dashed black line shows δ ∝ 10−Ŷc .

which linearly maps the central helium fraction; Ŷc

grows from 0 to 1 during the main sequence. The func-

tional form of δ should be such that δ = 1 at Ŷc = 0

and δ declines as the central helium fraction builds up

(Ŷc → 1) and the mixing core mass becomes less sensi-

tive to mass loss.

We already have a model for the natural decline rate

(Eq. (4)) and β (Eq. (9)), so given the numerical deriva-

tives d lnmmix/dYc and d lnM/dYc, we can compute the

value of δ in our MESA models by solving for δ from

Eqs. (5) and (8):

δ = β−1(M)

(
d lnM

dYc

)−1 (
d lnmmix

dYc
+

α

1− αYc

)
.

(11)

Some examples are plotted in Figure 7. Here we show

the numerically evaluated values of δ for models with the

same initial total mass (Mzams = 40 M⊙) and different

mass loss rates. Note that δ is only defined during mass

loss. Remarkably, the curves closely agree with each

other despite having different mass loss rates, implying

that δ is mostly a function of Ŷc only. Furthermore,

the value of δ declines exponentially as δ ∼ 10−Ŷc with

a nearly constant offset. We find similar behaviours for

models with different initial stellar masses, although the

value of the offset depends on the initial mass. Grounded

by these findings, we assert that δ can be universally

expressed as a function of Mzams
1 and Yc regardless of

1 It is likely that the Mzams-dependence is only a correlation and
there is a more direct cause that can be expressed with variables
of the current state of the star. For the current purpose, it is
sufficient to leave it as dependent on the initial total mass and
we leave deeper investigations of the direct cause for future work.
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the mass loss history, i.e., δ = δ(Mzams, Ŷc). Again,

we present a fitting function for δ(Ŷc,Mzams) in Ap-

pendix A.

3.3. Analytical model for mixing core mass evolution

In this section, we attempt to construct a self-

contained analytical model that can predict the evolu-

tion of the mixing core mass given an arbitrary mass loss

history. We mainly base our model on Eqs. (5),(4), &

(8), making use of the relations we discovered in the pre-

vious sections. So far we have used the central helium

fraction Yc as a measure of stellar age to express the

core evolution. In practice, the mass loss rate is usually

given as a time derivative (Ṁ) and not dM/dYc. There-

fore, we need to convert our model into a time evolution

equation. This can be done by multiplying the equations

by Ẏc,

d lnmmix

dt
= − α

1− αYc
Ẏc+β(M)δ(Mzams, Ŷc)

Ṁ

M
. (12)

The time evolution of the central helium fraction can be

expressed as

Ẏc =
L

QCNOmmix
, (13)

where QCNO = 6.019 × 1018 erg g−1 is the energy re-

leased per unit mass by hydrogen fusion via the CNO cy-

cle2. By integrating the differential equations Eqs. (12)

and (13) along with the fitting functions presented in

Appendix A: α(mmix), β(M), δ(Ŷc,Mzams), L(mmix, Yc),

we can now compute the mixing core mass evolution

given any arbitrary mass loss history Ṁ(t). The initial

mixing core mass is mmix = Mzamsfmix(Mzams), using

the fitting formula for fmix(Mzams).

In Figures 8 and 9 we show the solutions to these dif-

ferential equations (dashed curves) along with the actual

mixing core mass evolution in our MESA models (solid

curves). For the analytical models, we apply the same

mass loss history as in the MESA models, in which we

switch on a fixed mass loss rate (Ṁ = −10−5 M⊙ yr−1)

at the time given by τml = 0.2 and terminate the mass

loss once the current total mass reaches the initial mix-

ing core mass (M = mmix,zams). It is evident that the

analytic solution agrees almost perfectly with the MESA

results, confirming the validity of our model especially

for the mixing core mass evolution (top panels). There

are small deviations in the luminosities (bottom panels),

particularly for the lower-mass models, despite the mix-

ing core mass mass being in good agreement. This is due

2 We are interested in massive stars that have convective cores
where the CNO cycle is the dominant source of nuclear energy
generation.

to a combination of the poorer quality of fit of our lumi-

nosity formula and the natural decline rate parameter α

becoming less universal towards the lower mass regions.

Apart from the lowest mass model (Mzams = 15M⊙), the

luminosity evolution is sufficiently close to the MESA

models so that the main sequence (MS) lifetimes are also

in perfect agreement, as we can see from the endpoints

of each curve in Figure 9. We find similarly strong agree-

ment between the MESA models and analytical models

for all the masses, mass loss rates and mass loss timing

combinations we computed.
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Figure 8. Evolution of mixing core mass (mmix) and lu-
minosity (L) against central helium fraction (Yc) for models
with mass loss rate fixed to Ṁ = −10−5 M⊙ yr−1 and mass
loss initiated at τml = 0.2. The metallicity is set to the solar
value. The solid curves show results of our MESA models
whereas the dashed curves show the solutions to the analyt-
ical model given by Equation (12).

4. DISCUSSION

4.1. Parameter dependence

The universal relations and analytical modelling de-

scribed above are all based on our fiducial model. How-

ever, we find that the same relations apply for other

sets of parameter choices (metallicity, mixing param-

eters, etc.), albeit with slightly different fitting coef-
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Figure 9. Same as Figure 8, but plotted against age.

ficients. For example, the normalized natural decline

rate of the mixing core (α) is always universal over all

masses within a given set of parameter choices (Z,αov).

The luminosity is always strongly correlated with mmix

and Yc and nothing else. As expected, the choice of

mixing length (αmlt) does not seem to influence any of

our results. Most surprisingly, the ambiguous parameter

δ seems to be consistent with being the same function

over all metallicities we simulated. We summarize the

fitting coefficients for the other metallicities considered

in Appendix A alongside our fiducial model.

One caveat to be noted is that in all of our models,

we assume that the overshoot is a fixed fraction of the

local pressure scale height at the convective boundary.

There is no strong reason why this should be the case,

and in fact some stellar models in the literature (e.g. Pols

et al. 1998) employ effectively mass-dependent overshoot

parameters. In such situations, it is possible that our

universal relations do not hold and hence the analytical

framework described by Eq. (12) breaks down. However,

we also expect that as long as the amount of overshoot is

dependent on only mmix and Yc, the framework should

still hold. We leave investigations of more complicated

overshooting models for future work.

4.2. Challenges for implementing Case A mass

transfer in rapid binary population synthesis

So far, using simple stellar models with constant mass

loss rates, we showed that our fitting formulae accurately

describe the evolution of the convective core mass ob-

tained from MESA. This enables us to predict the core

mass evolution without carrying out 1D stellar evolution

simulations given an arbitrary mass loss history. Utiliz-

ing this model, we can greatly improve upon current

methods in rapid population synthesis codes in predict-

ing the helium core mass at TAMS, which is critical in

a wide variety of contexts, such as X-ray binaries and

gravitational-wave sources. Currently for many rapid

population synthesis codes based on Hurley et al. (2000),

the core mass at TAMS is predicted based on the total

mass at that point, which is equivalent to choosing the

endpoint of the grey dashed curve in Figure 1. By com-

paring this with the other curves in the plot, it is clear

that the core mass is underestimated by a significant

fraction depending on the exact mass loss history. Our

proposed framework can provide a more accurate esti-

mate of the core mass at TAMS for a given mass loss

history.

As a by-product, we can also obtain the chemical pro-

file of the star. Figure 8 shows the evolution of the

mixing core mass as a function of central helium frac-

tion, but it is equivalent to the internal helium profile

of the star at TAMS if we replace mmix with mass co-

ordinate m and Yc with the local helium fraction Y (m).

This may prove useful for other research directions such

as in predicting the surface abundances for WN stars

(Schootemeijer & Langer 2018).

In the context of binary evolution, our formulae only

solve half of the problem. Mass transfer from main se-

quence donors onto companions, so-called Case A mass
transfer, is mainly driven by the nuclear evolution of

the star. Therefore, unlike other modes of mass transfer

that are driven on timescales much shorter than the core

evolution (e.g. Case B mass transfer), the mass loss rate

is determined by the core evolution itself so both aspects

need to be modelled simultaneously. Currently, the mass

transfer rates during Case A mass transfer in rapid bi-

nary population synthesis codes are computed based on

stitching together single MS star models at various ef-

fective ages. This is known to be incorrect, as the mass

loss history alters the internal chemical profiles, which

will be different from single star models.

The main ingredient required for predicting mass

transfer rates is the radius evolution of the star. In

Figure 10 we show the relations between mmix, Yc and

stellar radius R. Unlike the luminosity L, the radius

shows a wide scatter, even for models with similar val-
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ues of mmix and Yc (see for example the broad range of

radii in the top right corner). This indicates that the

radius is sensitive to the details of the mass loss history,

or more directly, the full internal chemical profile rather

than just the core properties. We leave a more thorough

investigation of the radial evolution for future work.
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Figure 10. Relationship between mixing core mass, central
helium fraction and stellar radius (see the caption of Figure
5).

5. CONCLUSION

Based on simulations with the one-dimensional stellar

evolution code MESA, we find universal relationships

that describe the convective core mass of MS stars and

its evolution with and without mass loss. Notable rela-

tionships are:

1. The natural (in the absence of mass loss) fractional

decline rate of the mixing core mass is constant

regardless of the initial total mass, when mass-

independent overshooting schemes are used. The

same trend is observed even for stars that had ex-

perienced mass loss in the past.

2. Stellar luminosity can be expressed by a function

of only two parameters: mixing core mass and the

central helium fraction.

3. We define a core inertia parameter δ (Eq. (11)),

which is a measure of how the mixing core mass re-

sponds to mass loss. This parameter only seems to

depend on the central helium fraction and, weakly,

on the initial total mass.

The relationships above enable us to formulate an an-

alytical framework to predict the convective core mass

evolution given the mass loss history of a star. The

model is based on a differential equation where the de-

crease of mixing core mass during mass loss is a super-

position of the natural decrease of mixing core (char-

acterized by a parameter α) and an effect due to the

mass loss. The contribution from the latter term can

be further separated into two subcomponents; a factor

that depends on the total mass (β) and a factor that

depends on the central helium fraction (δ). We present

fitting formulae for each of these components (α, β, δ) as

well as the luminosity. We confirmed that if we solve the

differential equation Eq. (12) using the fitting functions,

the evolution of the mixing core mass can be accurately

described over a wide range of masses and mass loss

histories.

The detailed functional form of the model parameters

α, β, δ may vary depending on the choices made for the

stellar physics in the 1D stellar evolution calculations

(e.g. metallicity, overshoot). However, we believe our

framework for computing the mixing core mass evolution

should work for any set of stellar evolution models as

long as the parameters are adjusted accordingly. This

could be a powerful alternate method to the way MS

evolution is treated in rapid stellar population synthesis

codes (Hurley et al. 2000; Agrawal et al. 2023; Iorio et al.

2023). It is particularly useful in the massive star regime

where the mass loss rates of single stars are very high and

stars can lose significant fractions of their mass by the

time they reach TAMS. This framework should be useful

for modelling mass loss through binary interactions too,

although improved models for the radial evolution of

mass-losing stars are needed.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT
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APPENDIX

A. FITTING FORMULAE AND FITTING

PARAMETERS FOR THE FIDUCIAL MODEL

Here, we summarize the fitting formulae required to

describe the evolution of the mixing core mass and lumi-

nosity. We provide the fitting parameters for our mod-

els with fiducial overshoot parameters (αmlt = 2, αov =
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0.2). All masses are in units of solar masses. We also

evaluate the fractional deviation of the fits from the true

value (i.e. the value obtained from MESA) as,

∆h ≡ hfit − hMESA

hMESA
, (A1)

where h is the physical quantity we try to fit,

e.g. α, fmix, logL.

A.1. Natural decline rate

The value α characterizes the natural decline rate of

the mixing core mass in the absence of mass loss and

can be expressed as a function of mmix,

log(α− a1) = max(−2, b1mmix + c1). (A2)

where the fitting parameters are summarized in Table 2.

Deviations from the MESA results are within ≲ 10 % for

most of the parameter space except for the lower mass

region mmix ≲ 10 M⊙ and timesteps where the star is

not in thermal equilibrium.

A.2. Initial mixing core mass

We fit the fraction of the mixing core mass at ZAMS

fmix ≡ mmix,zams/Mzams in Figure 6 as a function of the

ZAMS mass

fmix = a3 + b3 exp

(
−Mzams

c3

)
, (A3)

where values of the fitting parameters are listed in Ta-

ble 3. We can compute the factor β as defined in Eq. (9)

by taking the derivative of fmix

β(Mzams) = 1 +
d ln fmix

d lnMzams

= 1− b3Mzams

c3fmix
exp

(
−Mzams

c3

)
. (A4)

Again the fitting parameters are summarized in Table 3.

The maximum deviation of the fit from the true value

is ∆fmix ≤ 0.01 %.

A.3. Luminosity

The stellar luminosity (in units of solar luminosity L⊙)

can be expressed as a function of only mmix and Yc

logL =a4 logmmix + b4Yc + c4(logmmix)Yc+

d4(logmmix)
2 + e4Y

2
c + f4(logmmix)

3 + g4Y
3
c +

h4(logmmix)
2Yc + i4(logmmix)Y

2
c + j4, (A5)

where the fitting parameters are summarized in Table 4.

The fitting functions are accurate to within ∆L ≲ 2 %

over all the MESA models we simulated.

A.4. Mixing core inertia parameter

The value of the mixing core inertia parameter

δ(Mzams, Ŷc) can be fit by

δ(Mzams, Ŷc) = min(10−Ŷc+g(Mzams), 1), (A6)

g(Mzams) = a2Mzams + b2, (A7)

where a2 = −0.0044, b2 = 0.27. The typical deviation

is ∆δ ≲ 10 %.
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metallicity a1 b1 c1

Z⊙ 0.45 −0.05878711 −0.84646162
1
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Z⊙ . . . −0.06968022 −0.73688164

0.1Z⊙ . . . −0.0557105 −0.86589929

Table 2. Summary of fitting parameters for α. “. . . ” means the same value as above.

metallicity a3 b3 c3

Z⊙ 0.86605495 −0.64960375 35.57019104
1
3
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Table 3. Summary of fitting parameters for fmix.
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