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ABSTRACT

Recent detections of gravitational waves from mergers of binary black holes (BBHs) with pre-merger
source-frame individual masses in the so-called upper mass-gap, expected due to (pulsational) pair
instability supernova ((P)PISN), have created immense interest in the astrophysical production of high-
mass black holes (BHs). Previous studies show that high-mass BHs may be produced via repeated BBH
mergers inside dense star clusters. Alternatively, inside dense star clusters, stars with unusually low
core-to-envelope mass ratios can form via mergers of high-mass stars, which then can avoid (P)PISN,
but produce high-mass BHs via mass fallback. We simulate detailed star-by-star multi-physics models
of dense star clusters using the Monte Carlo cluster evolution code, CMC, to investigate the role of
primordial binary fraction among high-mass stars (> 15 M) on the formation of high-mass BHs. We
vary the high-mass stellar binary fraction ( fl’)715) while keeping all other initial properties, including
the population of high-mass stars, unchanged. We find that the number of high-mass BHs, as well as
the mass of the most massive BH formed via stellar core-collapse are proportional to f{),1 5. In contrast,
there is no correlation between f{a’w and the number of high-mass BHs formed via BH-BH mergers.
Since the total production of high-mass BHs is dominated by BH-BH mergers in old clusters, the
overall number of high-mass BHs produced over the typical lifetime of globular clusters is insensitive
to f{)715. Furthermore, we study the differences in the demographics of BH-BH mergers as a function

of f{),15.

1. INTRODUCTION

Isolated high-mass stars with main-sequence (MS)
mass 2 100 My (He core mass 2 40 M), during their
final stages of evolution, can reach core temperature
and pressure high enough to initiate electron-positron
pair production (e.g., Rakavy & Shaviv 1967; Heger &
Woosley 2002). This leads to a sudden decrease in pres-
sure and the core collapses. The resulting thermonuclear
explosion(s) due to oxygen burning can either cause the
star to lose mass in episodes, resulting in the so-called
pulsational pair instability supernova (PPISN) before
collapsing to a black hole (BH) whose mass is thus lim-
ited, or destroy the star completely, leaving behind no
remnant at all as a result of the so-called pair instability
supernova (PISN; e.g., Barkat et al. 1967; Woosley et al.
2002). One the other hand, models suggest, very high-
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mass stars with an initial mass 2 260 My (He core mass
2 130 M) can again collapse to create BHs with mass
Mgy 2 100 M due to photo-disintegration in the core
(e.g., Heger et al. 2003; Woosley et al. 2002). These pro-
cesses are thus expected to create a gap between ~ 40
and ~ 100 My in the birth mass function of BHs (e.g.,
Heger & Woosley 2002), although, the exact boundaries
of this so-called “upper mass-gap” are still under inves-
tigation (e.g., Farmer et al. 2019, 2020; Costa et al. 2021;
Vink et al. 2021; Farag et al. 2022).

Interestingly, gravitational-wave (GW) observa-
tories have detected binary BH (BBH) merger
events, such as GW190521 (Abbott et al. 2020),
GW190403.051519, GW190426_190642 (Abbott et al.
2024), GW200220.061928 (Abbott et al. 2023), and
GW200129.114245 (Nitz et al. 2023), with individual
pre-merger source-frame masses well within the upper
mass-gap. These detections have created intense inter-
est in exploring the physical processes that could lead
to the formation of such high-mass BHs. Inside dense
star clusters, BH-BH binaries are assembled via dynam-
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ical processes which then can merge via the emission of
GWs inside the cluster or after getting ejected from the
cluster (e.g., Banerjee et al. 2010; Rodriguez et al. 2015,
2016; Askar et al. 2017; Banerjee 2017; Chatterjee et al.
2017a,b; Banerjee 2018a,b; Samsing et al. 2018; Kremer
et al. 2020). If the merger product is not ejected from
the cluster, the newly formed BH from the BBH merger
may acquire another BH companion via the same dy-
namical processes and merge again (e.g., Rodriguez
et al. 2018; Rodriguez et al. 2020; Martinez et al. 2020).
This process can continue until the merger product is
ejected from the cluster either via recoil from dynamical
interactions or merger-driven kicks. It has been pro-
posed that BH-BH mergers involving BHs within the
upper mass gap may have been formed via these so-
called higher generation mergers (e.g., Rodriguez et al.
2019; Weatherford et al. 2021).

On the other hand, inside dense star clusters, at early
times, high-mass stars may collide with other stars.
These collision products can have a high enough mass
to form a mass-gap BH but have unusually low core-to-
envelope mass ratios (e.g., Ballone et al. 2022) such that
the core mass is not high enough to initiate (P)PISN.
Thus, the star does not lose too much mass during core-
collapse. This could create a BH more massive than
what is possible via single star evolution as the initial
BH could grow in mass via at least partial fallback of the
unusually massive envelope (e.g., Di Carlo et al. 2019;
Spera et al. 2019; Di Carlo et al. 2020; Kremer et al.
2020; Renzo et al. 2020; Gonzélez et al. 2021; Costa
et al. 2022). Note that both these processes, i.e., BH-
BH mergers and core-collapse of stellar merger products,
may undergo within dense star clusters and the two pro-
cesses are not necessarily independent (e.g., Sedda et al.
2023; Prieto et al. 2022). For example, a high-mass BH,
formed via the latter mechanism, may later take part
in multiple BH-BH mergers via the former pathway. It
is interesting, however, to understand the relative im-
portance of these processes as a function of the initial
cluster properties and age.

Theoretical models and observations suggest that
high-mass stars are often in binaries or higher-order
multiples (e.g., Sana et al. 2012; Offner et al. 2023).
Recently, Gonzélez et al. (2021) (hereafter GKC21)
showed that massive star clusters, modeled using the
Cluster Monte Carlo (CMC) code (Joshi et al. 2000,
2001; Fregeau & Rasio 2007; Chatterjee et al. 2010;
Goswami et al. 2012; Morscher et al. 2013; Pattabiraman
et al. 2013; Breivik et al. 2020; Rodriguez et al. 2022),
with an initial binary fraction among high-mass stars
(> 15Mgy), foa1s = 1, can produce BHs with mass in
the upper mass-gap and even higher (collectively, “high-

mass BHs”, hereafter) via core-collapse of stellar merger
products. In contrast, models with fi 15 = 0, produced
almost no high-mass BHs (GKC21, in particular, see
their Figure 2).! There were two important differences
between the two sets of models with fi, 15 = 0 and 1.
First, all high-mass stars in f, 15 = 1(0) models were
in binaries (singles). The other, relatively less appar-
ent, difference is in the total initial number of high-mass
stars. In CMC, the masses of stars, primaries in case of
binaries (Mprim ), are sampled assuming an initial stellar
mass function (IMF). Then, depending on the assumed
overall and high-mass binary fractions, fy, and fy 15, a
randomly chosen fraction of these stars (or primaries)
are assigned a binary companion with mass (M) based
on the adopted mass-ratio (¢ = Mgec/Mprim) distribu-
tion and range. Thus, for a fraction of the companions,
Mgee > 15Mg. As a result, models with fy15 = 1
end up with a higher number of high-mass stars than
the models with fy, 15 = 0. In other words, chang-
ing fp15 does not conserve the overall IMF. For ex-
ample, using the adopted initial conditions in GKC21,
ie., N = 8 x 10° (number of initial objects, singles
and binaries), stellar IMF based on Kroupa (2001), uni-
form mass ratio distribution for high-mass stars between
¢15 = 0.6 and 1, and f}, 15 = 1, the total number of ini-
tial stars with mass > 15 Mg, Ni5 = 3782Jjé§0. In con-
trast, using the same assumptions, but with fi, 15 = 0,
Ni5 = 2181755, This leads to a difference in initial
Nis of 1606757, Interestingly, GKC21 also found that
most (= 96%) high-mass BHs formed via stellar colli-
sions during dynamical encounters as opposed to binary
stellar evolution. Thus, it is not clear whether the for-
mation of much higher numbers of high-mass BHs in
their f, 15 = 1 models is because of the difference in
fo,15 or Ni5. Moreover, given the importance of high-
mass stars in the overall evolution and even survival of
the host cluster and the formation of stellar exotica (e.g.,
Chatterjee et al. 2017b) disentangling the effects of the
differences in N;5 and f 15 is very interesting.

In this paper, we investigate whether the high-mass
BHs that form in star cluster models with f,15 = 1
indeed require those high-mass stars to be in a binary
initially or this is simply a result of a higher N5 in
these models compared to those with f,, 15 = 0. We cre-
ate models systematically varying the initial fraction of
high-mass stars in binaries between 0 and 1 keeping N5

Y fv,15 = Np,15/(Np,15 + Ns,15), where Ny, 15 and N 15 represent
the number of binaries containing at least one high-mass star
and the number of high-mass single stars, respectively. Similarly,
fo = Np/(Np + Ns), where Ny (Ns) denote the number of low-
mass binaries (single).
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and other initial properties fixed. We investigate the
long-term evolution of these model clusters paying par-
ticular attention to the formation of high-mass BHs via
core-collapse of stellar merger products as well as BH-
BH mergers. Furthermore, we investigate the relative
contribution to high-mass BH-BH mergers from these
two channels as a function of the cluster age.

In section 2, we describe our star cluster models. We
also describe the process by which we initialise cluster
models with varying fy 15 keeping Ni5 and other prop-
erties unchanged. In section 3, we present our findings
in detail. Finally, we conclude and provide a summary
in section 4.

2. METHODS

We use the highly realistic Hénon-type Monte Carlo
cluster evolution code, CMC (Rodriguez et al. 2022) to
simulate star clusters. The stellar evolution in CMC
is handled by the population synthesis code, COSMIC
(Breivik et al. 2020). As the so-called ‘control group’
of our cluster models, we choose the initial parameters
as follows. This group of models has initial f; 15 = 1 and
the binary fraction in lower-mass stars, f;, = 0.05. The
initial N = 8 x 10°. The single and primary stars are
sampled from a Kroupa (2001) IMF ranging from 0.08
to 150 M. For the binaries, eccentricities (e) are as-
sumed to be thermal (dN/de = 2e, Jeans 1919) while
the orbital periods (P) are drawn from the distribu-
tion, dN/dlog P o< P~7%%5 (Sana et al. 2012) between
log (P/day) = 0.15 and the smaller of the hard-soft
boundary and log (P/day) = 5.5. The mass ratio be-
tween binary members is sampled from a uniform dis-
tribution between ¢ = 0.1 and 1 for lower-mass primaries
and g5 = 0.6 and 1 for the high-mass primaries. This re-
sults in a total initial cluster mass M /Mg ~ 5.4 x 10°.
The cluster members are distributed according to the
King (1966) profile with a concentration parameter,
wo = 5 and a virial radius, 7, = 1pc. The metallic-
ity of the stars is fixed at 0.1 Z, where Zg = 0.02. We
simulate each cluster up to ~ 13.8 Gyr. In order to take
statistical fluctuations into account, we run 10 models
with the same properties but generated using different
random seeds.

To explore the importance of initial fi 15 compared
to Np5 in creating high-mass BHs, we create additional
cluster models which have the same initial N5 as the
control group but different fy, 15. For each model in
our control group with f;, 15 = 1, we randomly choose
25%, 50%, 75%, and all high-mass stellar binaries and
break them into singles. We redistribute the new collec-
tion of single and binary stars in the cluster according
to the same King (1966) profile. This leaves us with

a total number of stellar objects (binary/single) higher
than 8 x 10°. This procedure helps us create sets of
initial cluster models with fl’)715 = 0.75, 0.5, 0.25, and
0, respectively, where the individual stellar populations
remain identical between corresponding cluster models.
Here, f 5 denotes the fraction of initially high-mass
binaries that we leave intact. The changed notation in-
dicates that f}, 5 and f, 15 are not equal unless f, ;5 =0
or 1 (Table 1). If the production of high-mass BHs re-
quires enough number of high-mass stars in the cluster
independent of whether they are initially in a binary or
not, then these cluster models with different initial fy ;5
but the same Ni5 would show little statistical difference.
On the other hand, if f{;,ls is indeed a critical property,
then we would find systematic differences between these
groups of models.

The formation of high-mass BHs via core-collapse of
stellar merger products depends on how stellar colli-
sions are treated in the models. GKC21 used the simple
‘sticky sphere’ approximation for MS and giant star col-
lisions (section 2, Kremer et al. 2020). In contrast,
we use the updated prescriptions for collisions involv-
ing giant stars currently used in CMC (Ye et al. 2022).
These updates are motivated by the expectation that
collisions involving giant stars should be better repre-
sented by something similar to a common envelope (CE)
evolution in which the core of the giant and the compan-
ion (a MS star or a compact object) spiral towards each
other losing orbital energy to the giant’s envelope that
enshrouds them. If the envelope can be ejected due to
the energy released by the shrinking orbit before they
merge, a binary should form composed of the giant’s
core and the secondary object. If both of the colliding
stars are giants, the binary formed would be composed
of the cores of the two giants. However, if the envelope
can not be ejected, they merge. The updated prescrip-
tion calculates orbital parameters for the final binary
assuming a CE evolution (Hurley et al. 2002) as well
as from a set of parameterised equations (Ivanova et al.
2006) adapted from the results of smoothed particle hy-
drodynamics simulations (Lombardi, Jr. et al. 2006).
If not merged, the final binary is assigned the orbital
properties corresponding to the smaller semi-major axis
(a) from the above two solutions. If the formed binary
satisfies the condition for Roche-lobe overflow, the par-
ticipating stars are merged including the envelope (for
more details on the updated prescription, see Ye et al.
2022).

In addition to the treatment of stellar collisions, our
results also depend on the adopted prescriptions for
modeling BH natal kicks and BH-BH merger recoil be-
cause these affect the retention of BHs in the cluster



4 KHURANA & CHATTERJEE

mass-gap [ fy 15=0.75 [ f;,5=0.25
= o s=1 — f,,15=0.5 ) f5,15=0
103
102 =
[}
©
g
5 10!
Qo
F
=
10°
1071
0.5 1.0 15

log(Mgu/M o)

Figure 1. Distribution of the average number of BHs pro-
duced via stellar core-collapse per model as a function of
BH mass. Errorbars represent lo. The vertical shaded re-
gion represents the upper mass-gap due to (P)PISN. Blue,
orange, green, red, and purple denote models with f{a’w =1,
0.75, 0.5, 0.25, and 0, respectively. Although, the Mpu dis-
tributions in cluster models with different fj, 5 are similar
below the upper mass-gap, the number of high-mass BHs
produced depends on f}, ;5.

after they form and after a GW-driven merger, respec-
tively. We assume that BHs receive natal kicks scaled
down by the mass fallback fraction (Fryer et al. 2012)
from the standard neutron star (NS) kicks, where NS
natal kicks are drawn from a Maxwellian distribution
with dispersion 265kms™! (Hobbs et al. 2005; Kremer
et al. 2020). We also assume that BHs are born non-
spinning (Breivik et al. 2020). The mass, spin, and GW
recoil of the GW-driven merger products are estimated
using the prescriptions given in Gerosa & Kesden (2016)
based on numerical relativity calculations.?

In our simulations, we choose the prescription for
(P)PISN physics parameterised from the simulations of
Marchant et al. (2019), available by default in CMC-
COSMIC (Breivik et al. 2020). This corresponds to an
upper mass-gap in the range ~ 44.3 — 123 M. Further-
more, we use the “delayed” supernova (SN) explosion
model for determining the mass of the remnant after
SN (Fryer et al. 2012).

3. RESULTS

2 See Rodriguez et al. (2018) Appendix A for more details and a

typo correction in the remnant-mass expression.
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Figure 2. Fraction of time the high-mass (M./Mg > 15)
stars exist as a part of a binary during the first 35 Myr, before
either collapsing to a compact object, colliding with another
star, or getting ejected from the cluster. Blue and orange
denote example models with fy ;5 = 1 and 0. Solid and
dashed denote time fractions spent as a binary overall, and
with the primordial companion, respectively.

3.1. Ewvolution in Farly Times

To study high-mass BH formation in dense star clus-
ters via core-collapse of stellar collision products, we first
focus on the early (< 35 Myr) stages of evolution. This is
the time when high-mass stars exist as luminous objects
before turning into remnants such as BHs and NSs. Fig-
ure 1 shows the histograms of the mass of all BHs (Mgpy)
produced via core-collapse in our models with various
initial f{ ;5. We find that all core-collapse BHs form
within a cluster age, to)/Myr < 35 in our models. The
vertical shaded region represents the upper mass-gap
corresponding to the assumptions in our simulations.
Clearly, the high-mass end of the BH mass spectrum
is sensitive to the initial fé7157 models with higher ini-
tial f];l 5 produce more high-mass BHs via core-collapse
despite the same Ni5 in all models.

Being part of a binary initially does not ensure that
the binary stays intact. Hence, we investigate the frac-
tions of times high-mass stars remain part of a binary
during this early (ts/Myr < 35) evolution before form-
ing remnants, colliding with another star, or getting
ejected from the cluster. Figure 2 shows the distribu-
tion for the fraction of time the high-mass stars remain
in a binary system. We find that if initially in a binary,
the high-mass stars remain part of a binary most of the
time. Moreover, most of the time, the companion is the
primordial one. In contrast, the high-mass stars in the
f{)’15 = 0 models rarely capture a companion so early in
the evolution of the cluster.
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f Fos NBH,high MBH max/ Mo

P15 o Core-collapse BH-BH Merger Mass Transfer Core-collapse BH-BH Merger Mass Transfer

1 1 4+ 215712 20*4 119.5+207 1123718 50.7%%
0.75  0.63 3705 20512, 1543 88170 117.3485, 51.8+29

05 0.36 1.5%02 2151578 1073 5447153 112.8727°, 51.8+14
0.25 0.16 119 18+2 47 51.973 116.5118, 48.170%

0 0 09 2073 0*y 43.5701 113.9735 N/A

Table 1. Demographics of the BH populations created in our star cluster models with varying fi, ;5. For each fi, ;5 we show the
corresponding fr,15. We show the number of BHs with mass in the upper mass gap or above (Ngm,nigh) and the maximum BH
mass (MgH,max). For each of the above, we separately show BHs created via stellar core-collapse, BH-BH mergers, and mass
transfer in a binary. The numbers and errorbars denote the median and the quartiles.

The collision rate for stars is proportional to the stellar
number density (n,) and the square of the stellar radius
(R.). Hence, if the mass segregation timescale (tseg) is
shorter than the MS lifetime (tpg), then the high-mass
stars can sink to the high-density core as large objects
significantly boosting the rate of physical collisions. In
contrast, if tseg > tmg, then the high-mass stellar colli-
sions are suppressed significantly. By the time high-mass
stars can sink to the center, they evolve and form rem-
nants. Formation of high-mass BHs via core-collapse of
stellar collision products of course requires that the col-
lisions happen before remnant formation (e.g., Di Carlo
et al. 2019). The mass loss during remnant formation
also leads to rapid overall expansion of the cluster lead-
ing to a sharp decrease in n, at the core (e.g., Chatter-
jee et al. 2017b). If a high-mass star is part of a binary,
then ¢ reduces by a factor of ~ (1 + ¢i5) thus in-
creasing the chance that the high-mass star sinks to the
core before remnant formation. Moreover, for a binary,
the strong interaction cross-section is o a2, significantly
higher than single-star collision cross section. For the
typical velocity dispersion inside dense stellar clusters,
the dominant resonant type interactions often lead to
physical collisions involving the large high-mass stars
(e.g., Fregeau et al. 2004).

Indeed, we find a clear correlation between the num-
ber of high-mass BHs produced via core collapse and
fi15- While the models with f 5 = 1 create ~ 4
high-mass BHs via stellar core-collapse per cluster, this
number decreases almost linearly to ~ 0 for the mod-
els with fy ;5 < 0.1 (Figure 3, middle). Clusters with
higher f} ;5 are expected to bring in more high-mass
stars to the core before remnant formation, which leads
to a higher chance of high-mass BH production via core-
collapse of collision products. We find that the mass of
the most massive BH (Mpm max) & cluster produces via
core-collapse depends on f{)715 as well (Figure 3, bot-
tom). While models with f{),15 = 1 could produce BHs
with mass as high as ~ 180 M, the heaviest BH in the
f{)715 = 0 models is &~ 60 My. The median MpH max

~
~

~
~

~
~

decreases from =~ 120 Mg for f];715 =1 to =~ 43 My, for
fi1s = 0. Increasing f} |5 decreases tso. Hence, the
mass of the most massive star satisfying tses < tms in-
creases with increasing f{)’157 thus increasing MBH,max-
Interestingly, the higher-f} |5 models produce fewer BHs
overall, and in particular, fewer low-mass BHs (Figure 3,
top). This is because, multiple high-mass stars, each
of which could potentially produce individual BHs via
core-collapse, may merge to produce a single high-mass
BH in high-f} ;5 models.

Since the high-mass BHs are produced via stellar colli-
sions at early times, we study all collisions in detail. Fig-
ure 4 shows the time and cluster-centric distance (r) of
all stellar collisions (during dynamical encounters) and
mergers (due to stellar evolution processes in a binary)
in two representative model clusters, one with fé’ls =1
(blue) and the other with f/ ;5 = 0 (orange). Corre-
sponding histograms for t.; and r show the distributions
created using all realisations. Close to 80% (95%) of
all collisions take place within the core radius, r. (half-
mass radius, ;). This confirms the importance of
quick mass segregation for high-mass stellar collisions.
Each f{ ;5 = 1 model produces 800735 (10075%) colli-
sions (mergers) involving at least one high-mass star. A
little over half (449733) of these collisions are binary me-
diated. In contrast, only 593f? (471) high-mass stellar

collisions (mergers) occur per model for fk’),15 = 0. Of

these collisions, only Qﬂ per model are binary mediated.

Although, during t.;/Myr < 35, high-mass primaries
remain bound to their primordial companions most of
the time (Figure 2), only ~ 3% of the high-mass stel-
lar collisions involve the primordial companions in the
fl1s = 1 models. In contrast, almost all (= 98%)
high-mass mergers involve primordial companions in
these models. Of course, by construct, none of the
collisions/mergers in the f; ;5 = 0 models involve pri-
mordial companions. Overall, high-mass stellar colli-
sions/mergers seem to occur at a statistically smaller r
in the models with f{)715 = 1 compared to the locations
of those in the models with f; ;5 = 0. This is because
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Figure 3. The total number of BHs (top), high-mass BHs
(middle), and the mass of the most massive BH (bottom)
formed due to core-collapse in a cluster model as a function
of fi 5. Colored triangles represent individual realisations
for the model clusters. Black triangles with errorbars denote
the median and the quartiles for all model realisations with
a given fy 5.

of the more efficient mass segregation in the higher f{)’l5
models, evident from the evolution of the 10% Lagrange
radii (ragr). Although 7, for all stars are comparable,
the model with fk')’15 = 1 has a smaller rj,g for 10—
100 My, stars than that for the model with f}’)715 =0.
Interestingly, most of the high-mass collisions/mergers
occur during a short time window, 3 < tq/Myr < 5 in-
dependent of f{),15- This is because of an enticing com-

petition between core contraction due to two-body re-
laxation and rapid expansion due to stellar mass loss
via winds and remnant formation in young star clusters.
The evolution of the central density (p.) helps under-
stand the process clearly (Figure 4). Until ¢ /Myr < 3,
pe increases due to two-body relaxation and mass seg-
regation. When ¢, /Myr &~ 3, the high-mass stars start
undergoing SN. Afterwards, the mass-loss during rem-
nant formation leads to rapid expansion of the whole
cluster decreasing p. by about an order of magnitude.
Hence, during a small time window, high-mass stars at-
tain their largest sizes immediately before SN and p.
remains sufficiently high. This leads to a sharp spike
in high-mass stellar collisions. While a more efficient
mass segregation leads to a higher p. in the higher f{)’15
models, host to the same stellar populations, all mod-
els independent of f,’a,15 exhibit the spike in high-mass
stellar collisions/mergers during the same time window.

3.2. High-mass BHs via BH-BH Mergers

So far we have focused on the early life of a star cluster
and the formation of high-mass BHs via core-collapse of
collision products. However, high-mass BHs can con-
tinue to form via BH-BH mergers through dynamical
processes until most BHs are ejected from the cluster
(e.g., Rodriguez et al. 2018). We now shift our atten-
tion to the overall production of all BHs throughout the
entire lifetime of the star cluster. In this context, when
a BH merges with another BH, we consider that a new
BH is formed.?

In Figure 5, we show the distributions of Mgy for all
BHs formed via any channel inside the cluster during the
whole simulated lifetime, t¢/Gyr = 13.8. Note that we
do not consider the changes that may come to the BHs
after they are ejected from the cluster, for example, via
mass transfer or GW-driven mergers outside the cluster.
The Mpy distributions are very similar for all models
with widely different f; ;5. The only statistically signif-
icant difference can be seen at low log(Mpu/Mg) < 0.5;
high fl’)715 models produce fewer low-mass BHs. This is
a relic of the early evolution (subsection 3.1, Figure 3).

In all models, independent of ]”{)7157 the total number
of BHs produced is dominated by core-collapse; only
~ 1-2% of all BHs form via BH-BH mergers (Figure 6,
top). However, the picture changes completely when
only high-mass BHs are considered. Production of high-

3 CMC assumes that BHs do not grow in mass during collisions with
MS or giant stars (Hurley et al. 2002; Breivik et al. 2020; Ro-
driguez et al. 2022). BHs can grow in mass via collisions with
white dwarfs, although these are incredibly rare. BHs, however,
can grow via mass accretion from a binary companion.
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Figure 4. All stellar collisions/mergers from example cluster models.

In the main panel, we show examples from single

realisations of models with fy, ;5 = 1 (blue) and 0 (orange). The colored markers and grey dots denote all collisions/mergers
involving at least one high-mass star and those without any high-mass star involvement, respectively. We show the 10% Lagrange
radii for all stars (dashed) and stars with mass 10 < M, /Mg < 100 (dash-dot). We also show the average central density pc
(solid with 1o range denoted by the shaded regions), the scale for p. is shown on the right vertical axis. The top and left panels
show the corresponding distributions for high-mass stellar collision/merger times and locations from all models with f{,715 =1
(blue) and 0 (orange), respectively. The hatched-shaded regions in the left panel represent the ranges of the half-mass radius
(‘“+’-hatched) and the core radius (‘x’-hatched) the cluster models attain during this early evolution.

mass BHs is dominated by BH-BH mergers for all fy ;5.
Moreover, the number of high-mass BHs produced via
BH-BH mergers do not show any significant correlation
with f; ;5. Independent of f] |5, the models create ~ 20
high-mass BHs via BH-BH mergers per model compared
to the maximum =~ 4 via core-collapse of stellar collision
products (Table 1). As a result, at late times, the total
number of high-mass BHs produced by a cluster over-
all do not show a correlation with fy ;5 (Figure 6, mid-
dle) despite the strong positive correlation between f} |5
and high-mass BHs produced via core-collapse of stel-
lar collision products (Figure 3). Interestingly, even the
most massive BH is typically formed via BH-BH merg-
ers for all f,;715 models except f{j,15 =1 where My max

from core-collapse of stellar collision products win by a
whisker (Figure 6, bottom; Table 1).

Figure 7 shows the mass and formation time for all
new BHs in two sets of models, with f}, ;5 = 1 (blue) and
0 (orange). The dots (open circles) denote BHs formed
via stellar core-collapse (BH-BH merger). The top axis
shows the corresponding redshift, z assuming a typical
present-day age for globular clusters, to/Gyr ~ 10 (e.g.,
VandenBerg et al. 2013) as a reference. As expected,
high-mass BH formation via core-collapse and BH-BH
mergers operate on very different timescales- ¢/ Myr <
10 is exclusive to stellar core-collapse whereas BH-BH
mergers typically operate much later. This is because
after remnant formation and the resulting expansion of
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Figure 5. The same as Figure 1, except here we also con-
sider the BHs that form via BH-BH mergers throughout the
Hubble time of evolution.

the cluster, it takes time for the BHs to mass segregate
to the core and partake in strong encounters to form new
BBHs that can merge afterwards. Models with f{),ls =
0 form BHs via core-collapse almost exclusively below
the upper mass-gap (only one high-mass BH formed in
one of the models). In contrast, models with f{ ;5 =1
can form BHs in the upper mass gap and beyond more
efficiently. At later times, high-mass BHs formed via
BH-BH mergers have similar properties and formation
times independent of f ;5.

Another interesting trend is that the dispersion in
Mpy is significantly higher in the f{a,15 = 1 models via
both channels for all times. The high dispersion stems
from more stellar collisions in the f} ;5 = 1 models which
creates a more diverse population of pre-collapse high-
mass stars giving birth to a more diverse population of
BHs. Higher f} ;5 also helps mix BHs with relatively
more disparate masses in the core simply because it is
possible to bring to the core relatively lower-mass BH
progenitors as part of a binary via mass segregation. In
contrast, for low fl/),157 at any given time, only the most
massive retained population of BHs sink to the core and
take part in BH dynamics. Thus, increasing 1‘1’3715 natu-
rally increases the diversity of BHs a cluster can form.
However, this difference in the mass distribution of BH-
BH merger remnants disappear after t./Gyr = 2, by
then all differences between models with different f} ;5
are dynamically erased (Figure 7).

Note that mass-gap BHs may also form if a BH, born
with mass below but close to the mass gap, accretes suf-
ficient mass from a companion to push it into the mass

A via core-collapse e all
[ via BH-BH merger

E 3 : 3 - e 3 -

103_

Ngy per model

o

e)

(o]

E30 )
: 4
o

0 201 é T
©

€

< 0

2101

5

S T 4

N
o
o

100-:@: E L ?

I
Lot
00 02 04

MgH, max iN @ model (M)

40

06 08 1.0

/
fb, 15

Figure 6. The same as Figure 3, except here we also con-
sider the BHs that form via BH-BH mergers throughout the
Hubble time of evolution. Furthermore, we divide the com-
plete population of BHs (filled circles) into two groups: the
ones that form via core-collapse (unfilled triangles) and the
ones that form via BH-BH mergers (unfilled squares).
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Figure 7. The birth mass and the time of formation of all the BHs in our cluster models. Blue (orange) denotes fy, 15 = 1
(0). We include all BHs formed in the 10 different realisations of cluster models in both the groups. The shaded region denotes

738}

the upper mass-gap. The “o” (“.”) represents BHs formed via BH-BH mergers (stellar core-collapse). The top axis represents
indicative redshift, z, calculated assuming cosmic time, ¢, = 14 Gyr represents z = 0 (Carmeli et al. 2006) and the model star

clusters formed at t. = 4 Gyr, i.e., their present age is 10 Gyr.

gap. So far, we have not discussed those simply be-
cause these BHs are not high-mass BHs at the time of
birth. Overall, we find that the number of high-mass
BHs formed via mass transfer is ~ 20 for models with
f{),15 = 1, comparable to the ones formed via BH-BH
merger, and decreases with decreasing fy ;5 (Table 1).
Although significant in number, especially for high f{))l5
models, the mass for these high-mass BHs is typically
just above the threshold used in our models, with me-
dian Mgu/Me =~ 46 and Mpu max/Me S 52. Nec-
essarily in binaries, these BHs preferentially take part
in BH dynamics due to larger interaction cross sections
and production of merging BBHs. In subsection 3.3, we
discuss how high-mass BHs influenced by mass transfer
may play a role in the production of high-mass BH-BH
mergers in clusters with high f} 5.

3.3. Demographics of Merging Binary Black Holes

Merging BBHs are of special interest because they
may be detected by the GWs they emit during mergers.
We now focus our attention to the BBHs that merge
within a Hubble time produced in our models. For this
we take into account in-cluster mergers as well as those

that merge via GW radiation after being ejected from
the cluster (Peters 1964). Figure 8 shows the individual
pre-merger Mpy distributions for merging BBHs. In-
terestingly, all models independent of f{),15 can produce
merging BBHs in the mass gap and beyond. However,
there is a clear correlation between the number of merg-
ing BBHs involving high-mass BHs and f{),15' For ex-
ample, the median number of high-mass merging BBHs
per model increases systematically from 7 to 17 as f{),15
increases from 0 to 1 (Table 2).

Differences in the early production of high-mass BHs
and their early mergers are primarily responsible for the
positive correlation between fé,ls and the number of
merging high-mass BBHs. Moreover, as f{),15 increases,
so does the number of high-mass BHs formed via mass
transfer (Table 1). Although there is a very significant
difference in both the total number of mergers as well
as the number of high-mass mergers for merger time,
tmerge/ Gyr < 1, these differences reduce at later times
(Figure 9). In particular, after ¢, /Gyr 2 4, there is lit-
tle statistical difference between the models with these
vastly different fy ;5.
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Full Cluster Life

f{),15 All High-mass High-mass BBH Formation Channel
In-cluster Ejected In-cluster Ejected Core-collapse BBH Merger Mass Transfer

1 48158 7213 5% 10732 17 54 82
0.75 540 7075 371 873 15 46 52
0.5 4917 6472 47} 7 11 44 55
0.25 3417 5418 212 473 5 51 14

0 3073 4073 2t 471 0 62 0

0<z<1

1 1073 2613 07y 371 4 16 15
0.75 127} 2613 0*9 217 3 15 7
0.5 1272 24132 09 21 2 14 7
0.25 873 2271 0*y 271 0 17 4

0 1073 2013 05 15 0 14 0

Table 2. The demographics of BBHs merging within a Hubble time in our models. For each f} ;5, we show the numbers for
in-cluster mergers and mergers after ejection from the clusters overall and those involving high-mass BHs. Furthermore, we
show the contributions from different formation channels to the high-mass merging BBHs. The top part of the table shows
these numbers throughout the ~ 14 Gyr lifetime of the models, whereas, the bottom part shows the corresponding numbers
within 0 < z < 1 (corresponds to a look-back time of ~ 8.4 Gyr). All numbers with errors denote the medians and the quartiles
obtained from the different realisations within models with a given f}, ;5. The numbers without errorbars, given for formation
channels of high-mass merging BBHs are total over these realisations due to their small per-model numbers.

The picture becomes clearer if the formation channel
of the high-mass BH that is participating in the merger
is noticed as a function of tmerge (Figure 10). In the
models with f{)715 = 0, all high-mass BHs in the merging
BBHs come from previous BH-BH mergers that remain
in cluster, dynamically acquire another BH companion,
and undergo higher generation mergers. In contrast,
there are multiple possibilities in the models with high
fi,15- Here, the high-mass BHs could be created from
core-collapse of stellar merger products, previous BH-
BH mergers, and also accretion of mass from a non-BH
companion that pushes a normal BH into the upper mass
gap (Table 2). For example, in case of the f{)715 =1
models, the contribution to high-mass merging BBHs
from core-collapse of merger products remains below the
other channels for all ¢,,erge. Although the mass trans-
fer channel can dominate the number of merging high-
mass BHs in the f{ ;5 = 1 models, the mass of these
BHs remains close to the lower edge of the mass-gap ir-
respective of f{a)ls. We find that the median mass for
all formally mass-gap BHs formed via mass transfer is
46 M, just above the threshold used in our models, in-
dependent of f{),w. Given the uncertainties in the exact
boundaries of the mass gap, in reality, most high-mass
BHs formed via mass-transfer may not be considered as
such if their mergers are observed. After ¢y erge/Gyr 2 6,
the dominant formation channel for the high-mass merg-
ing BBHs is previous BH-BH mergers. Interestingly, the
numbers of high-mass BHs in merging BBHs produced

via previous BH-BH mergers is insensitive to f; ;5 (Ta-
ble 2).

Figure 11 shows the distributions for chirp mass,
Mepirp = (Mpui Mpna)®/®/ (Mg, + Mpua)'/® (e.g.,
Cutler & Flanagan 1994) and mass ratio, ggn =
Mg/ Mgsus, where Mpy; < Mpp, for merging BBHs
as a function of tyerge for the models with f} ;. = 0 and
1. Clearly, Mcpirp for the merging BBHs show little dif-
ference for timerge/Gyr 2, 2 despite the difference in fy, ;5.
However, the models with f{),ls = 0 show a systemati-
cally higher My, for earlier ¢yerge. When none of the
high-mass stars are in binaries, such as the models with
ft/),15 = 0, the most massive single stars sink first to the
core due to mass segregation. Because of this dynamical
mass filtering, the BHs produced would only find other
BHs of similar high mass to interact with within the core
at any given time (e.g., Breen & Heggie 2013; Morscher
et al. 2013, 2015; Chatterjee et al. 2017b; Kremer et al.
2019). As a result, in the f{ ;5 = 0 models, dynamics
naturally pushes M, towards higher values. In con-
trast, if the cluster contains significant high-mass stellar
binaries, such as our models with f{,,15 = 1, lower-mass
stars as part of binaries can also sink to the core via mass
segregation at the same time with significantly higher-
mass stars. As a result, BHs with a much broader range
in Mgy may be able to interact in the core, dynami-
cally form BBHs, and merge. Due to the same reason,
the merging BBHs tend to have a higher ggy in the
f{a)15 = 0 models compared to that in the models with
fl/a,15 = 1 (Figure 11). Indeed, this relative difference in
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Figure 8. Top: Distribution of pre-merger masses for merg-
ing BBHs from models with different fy, ;5. Colors, error-
bars, and shaded region denote the same as in Figure 1.
Bottom: The number of high-mass merging BHs produced
as a function of f}, ;5 over the full simulated time. Colored
dots denote individual realisations. Black circles and error-
bars denote the median and quartiles for all realisations for

a given fy 15.

early mass segregation and the range in stellar masses
that can arrive in the core between different f} ;5 models
is the key to understanding a variety of our results. For
example, the same process is responsible for the higher
dispersion in Mgy for models with f{ ;5 = 1 at any given
formation time < 2 Gyr (Figure 7). The same process is
also responsible for a much wider spectrum of Mgy in
merging systems for models with f{a,15 > 0 compared to
those found in the f ;5 =0 models (Figure 8).

4. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

Discovery of BBH mergers with pre-merger individ-
ual source-frame masses in or above the upper mass gap
has generated wide-spread interest in thorough investi-
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Figure 9. Histograms for the times of BBH mergers pro-
duced in our models, in-cluster as well as ejected, per cluster.
The histograms and the shaded regions represent the mean
and 1o between realisations. Blue (orange) represents mod-
els with f ;5 =1 (0). Solid (dashed) line represents all BBH
mergers (BBH mergers involving at least one high-mass BH).
The top axis represents z assuming z = 0 is cosmic time
te = 14 Gyr and all model clusters formed 10 Gyr ago.

gations for the formation channels of these BHs. GKC21
showed that a young, massive, and dense star cluster
with fy,15 = 1 can produce BHs in the upper mass gap
and beyond from core-collapse of high-mass stellar col-
lision products. In contrast, they showed that similar
models with f,, 15 = 0 fail to produce the high-mass BHs.
We have investigated this in more detail. In addition to
the difference in the initial high-mass stellar binary frac-
tion, the GKC21 models with f, 15 = 0 also contained
~~ T74% fewer high-mass stars compared to their models
with fi, 15 = 1. We carefully disentangle the effects of
varying the fraction of high-mass stars in binaries and
Np5. For this, we create models with identical stellar
populations, but vary the fraction of high-mass stars in
binaries, f; ;5 =0 to 1 (section 2). Moreover, we study
the long-term evolution of these models focusing on the
overall formation of high-mass BHs from a variety of
channels. We study the time-dependent relative impor-
tance for these channels and implications for merging
systems as a function of look-back time or z. We sum-
marise our key results below.

e BH formation via stellar core-collapse completes
within ¢, /Myr < 35 in our models. Throughout
to/Myr < 35, most high-mass stars retain their
primordial companions (Figure 2), and initially
single high-mass stars remain single. Increasing
f{)715 allows faster mass segregation which brings
more high-mass stars to the core before they could
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Figure 10. Histogram for the times of BBH mergers involv-
ing at least one high-mass BH produced per cluster. Blue
(orange) represents f, ;5 = 1 (0). Dashed, dotted, dash-
dotted, and solid histograms denote high-mass merging BHs
produced via previous BH-BH mergers, core-collapse of stel-
lar merger products, mass-transfer in a binary which pushes
a normal BH into the upper mass gap, and all channels com-
bined, respectively. All high-mass merging BHs form via
previous BH-BH mergers in the models with f ;5 = 0. In
contrast, the high-mass merging BHs may be produced via
all three channels in, e.g., the models with f} ;5 = 1 (also
see Table 2). Merger time is calculated from ¢s = 0. The
top axis denotes indicative z assuming z = 0 is cosmic time
¢« = 14 Gyr and all model clusters formed 10 Gyr ago.

form remnants. Thus, despite containing identical
N5, very different populations of stars arrive to
the core via mass segregation in the models with
varying fl/),15' This effectively alters the popula-
tion of high-mass stars that can effectively col-
lide/merge with other stars and form high-mass
BHs via core collapse. As a result, the number of
high-mass BHs produced as well as MBH, max pro-
duced via core-collapse show clear positive corre-
lation with f} ;5 (Figure 1, 3).

o Most collisions/mergers take place within the clus-
ter core (Figure 4). Although the high-mass stars
spend most of their life before remnant formation
with their primordial companions, most high-mass
stellar collisions happen between non-primordial
companions (e.g., ~ 97% for models with f}, ;5 =
1; subsection 3.1). Collisions/mergers are also
temporally concentrated between 3 <t /Myr < 5
independent of f{)715. This is because of the race
between two-body relaxation and mass segrega-
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Figure 11. Chirp mass (top) and mass ratio (bottom) as
a function of tmerge for all BBH mergers combining all real-
isations from models with f ;5 = 1 (blue) and 0 (orange).
Lines with shaded regions represent the moving average and
lo calculated using 101 chronologically sorted BBH merg-
ers. The dashed parts of the lines near the two ends indicate
that the moving average is calculated on a declining number
of mergers.

tion, which increase p., and high-mass stellar evo-
lution and remnant formation, which rapidly ex-
pand the cluster via mass loss and decrease p.. As
a result, p. peaks during this time window. Fur-
thermore, immediately before remnant formation,
the stars achieve their largest physical sizes en-
hancing collision/merger potential.

e At later times, production of high-mass BHs is
dominated by BH-BH mergers (Figure 5, Fig-
ure 7). The number and Mpy max for high-mass
BHs produced via BH-BH mergers show no corre-
lation with f} ;5 (Figure 6). As a result, the over-
all number and Mgy, max produced via all channels
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combined throughout the entire history of a clus-
ter remains insensitive to fé,15~

e Increasing fy, |5 increases the diversity of stars that
can collide/merge during the early times of a clus-
ter’s life. This also increases the diversity of BHs
that can interact with each other resulting in a
wider spread in BH masses a cluster can produce
(Figure 7). Pre-merger individual Mpy for merg-
ing BBHs show a larger spread as fé,15 increases
due to the same reason (Figure 8).

e The overall number of high-mass BBH mergers
show a clear correlation with f} ;5 (Figure 8).
However, this is due to the differences in the num-
ber of merging BBHs with tmerge/Gyr < 1. The
number of BBH mergers, both high-mass and over-
all, at tmerge/Gyr 2 2 shows no statistical differ-
ence between models with varying f}, ;5 (Figure 9).
Assuming a typical present-day age of 10 Gyr for
these clusters as a reference, identification of the
effects of f}, 5 on the total produced number of
merging BBHs would require sensitivity beyond
z=1.

e The mean Mg, for merging BBHs produced
in f{)715 = 0 models is significantly higher com-
pared to those produced in f{)y15 = 1 models for
tmerge/Gyr S 1. The models with f{),ls in between
0 and 1 show a systematic decrease in the mean
Monirp with increasing f{),15' However, these dif-
ferences disappear for tmerge/Gyr > 2 (Figure 11).
The mean ggy for merging BBHs produced in the
fé715 = 0 models tend to be higher compared to
those produced in the ft/),15 = 1 models. This
is simply because higher f{)’15 facilitates produc-
tion of and interactions between BHs with a wider
spectrum in Mgy (Figure 8), especially during the
early evolution of a cluster.

In this study, we perform controlled experiments to
clearly identify the effects of fé715 on the production
of high-mass BHs in dense star clusters. We find that
increasing ft’)715 enhances the rate of high-mass stellar
collisions/mergers enabling the production of high-mass

BHs via core-collapse of merger products. However, we
find that the effects are nuanced and the rich physics
in star clusters produce trends that are seemingly con-
tradictory. For example, although the production of
high-mass BHs via core-collapse of high-mass collision
products is strongly correlated with f] 5, the overall
production of high-mass BHs is dominated by BH-BH
mergers over the full lifetime of a cluster. Since BH-
BH mergers show no correlations with f,/)715, the over-
all number of high-mass BHs a cluster can produce
show no significant correlation with fk')715. While dur-
ing early evolution, most high-mass stars remain bound
to their primordial companions or remain single, only
~ 3% of high-mass collisions happen between primor-
dial companions. While the overall number of merg-
ing BBHs a cluster produces show a positive correlation
with f} 5, this effect stays limited to tmerge/Gyr < 13
varying f}’)715 shows no effect in the number of merg-
ing BBHs for any tmerge/Gyr 2 2. While higher f; 5
models produce higher numbers of high-mass BHs and
higher Mg max during the early evolution of the clus-
ter, the mean Mghirp as well as ggy are lower for any
tmerge/Gyr < 1. These results highlight the richness
in the interrelated physical processes and outcomes star
cluster dynamics studies can reveal. We also highlight
the importance of expanding the discovery horizon to
higher redshifts by the existing and planned GW de-
tectors in order to probe the rich and interesting early
evolution of massive and dense star clusters expected to
have formed during an epoch of heightened star forma-
tion rate in the universe.
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