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ABSTRACT

Context. Observations show that a significant fraction of main sequence stars are in binary or higher order multiple (triple, quadruples,
quintuples, sextuples, etc.) orbital configurations. Recent data sets indicate that the mean multiplicity increases as a function of stellar
mass, with more massive stars more likely to be in triple or higher order configurations. Stellar and dynamical interactions, such as
mass transfer and ejections, impact the multiplicity. Despite their prevalence, relatively few studies exist which study the evolution of
higher order multiple systems. Often higher order systems of interest, such as gravitational wave progenitors, are modelled as binary
systems. We probe the validity of this assumption.
Aims. We investigate how the multiplicity of binary, triple and quadruple star systems changes as the systems evolve from the zero-
age main-sequence to the Hubble time. We find the change in multiplicity fractions over time for each data set, identify the number
of changes to the orbital configuration and the dominant underlying physical mechanism responsible for each configuration change.
Finally, we identify key properties of the binaries which survive the evolution.
Methods. We use the stellar evolution population synthesis code Multiple Stellar Evolution (MSE) to follow the evolution of 3 × 104

of each 1+1 binaries, 2+1 triples, 3+1 quadruples and 2+2 quadruples. The coupled stellar and orbital evolution are computed each
iteration. The systems are assumed to be isolated and to have formed in situ. We generate data sets for two different black hole natal
kick mean velocity distributions (σ = 10 km s−1 and σ = 50 km s−1 and with and without the inclusion of stellar fly-bys. Our fiducial
model has a mean black hole natal kick velocity if σ = 10 km s−1 and includes stellar fly-bys. Each system has at least one star with
an initial mass larger than 10 M⊙. All data will be publicly available.
Results. We find that at the end of the evolution the large majority of systems are single stars in every data set (≳ 85%). As the number
of objects in the initial system increases, so too does the final non-single system fraction. The single fractions of final systems in our
fiducial model are 87.8±0.2 % for the 2+2s, 88.8±0.3 % for the 3+1s, 92.3±0.2 % for the 2+1s and 98.9±0.3 % for the 1+1s. The
orbital configuration changes several times for the higher order systems, the quadruple systems change orbital configuration up to 8
times, with an overall trend towards reducing the number of bound objects. The natal kicks associated with core collapse supernovae
and mergers dominate the changes to orbital configurations; although, as the number of objects in the system increases so too does
the significance of dynamical interactions. At the end of the evolution the majority of surviving binaries are CO-WD + CO-WD in
the higher order systems and BH-BH in the binary systems. Independently of initial configuration, each data set produces a similar
number of binaries containing a black hole which survive the duration of the evolution. The slow kick data set producing 620 ± 80
such systems and the fast kick data set producing 20 ± 10. We estimate that 78% of long lived BH-BH binaries were initially higher
order systems.
Conclusions. The evolutionary outcomes of higher order systems are diverse and typically undergo multiple interactions as the
systems evolve. We find that higher order systems have a higher final binary fraction and may form systems of interest such as x-ray
binaries in the intermediate stages of evolution.

Key words. (Stars:) binaries (including multiple): close – Stars: kinematics and dynamics – Methods: numerical

1. Introduction

Despite being less common than their low-mass counterparts
(Kroupa 2001), massive stars (M > 8 M⊙) make substantial con-
tributions to a variety of astronomical phenomena (e.g., Heger
et al. 2000, 2003; Woosley et al. 2002). The evolution of galaxies
is strongly influenced by the evolution of massive stars (e.g., Lar-
son 1974). Being the brightest stellar entities, massive stars dom-
inate the light profiles of distant galaxies. Furthermore, the heavy
elements produced in the interiors of massive stars (e.g., Bur-
bidge et al. 1957) are released to their environments via strong

winds (e.g., Vink et al. 2011) and supernovae (SN) (Matteucci &
Greggio 1986). The released heavy elements result in an overall
galactic chemical enrichment over many generations of stars.

Massive stars are likely born as part of multiple star systems
(Li et al. 2024). Combined observational and theoretical studies
show that interaction with a nearby stellar companion can sub-
stantially influence astronomical transients (e.g., Podsiadlowski
et al. 1992a; Langer 2012) and dominates the evolution of mas-
sive stars (Sana et al. 2012). Over 71% of O-type stars, which
are stars more massive than approximately 15 M⊙, in binaries
are expected to interact (Sana et al. 2012). Interacting binaries
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are expected to eventually exchange mass with their compan-
ions, a process which can result in a stellar merger, stripping
of the envelope, and accretion & spin up or common-envelope
evolution (Sana et al. 2012). Stellar mergers have been asso-
ciated with blue stragglers (e.g., Hills & Day 1976a; Stryker
1993; Bailyn 1995; Perets 2015), magnetic stars (e.g., Ferrario
et al. 2009; Wickramasinghe et al. 2014; Schneider et al. 2019)
and peculiar SN (e.g., Justham et al. 2014a; Vigna-Gómez et al.
2019). Massive stars stripped of their hydrogen-rich envelopes
have been observed as intermediate-mass helium stars (Drout
et al. 2023; Götberg et al. 2023) and associated with Wolf-
Rayet stars (Paczyński 1967). Massive stars which have gained
mass from their companions have significantly different struc-
tures than their unaffected, single counterparts (e.g., Eldridge
et al. 2008; Langer 2012; Laplace et al. 2021; Renzo et al. 2023).
Moreover, these interacting massive binaries are the progenitors
X-ray binaries (e.g., Verbunt 1993; Tauris & van den Heuvel
2023, and references therein), stripped-envelope SN (e.g., El-
dridge et al. 2013; Prentice et al. 2019), short gamma-ray bursts
(e.g., Paczynski 1986; Lee & Ramirez-Ruiz 2007; Abbott et al.
2017a,b), kilonovae (Li & Paczyński 1998; Abbott et al. 2017b),
and gravitational-wave sources (Abbott et al. 2016, 2019, 2021,
2023).

An increasing number of observations suggest that as mass
increase so too does the companion frequency (Moe & Di Ste-
fano 2017; Duchêne & Kraus 2013; Offner et al. 2023). Approx-
imately 50% of main-sequence stars in open clusters with initial
masses of 10 M⊙ are in triple (30%) or quadruple (20%) systems
(Moe & Di Stefano 2017). For primary masses of 25 M⊙, 35% of
stars have two companions and 35% or stars have three compan-
ions. As the number of bodies in a system increases so too does
the possibility of interaction (see Figure 1 for a schematic of the
possible orbital configurations considered in this work). In addi-
tion to the usual single star evolution and binary star evolution-
ary processes, such as stellar mergers, mass transfer, common
envelope evolution and tidal interactions, the additional bodies
present in higher order multiple systems can substantially influ-
ence on the evolution. The increased complexity of orbital dy-
namics may lead higher order systems to enter a regime of inter-
action that a binary system would not.

During their evolution higher order systems can experience
von Zeipel-Kozai-Lidow (ZKL) oscillations, dynamical insta-
bilities and disruptions. During ZKL oscillations, angular mo-
mentum exchange between the inner and outer orbits can result
in the eccentricity of the inner orbit being periodically excited
(von Zeipel 1910; Kozai 1962; Lidov 1962; Naoz 2016). The
excited eccentricity can result in mass-transfer, mergers and or-
bital shrinkage when combined with tidal dissipation or grav-
itational wave radiation (Eggleton & Kiseleva-Eggleton 2001;
Eggleton & Kisseleva-Eggleton 2006; Mazeh & Shaham 1979;
Fabrycky & Tremaine 2007). The outcomes are varied, the pa-
rameter space is vast, and the interactions are complex and even
chaotic (e.g., Trani et al. 2024). Dynamical instabilities can be
triggered by mass-loss, supernovae (SN) natal kicks and exter-
nal perturbations from passing objects (e.g., Kiseleva et al. 1994;
Iben & Tutukov 1999; Portegies Zwart et al. 2011; Perets &
Kratter 2012; Hamers et al. 2022) and result in mass-transfer,
mergers, exchanges and ejections.

In summary, the increasing number of companions gener-
ally adds complexity to the evolution. During the evolution of
binary or higher order multiple systems several processes can al-
ter the number of bound objects in the system. Mergers reduce
the number of objects. Stellar flyby’s perturb orbits and which
if sufficiently strong can result in exchanges, ejections and col-

lisions. Natal kicks from core collapse SN can drastically alter
the orbit and unbind objects. Dynamical instabilities can trig-
ger collisions, exchanges and ejections. This naturally poses the
question as to how the multiplicity fraction of stars varies as they
evolve from the zero-age main sequence (ZAMS) to their fate as
compact remnants.

In order to assess this question and the overall evolution of
massive stars, stellar population synthesis codes are used to gen-
erate large data sets to study the statistical outcomes of stellar
evolution. Numerous population synthesis codes exits, each with
different input physics and intended applications. The majority
of population synthesis studies have been aimed at modelling the
evolutionary outcomes of binary star systems (e.g., Hurley et al.
2002; Portegies Zwart & Verbunt 1996; Belczynski et al. 2002;
Izzard et al. 2006; Giacobbo & Mapelli 2018; Team-COMPAS
et al. 2022; Breivik et al. 2020; Eldridge & Stanway 2016; Spera
& Mapelli 2017). Several population synthesis codes have been
developed to model the evolution of triple star systems (Hamers
et al. 2013; Toonen et al. 2016a; Stegmann et al. 2022). The
evolutionary outcomes of quadruple star systems have only been
considered in particular scenarios (Liu & Lai 2019; Safarzadeh
et al. 2020; Fragione & Kocsis 2019; Vynatheya & Hamers
2022; Vigna-Gómez et al. 2022). Despite the larger parameter
space and higher probability of interaction, higher order mul-
tiples are understudied relative to the corresponding single and
binary evolution outcomes.

Whilst the initial multiplicity fraction is generally thought to
be large, particularly when one or more of the objects are mas-
sive stars, the evolution of multiplicity is not well constrained.
In this paper we investigate how stellar multiplicity evolves over
time. The main purpose of this paper is to introduce the data sets
and show some of the global trends in the data. Further detailed
analysis of the role of individual physical processes and the char-
acteristics of objects of interest will be explored in future work.
The data, and the version of the code used for the models, will
be made publicly available in due course. To do so, we simu-
late single, binary, triple and quadruple star systems. We focus
on massive stars and quantify: multiplicity as a function of time,
the changes which occur to the orbital configurations, the physi-
cal processes which cause changes to orbital configurations, the
final state of the systems and some properties of the binaries
which are still bound at the end of the evolution.

Section 2 presents the computational methods, initial condi-
tions and orbit classifications. Section 3 outlines the main results.
Section 4 consists of a discussion and Section 5 concludes.

2. Methods

In the following section the main, relevant features of the code
used to simulate the systems is introduced. Next, the distribu-
tions of the initial conditions of the population of systems is pre-
sented. Finally, the possible orbital configurations are described.

2.1. Computational Methods

The rapid population synthesis code Multiple Stellar Evolution
(MSE) (Hamers et al. 2021) 1is used to model the evolution of
the systems discussed in this work. MSE is a population syn-
thesis code able to model the stellar evolution and simultaneous
gravitational dynamical evolution of an arbitrary, albeit typically

1 The most up do to date, and only maintained, version of this code is
available at https://github.com/hpreece/mse.
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Nobjects Norbits Label Diagram
1 0 1
2 0 1,1
2 1 1+1

3 0 1,1,1

3 1 1+1,1

Description
1 single
2 single
1 binary

3 single

1 binary, 1 single

3 2 2+11 triple

4 0 1,1,1,14 single

4 1 1+1,1,11 binary, 2 single

4 2 1+1,1+12 binary

4 2 2+1,11 triple, 1 single

4 3 3+11 quadruple 
3+1

4 3 2+21 quadruple 
2+2

Fig. 1. The possible orbital configurations for the evolved systems con-
sidered in this work. Nobjects is the number of objects at the given time,
these can be stars or stellar remnants. Norbits is the number of bound or-
bits, for example a binary has one orbit and two objects. The given label
is used throughout the remaining work to refer to each configuration. In
the schematic the blue stars signify the stellar objects and the lines in-
dicate a bound orbit.

small, number of objects in an initially hierarchical, bound, sta-
ble configuration. For full details of MSE refer to Hamers et al.
(2021). It is not recommended to simulate more than 10 objects
in a system owing to the complexity of computation.

Hierarchical multiple star systems, such as 2+1 triples, 2+2
quadruples and 3+1 quadruples are characterised by close in-
ner orbits with wider orbiting components. The orbit averaged
secular approximation to the equations of motion applies to sta-
ble hierarchical systems (Mardling & Aarseth 2001; Vynatheya
et al. 2022, 2023; Tory et al. 2022). In the secular regime the
equations of motion are simplified by removing the dependence
on the true anomaly. Such stable hierarchical systems are typi-
cally long lived, with lifetimes comparable to or exceeding stel-
lar evolution timescales. The complex motions of objects in dy-
namically unstable configurations require an N-body integrator
to compute. Dynamically unstable systems are typically short
lived and can result in a variety of phenomena from collisions to
exchanges and ejections.

The gravitational dynamics of the system are computed ei-
ther using the secular approximation or direct N-body integra-
tion. If the system is stable and hierarchical it is deemed to be
within the secular regime. If the system is dynamically unstable,
or the secular timescale approaches the orbital timescales, the
secular approximation breaks down. If the secular approxima-
tion breaks down the code switches to using the N-body integra-
tor MSTAR (Rantala et al. 2020). Each iteration the code checks
whether or not the secular approximation applies using Mardling
& Aarseth (2001) and uses the appropriate integration method.
The N-body integrator is used if; objects become unbound owing
to either a SN kick or mass loss, an episode of common enve-

lope evolution or there is a direct collision between two objects.
Whilst the N-body approach is more accurate for the calculation
of orbital evolution, the secular approximation is less computa-
tionally expensive and is fully coupled with the stellar evolution
thus is the preferred option.

The single star evolution is computed using the SSE code
(Hurley et al. 2000). SSE uses analytical fits of detailed stellar
models to rapidly approximate the evolution. The grid of detailed
models spans masses of 0.5 M⊙ to 50 M⊙ and metallicities from
Z = 10−4 to 0.03. The models start on the ZAMS then go through
hydrogen burning and, if sufficiently massive, helium and car-
bon burning. After carbon burning the stars either become white
dwarfs or explode in a SN to form a neutron star or black hole.
In SSE the models, and their respective evolutionary stages, are
split into 15 distinct evolutionary phases:

– 0: Low-mass Main-Sequence (M < 0.7 M⊙)
– 1: Main-Sequence (MS)
– 2: Herzsprung Gap (HG)
– 3: Red Giant Branch (RGB)
– 4: Core Helium Burning (CHeB)
– 5: Early Asymptotic Giant Branch (EAGB)
– 6: Thermally Pulsing Asymptotic Giant Branch (TPAGB)
– 7: Naked Helium Star Main-Sequnce (HeMS)
– 8: Naked Helium Star Herzsprung Gap (HeHG)
– 9: Naked Helium Star Giant Branch (HeGB)
– 10: Helium White Dwarf (HeWD)
– 11: Carbon Oxygen White Dwarf (COWD)
– 12: Oxygen Neon White Dwarf (ONeWD)
– 13: Neutron Star (NS)
– 14: Black Hole (BH)

Fitting functions are computed for the total mass, total ra-
dius, core mass, core radius, total luminosity, surface temper-
ature, spin and radius of Gyration for each stellar type. The
detailed models do not include stellar winds, these are instead
added during the SSE evolution algorithm to allow for a greater
flexibility of prescriptions.

The binary star evolution in MSE uses the BSE algorithm
(Hurley et al. 2002) as a template. Prescriptions for wind accre-
tion, orbital changes due to mass variations, SN kicks (SN), tidal
evolution, magnetic breaking, Roche lobe overflow (RLOF),
common envelope (CE) evolution, coalescences and collisions
are incorporated into the evolution algorithm. Prescriptions for
triple common envelope, where the outer tertiary engulfs the
inner binary, and triple mass transfer, where the outer tertiary
transfers mass to the inner binary, are also incorporated.

Stable mass transfer as a consequence of RLOF is modelled
using the η mechanism with a similar implementation to Hur-
ley et al. (2002). The response of the donor, accretor(s) and or-
bit(s) are all computed. Additionally, the analytic model for mass
transfer in eccentric orbits of Hamers & Dosopoulou (2019) is
incorporated. In BSE and comparable binary population synthe-
sis codes systems are typically assumed to be tidally circularised
prior to the onset of RLOF although this is not a requirement in
MSE. In triple systems the ZKL oscillations excite the eccentric-
ity of the inner orbit leading to a substantial number of systems
being eccentric at the onset of RLOF. In the triple case, if the
outer tertiary overflows its Roche Lobe and transfers mass onto
the inner binary the prescription of de Vries et al. (2014) is used.
It should be noted that RLOF from an outer tertiary onto an inner
binary remains a poorly understood process.

Unstable mass transfer resulting in CE evolution is modelled
using the αCE − λ prescription (Iben & Livio 1993; Hurley et al.
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2002). CE evolution has two possible outcomes. Either the enve-
lope is ejected, leaving a close binary system with a stripped star,
or the objects coalesce. If the computed post-CE semi-major axis
of the orbit is sufficiently small that either object is overflowing
its Roche lobe they are assumed to merge. The merging of the
objects as opposed to the envelope ejection and formation of a
tight binary is referred to as incomplete common envelope ejec-
tion. Triple common envelope is modelled using a modified α
prescription motivated by the results of Glanz & Perets (2021);
Comerford & Izzard (2020). The inner binary is often dynami-
cally disrupted during the CE process leading to a wide variety
of possible outcomes. CE evolution remains one of the less un-
derstood processes in binary star evolution (Ivanova et al. 2013,
2020; Röpke & De Marco 2023) and triple CE case is even more
uncertain.

Mergers between two stars can occur either from incomplete
common envelope ejection or direct physical collisions between
two stars. Incomplete CE occurs when the orbit of the system
does not contain enough energy to unbind the envelope of the
system. Typically incomplete CE results in a stellar merger. Di-
rect physical collisions occur when the combined effective radius
of the objects is less than the orbital separation at periapsis. The
relative impact speed of the merger during a direct collision is
expected to be larger than that of a merger following CE evolu-
tion. The stellar type of the merger product depends on the stellar
type of the two merging objects (Hurley et al. 2002) and is the
same for the CE and collision channels. Note that this is a sim-
plified approximation and the outcomes should be interpreted
with caution. The mass of the merger product is dependent on
the stellar type of the two initial stars. If the merger product is a
COWD with a mass exceeding the Chandrasekhar mass limit a
thermonuclear detonation occurs. In particular, mergers involv-
ing NSs or BHs always have a merger product of a NS or BH.
Such mergers are predicted to form a Thorne-Żytkow objects
(Thorne & Zytkow 1975, 1977) or quasi-stars (Hawking 1971;
Begelman et al. 2008), respectively. Thorne-Żytkow objects and
quasi-stars are not included is MSE as they are assumed to be
short lived objects wherein the envelope is rapidly expelled and
no mass is accreted onto the core (Cannon et al. 1992; Farmer
et al. 2023).

Wind accretion of ejected material onto a companion star is
modelled using the Bondi-Hoyle-Lyttleton formalism (Hoyle &
Lyttleton 1939; Bondi & Hoyle 1944). The companion can be
either another star or a binary. Magnetic breaking and tidal dis-
sipation are both modelled as in BSE (Hurley et al. 2002).

SN producing NSs or BHs are expected to have associated
natal kicks which perturb the orbits. As described in the software
paper, MSE has several possible kick distributions implemented.
In this work the kicks are randomly sampled from a Maxwellian
distribution with a mean velocity of 265 km s−1 for neutron stars
and 10 km s−1 or 50 km s−1 for black holes. The true kick velocity
distribution for BH forming collapse is still uncertain and there is
evidence for both slow (e.g., Mirabel & Rodrigues 2003; Vigna-
Gómez et al. 2024) and fast kicks (e.g., Mirabel et al. 2002; Atri
et al. 2019). We choose a value of 10 km s−1 to capture both ends
of the distribution. The random nature of the kick sampling in-
troduces significant uncertainty on the post-SN system. The NS
kicks in particular are typically very fast and thus effective at
unbinding objects from the system (but see Vigna-Gómez et al.
2018, and references therein for a discussion on NS natal kicks).

The effect of distant stellar flybys on the orbits of the sys-
tem of interest are incorporated into MSE. The flybys are treated
as impulsive encounters which perturb the orbits. The velocity
of the perturber is assumed to be fast relative to the orbital mo-

tion of the objects in the system. A locally homogeneous stellar
background is modelled with a Maxwell distribution. The distri-
bution is randomly sampled for the properties of the incoming
perturber. A dispersion velocity of 30 km s−1 is used along with
a stellar density of 0.1 pc−3 and an encounter sphere radius of
105 AU. The mass of the flyby objects are drawn from a Kroupa
(2001) IMF and thus are preferentially low-mass. It should be
noted that the flybys are only effective for relatively low density
stellar environments and thus are not suitable for dense cluster
environments. The perturber itself is not modelled directly thus
stars cannot be captured however this can be an efficient mecha-
nism for unbinding objects in the systems with very wide orbits.

The MSE code has many advantages and unique features.
The N-body integrator enables following the systems though
any dynamical instabilities which often occur as a result of the
above discussed evolutionary processes. Further, the ability to
evolve an arbitrary number of objects means it is possible to self-
consistently compare single, binary, triple and quadruple star
systems. Furthermore, objects which become unbound from the
system, regardless of the mechanism, are still followed by MSE.
Their subsequent stellar evolution and relative spatial position
are both computed.

2.2. Initial Conditions

In this work we consider (1) a fiducial model including the pre-
viously described physical processes with stellar flybys included
and a black hole kick velocity of 10 km s−1, in addition we have
(2) a data set without stellar flybys and a (3) a data set with a
black hole kick velocity of 50 km s−1 2. Data sets 1 and 2 each
consist of 3×104 2+2 quadruples, 3×104 3+1 quadruples, 3×104

2+1 triples, 3 × 104 binaries with identical initial distributions.
Data set 3 consists of 104 models for each initial configuration
and initial conditions drawn from the same distributions. The
distributions of the initial conditions are chosen to align with the
fiducial model used in Kummer et al. (2023).

For a system containing N stars, each system is assigned N
masses (mi) and N − 1 semi-major axis (ai), eccentricities (ei),
longitudes of the ascending node (Ωi), arguments of periapsis
(ωi) and inclinations (ii). The initially most massive primary star
of the inner binary is given index 1, the less massive secondary
star of the inner binary is given index 2. The inner binary orbital
parameters are labelled with 1. For the 2+1 and 3+1 systems, the
tertiary star is labelled 3 and it’s orbit labelled 2. The outer qua-
ternary star is labelled 4 and it’s orbital parameters are labelled
with 3. The 2+2 quadruples follow the same labelling conven-
tion as the inner binaries, with 3 being the most massive star in
the second binary pair and 4 being the least massive star. The
orbits of the binaries are labelled 1 and 2, the label of the orbit
of the binary pairs around each other is labelled 3.

The initial population is sampled using rejection sampling,
employing a Monte Carlo approach. First, a star with a mass be-
tween 10 M⊙ and 100 M⊙ is sampled from the Salpeter (1955)
initial mass function (IMF). This star is given a randomized po-
sition within the system. The masses of the objects in the system
are assigned drawing from a uniform mass ratio distribution, q,
between 0.1 and 1 as follows:

– Binaries: m2 = q1 ∗ m1,
– Triples: m2 = q1 ∗ m1, m3 = q2 ∗ (m1 + m2),

2 The data will be made publicly available on Zenodo (DOI:
10.5281/zenodo.14509542) within a reasonable time-frame and imme-
diately upon reasonable request.
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Fig. 2. Initial distributions for each system configuration considered in the this work. Panels a-c are for the 1+1 systems, d-f are the 2+1 systems,
g-i are the 2+2 quadruples and j-l are the 3+1 quadruples. The left column (panels a, d, g and j) shows the initial mass distribution for each object
mi. The middle column (panels b, e, h and k) shows the initial semi-major axis distribution for each orbit ai. The left column (panels c, f, i and l)
shows the initial eccentricity distribution for each orbit ei.
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– Quadruples 3+1: m2 = q1 ∗ m1, m3 = q2 ∗ (m1 + m2), m4 =
q3 ∗ (m1 + m2 + m3) and

– Quadruples 2+2: m2 = q1 ∗ m1, m3 = q2 ∗ m4, (m1 + m2) =
q3 ∗ (m3 + m4).

Each semi-major axis is sampled from a uniform in log dis-
tribution in a (e.g., Sana et al. 2012), where a can have any value
from 10−2 AU to 2.5 × 104 AU. The upper limit in a is chosen
based on the results of Kouwenhoven et al. (2007, 2010). Bina-
ries in wider orbits are easily disrupted by small perturbations
from stellar fly-bys or even possible ripped apart by the galactic
potential. A further requirement that a1 < a2 < a3 is imposed.

Eccentricities are sampled from a thermal distribution Jeans
(1919), with values between 0.01 and 0.9. The orbital angles are
sampled such that cos i is uniformly distributed between 0 and 1
and Ω and ω are uniformly distributed between 0 and 2π.

Any system overflowing its Roche lobe on the ZAMS is re-
jected. In addition, we reject initially dynamically unstable sys-
tems by employing the machine-learning-based classifiers intro-
duced in Vynatheya et al. (2022, 2023) for triple and quadru-
ple systems, respectively. These classifiers were trained on large
datasets of N-body-integrated triples and quadruples (both 2+2
and 3+1), encompassing extensive parameter spaces of masses,
semi-major axes, eccentricities and orbital angles. The stability
requirement preferentially accepts systems with more hierarchi-
cal configurations (a1 >> a2 >> a3) and lower eccentricities.

The initial distributions for each all the systems are shown
in Figure 2. Each system needs to fit within the same maximum
semi-major axis of 25,000 AU. Consequently, as the number of
hierarchical orbits in the system increases, the inner semi-major
axis decreases. The 3+1 systems have the tightest inner orbits.
The 2+1 a1’s and 2+2 a1’s and a2’s all follow a similar dis-
tribution. The decreased semi-major axis distribution of the in-
nermost orbits in the hierarchical systems leads to an increased
probability of interaction (Toonen et al. 2016b).

Each system is simulated for 14 Gyr from the ZAMS with a
solar metallicity of Z = 0.014. Default parameters are used for
all input physics prescriptions unless otherwise specified in the
text.

2.3. Classification of Orbital Configurations

The systems in this work are initially either single, binary, triple
or quadruple star configurations. A quadruple system has 4 ob-
jects with 3 orbits, either in a 2+2 or 3+1 configuration. A triple
has 3 objects with 2 orbits, a binary has 2 objects with 1 orbit
and a single system has 1 object with 0 orbits. The 12 possible
orbital configurations are shown in Fig. 1.

It is useful to differentiate between the various possible or-
bital configurations when calculating the multiplicity fraction.
For example, a hierarchical triple would be considered 1 system
of three stars but three unbound stars would be counted as 3 sin-
gle stars and 3 systems.

2.4. Error Analysis

Statistical errors were calculated using three different methods.
First, the binomial confidence interval was calculated using a
Clopper-Pearson (Clopper & Pearson 1934) interval with a cov-
erage β = 0.05. To calculate the Clopper Pearson interval the
results are modelled as a Bernouilli trial with the number of ex-
periments equal to the number of systems and the number of
successes equal to the number of times a particular event is ob-
served.

The validity of the Clopper Pearson interval was tested us-
ing a bootstrapping approach. Each data set was randomly re-
sampled with replacement to give a new data set with the same
number of models as the original. The resampling was repeated
10 times and the results were compared. The results of the boot-
strapping were consistent with the Clopper Pearson interval.

Finally, Poisson errors were calculated and found to be con-
sistent with both of the above methods. For clarity only the
Clopper-Pearson interval are shown and quoted in this work.

3. Results

As star systems evolve, several evolutionary processes act to re-
duce the multiplicity fraction. Mergers reduce the number of ob-
jects in the system, SN explosions unbind companions and N-
body effects result in ejections.

Here we report on the evolution and final outcome of all
star systems in our data. First, we consider the time evolution
of the multiplicity fraction of each data set (Section 3.1). Next,
we quantify the number of changes to the orbital configuration
of the systems (Section 3.2). We proceed to report on the evo-
lutionary processes responsible for each change in orbital con-
figuration (Section 3.3). Then, we look at the final configuration
of all the systems at the end of the simulations (Section 3.4). Fi-
nally, we examine some properties of all surviving binaries at the
end of the simulation (Section 3.6).

3.1. Multiplicity Evolution

Figures 3 and 4 show the evolution of stellar multiplicity frac-
tions by system as a function of time for binary, triple and
quadruple systems. The main-sequence lifetime for a 10 M⊙
star with solar metallicity is 21.3 Myr; in contrast, this drops
to ≈ 3.3 Myr for a 60 M⊙ star. During the late phases of stel-
lar evolution the radii of the stars increase, which leads to an
increased possibility of interaction. Changes in the relative mul-
tiplicity for the first ≈ 4 Myr correspond to main-sequence inter-
actions. Variations in the multiplicity fraction between ≈ 4 Myr
and ≈ 30 Myr can predominantly be attributed to the late phases
of massive star stellar evolution and the effects of SN. Changes
in the relative multiplicity after t ≳ 30 Myr correspond to either
SN remnant interactions or the late stellar phases of low and in-
termediate mass stars.

1+1 binaries. These systems have the most straight-forward
evolution as they can only occupy the one and two star config-
urations shown in Fig. 1. The binary fraction barely drops by
0.3% before the first SN occurs at 3.9 Myr. Between 3.8 Myr
and 28.2 Myr the binary fraction of the systems drastically falls
to 2%. During the remainder of the evolution, the binary frac-
tion falls to 1%. The lack of change to the binary fraction in the
first 3.8 Gyr indicates that the main-sequence evolution of the
most massive star in the system does not dominate the binary
interaction. The sharp drop in binary fraction between 3.8 Myr
and 28.2 Myr indicates that the final phases of stellar evolution
and the SN dominate the evolution of the morphology of the
systems. During the post-main-sequence evolution the increased
stellar radius can trigger a mass transfer episode which results in
a merger and thus reduce the system to a single star. Owing to
the choice of IMF in the initial conditions, the majority of mas-
sive stars will be in the mass regime expected to produce a NS.
The velocity magnitude of the natal kick from NS SN is highly
effective at disrupting gravitationally bound systems.

Article number, page 6 of 20



H. Preece et al.: Evolution of massive stellar multiplicity

0 3 6 9

log10 t/yrs

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

F
ra

ct
io

n
,S

y
st

em

b) 2 + 1

Single
Binary
Triple

0 3 6 9

log10 t/yrs

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

F
ra

ct
io

n
,S

y
st

em

a) 1 + 1

Single
Binary

0 3 6 9

log10 t/yrs

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

F
ra

ct
io

n
,S

y
st

em

c) 2 + 2

Single
Binary
Triple
Quadruple

0 3 6 9

log10 t/yrs

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

F
ra

ct
io

n
,S

y
st

em
d) 3 + 1

Single
Binary
Triple
Quadruple

Fig. 3. The relative number of multiple systems as a function of time for a) 1+1 binaries, b) 2+1 triples, c) 2+2 quadruples and d) 3+1 quadruples.
The number of quadruple systems is shown in the dot-dashed blue line, the number of triples is the dashed magenta line, the number of binaries is
the dashed purple line and the number of single objects is the solid green line. The black vertical lines in each plot show the time of the first SN or
core collapse of a massive star in each data set.

2+1 triples. These systems can evolve in to any of the 3 star or
less configurations in Fig. 1. The first SN occurs at 3.8 Myr. In
the evolution leading up to the first SN in the data set 5% of sys-
tems have been disrupted into either binaries (4.85%) or singles
(0.15%). At 26 Myr the binary fraction peaks at 21.7% whilst
the triple fraction has fallen to 0.05%, and the single fraction has
risen to 76.8%. The last SN happens at 12.6 Gyr. By the time
of the last SN the single fraction of systems is 92.2%, the binary
fraction is 7.6% and the remainder are triples. The 2+1 systems
show increased activity in the early and late phases of evolution
when compared to the 1+1 systems.

2+2 quadruples. These systems can evolve in to any of the con-
figurations shown in Fig. 1. The first SN occurs at 3.7 Myr, by
which time the quadruple fraction is reduced to 90%, the triple
fraction is 5.4 %, the binary fraction is 2.9% and the remainder
of systems are single. Following the trend of the 1+1 and 2+1
systems, the quadruple fraction drops to 0 by 300 Myr. The triple
fraction peaks at 6.2% at 4.8 Myr, after which is steadily declines
for the remainder of the evolution. The binary fraction peaks at
34.7% at 27 Myr, the declines for the remainder of the evolu-
tion. At ≈ 20 Myr the binary fraction peaks at 33%. The binary
fraction then decreases for the remainder of the systems evolu-
tion until it reaches the final value of 10.4%. The 2+2 systems
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Fig. 4. As Fig. 3 but zoomed in on the time 1 - 100 Myr.

reach both the highest maximum and final number of binaries
of all the initial configurations considered. The final SN occurs
after 13.9 Gyr, at which time the single fraction is 88.5%, the
binary fraction is 11.8%, the triple fraction is vanishingly small
and there are no quadruples.

3+1 quadruples. These systems can also evolve in to any of the
configurations shown in Fig. 1. The 3+1 systems see the highest
rate of early interaction. By the time of the first SN in the data
set, at 3.9 Myr, the quadruple fraction has reduced to 83.6%. The
quadruples have evolved in to triple (8.9%), binary (3.3%) and
single (4.2%) systems. Once the SN era begins the quadruple
fraction plummets. The triple fraction peaks at 9.1% at 4.8 Myr
then declines for the remainder of the evolution. The binary frac-

tion peaks at 17.1% at 25 Myr then declines for the remainder of
the evolution. The single fraction consistently rises throughout
the evolution. By the end of the evolution the quadruple fraction
is 0.4%, the triple fraction is 1.4%, the binary fraction is 9.4%
and the single fraction is 88.8%. The 3+1 systems retain more
high order systems than the 2+2 systems.

The early main-sequence evolution also plays a more signif-
icant role in the evolution of the higher order systems. Stellar
dynamics drive earlier interactions in these systems. The ZKL
oscillations can excite high eccentricities in the innermost bi-
naries of the higher order systems leading to increased merger
rates. Further, the perturbations owing to fly-bys of nearby field
stars can have a sufficiently disruptive influence that the system
disintegrates. The 3+1 quadruples are the most easily disrupted
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during the early evolution. The quadruples are most readily dis-
rupted into triples and the triples into binaries.

The higher order systems share the interesting phenomenon
of the creation and subsequent destruction of binaries, and in
the case of quadruples, triples. The binary fraction peaks around
26 Myr for the 2+1, 2+2 and 3+1 systems. The 2+2 quadru-
ples have the highest rate of binary production whereas the 3+1
quadruples have the lowest. The binary fraction decays for the
remainder of the systems evolution. The triples produced during
the evolution of the quadruple systems are formed earlier, with
the peak fraction at 4.8 Myr. After the peak the triple fraction
steadily declines. The quadruples which are disrupted prior to
the first SN preferentially evolve in to triples as the next config-
uration.

The 1+1 systems see very little evolution after ≈ 20 Myr
whereas the higher order systems still see substantial changes
to the relative multiplicity fractions. By the end of the stellar
evolution phases of the most massive star, the majority of 1+1
systems have become single and thus have very few prospects
for further co-evolution. The late evolution of the higher order
systems can be attributed to the latter stellar phases of low-mass
stars and compact object interactions. Unlike the 1+1 systems,
the higher order systems all have the possibility to contain low-
mass binaries. These low-mass stellar systems evolve on much
longer time-scales than their high mass counterparts and thus
make a substantial contribution to the late phases of multiplicity
evolution.

The above evidence clearly demonstrates increased com-
plexity of evolution in higher order systems than in binaries. The
3+1 systems are most prone to early destruction. The production
and dissolution of binary systems from higher order multiples in-
dicates multiple evolutionary processes shaping the evolution of
the systems. These will be investigated in the remaining sections
of this work.

3.2. Number of Changes to Orbital Configurations

No matter the initial configuration, the majority of systems are
single by the end of their simulated evolution. As shown in Sec-
tion 3.1, the higher order systems change orbital configuration
several times. Quadruple systems morph in to triples, then be-
come binaries until they reach their final state as single stars.
In this section we quantify the number of times each system
changes orbital configuration and which changes are the most
common.

For each system, every time the orbital configuration changes
the configuration change number increases by one and the final
and initial configurations are recorded (see Fig. 1). The results
are shown in Fig. 5. The dotted lines separate the 4, 3, 2 and 1
star configurations. It should be noted that if the system becomes
dynamically unstable they are temporarily labelled as single ob-
jects. In the dynamically unstable regime the orbits do not have
defined periods or eccentricities. Dynamical instabilities are typ-
ically short lived when compared to stellar evolution timescales,
thus these states are very brief. Once the system becomes dy-
namically stable, either through the objects becoming unbound
or settling into a stable configuration, the secular approximation
applies again. The apparent jumping between single and bound
systems seen in Fig. 5.

1+1 binaries. These systems typically undergo one change to
the orbital configuration. Either the objects become unbound to
form two single objects or they merge into a single object. A

small number of systems with two or three changes to the orbital
configuration exist. These have been perturbed by a flyby, SN or
sudden mass loss in the system, which cause the N-body integra-
tor to be called to find the final position. The objects can remain
unbound, merge or resettle into a binary.

2+1 triples. These systems experience up to 6 changes to the
orbital configuration although most systems settle to their final
configuration after 4 alterations. The 2+1 systems show a sub-
stantial increase in complexity of evolutionary pathways relative
to the 1+1 systems. After the first change to the orbital config-
uration the 2+1 systems can form either a binary, a binary plus
a single, two singles or three singles. Once a system forms a
binary, either by a merger or an object becoming unbound, the
evolutionary pathways discussed fro the 1+1 systems can occur.
Typically, once the systems are single no further evolution occurs
although in some cases the systems had temporarily undefined
orbits owing as they were in the dynamically unstable, N-body
regime. Interestingly, the 3 body dynamically unstable systems
never directly form a bound binary alone, instead they either re-
settle in to a hierarchical triples, form a binary with an unbound
single star, two single stars or three single stars. Broadly, sys-
tems either evolve to have less bound objects in the system and
all objects surviving or towards less objects surviving the evolu-
tion.

3+1 and 2+2 quadruples. These systems share the same
overall trends. Both can change orbital configuration up to 8
times, although most commonly settle in to their final config-
uration in 5 or less configuration adjustments. After the first
configuration change, the systems can be arranged in any of
the three star configurations and any of the non-quadruple
four star configurations. If a triple, or triple plus single star
is formed then the evolutionary outcomes follow those of the
2+1 systems. As is also the case with any binaries formed and
the 1+1 outcomes. After a dynamical instability the four star
systems can either resettle into any of the four star configura-
tions or three single (potentially still dynamically unstable) stars.

All the data sets show an overall cascade towards lower order
or single systems. Typically the systems follow one of two path-
ways - either the number of objects in the system decreases, or
the number of bound objects decreases. Some systems decrease
both the number of bound objects and number of overall objects.
As the number of objects in the system increases, so does the
number of orbital configuration changes and the complexity of
evolution. Some triple systems go through two phases of dynam-
ical instability. Some quadruple systems go through three phases
of dynamical instability. Owing to the inherently chaotic nature
of N-body orbital dynamics, the predictive power of the mod-
els decreases with each phase of orbital instability. The diversity
of possible configurations during the evolution of higher order
systems implies many objects of observational interest may be
temporarily formed during the evolution.

3.3. Evolutionary Processes Which Contribute to Orbital
Configuration Changes

In this section we identify the physical processes which alters
the orbital configuration in each instance. We separate the phys-
ical processes into three categories; mergers, SN and dynamics.
It is important to note that we only identify the final process as
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Fig. 5. Changes to orbital configurations. The solid lines connect differ-
ent pathways. Each individual system is plotted in a faint solid grey line.
The darker regions represent regions with many lines over-plotted and
thus are more common outcomes. The horizontal dotted lines separate
the 1, 2, 3 and 4 star configurations.

opposed to the full chain of interactions. In many cases, partic-
ularly when a dynamical instability occurs, one process triggers
another.

As shown in Fig. 6, several global trends can be observed in
data. In all possible orbital configurations, the SN are the dom-
inant physical processes. As the number of objects increases,
the relative contributions from mergers and N-body effects in-
creases, such that for quadruple systems mergers are a co-
dominant physical process.

Supenovae. The SN category includes all types of SN, includ-
ing the thermonuclear detonation of white dwarfs. Our require-
ment that each system contains at least one object with an initial
mass greater that 10 M⊙ results in the large majority of SN be-
ing core collapse. This effect diminishes somewhat as the initial
number of objects in the system increases. The core collapse SN
have associated natal kicks. The mean kick velocity of a SN re-
sulting in a NS is 240 km s−1 and 10 km s−1 for BH production.
The natal kicks are very effective at disrupting the systems and
thus reduce the number of bound objects.

Mergers. These can thus occur either due to radial expansion,
as happens at various evolutionary stages, or because the mini-
mum separation of the objects is decreased, predominantly ow-
ing to dynamical effects. We reject systems which merge within
the first 10 years as they are likely systems which are incorrectly
assigned as initially stable. We do not distinguish between merg-
ers which occur owing to stellar, orbital evolution or ZKL oscil-
lations.

Dynamics. The dynamics category includes dynamical insta-
bilities, the breakdown of the secular equations of motion and
perturbations from stellar fly-bys, SN or objects becoming un-
bound following common envelope evolution or a merger. The
inherently chaotic nature of N-body interactions makes this
group the most difficult to characterise. The outcome is highly
sensitive to the numerical recipes used and many outcomes can
occur including exchanges, ejections and collisions. We do not
consider exchanges as the overall multiplicity doesn’t change,
only the objects location within the system. Direct collisions are
counted as mergers.

1+1 binaries. As shown in the previous section the binary sys-
tems will typically only change configuration once as there are
only two stars initially. Once the objects become unbound or
merge the resulting single object(s) have no further possibilities
to interact. The evolution of the multiplicity in the binary sys-
tems is dominated by SN (68.8%). By construction each binary
contains an object over 10 M⊙ which could in principle undergo
a SN unless there are significant interactions earlier in the evo-
lution. If the systems are sufficiently wide to avoid interaction
during their stellar phases, a SN often unbinds the remnant, es-
pecially if the remnant is a NS. Mergers account for 31% of the
changes to the configuration. Orbital perturbations are respon-
sible for 0.1% of orbital changes. The perturbations do not al-
ways immediately unbind the objects. In some cases the objects
remain bound, albeit with altered orbital properties, and go on
to interact further in the later evolution. It should be noted that
it is almost impossible for a thermonuclear detonation of white
dwarfs to occur in the 1+1 systems owing to the choice of initial
conditions. The only evolutionary scenario which would lead to
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Fig. 6. The final physical process before orbital configuration change
for each initial configuration.

a thermonuclear detonation is the most massive star transferring
mass to a much lower mass companion. The mass transfer would
have to occur during the main sequence evolution and result in
both stars being in the COWD forming mass regime.

2+1 triples. These systems are also most strongly influenced
by SN, with 55.9% of orbital configuration changes attributed
to an explosion. Our choice of initial conditions means many of
the systems considered contain only one massive star with the
remainder being lower mass. Consequently, the relative number
of SN is decreased in comparison with the binaries. The contri-
bution from mergers is moderately increased in comparison to
the binaries with 37.8% of configuration changes attributable to
the process. The N-body interactions are sub-dominant although
much more pronounced in comparison to the binary population.
We find 6.2% of systems change orbital configuration owing to
N-body dynamics and orbital perturbations.

2+2 quadruples. These quadruples see similar trends. The SN
and mergers are co-dominant, with them causing 44.9% and
45.1% of the orbital configuration changes respectively. The
symmetry in the geometry of the 2+2 systems means the two
inner binaries are equally likely to interact. Hence, the 2+2 sys-
tems are most susceptible to double mergers. The contribution of
N-body interactions to orbital configuration changes has almost
doubled (10.0%) relative to the triple system (6.2%).

3+1 quadruples. These quadruples are similar to the 2+2 sys-
tems in that the SN and mergers are close to co-dominant, caus-
ing 41.4% and 36.2% of orbital configuration changes respec-
tively. The N-body interactions result in with 22.4% of orbital
configuration changes. The increased sensitivity to perturbations
and N-body influences can be attributed to the hierarchy of the
system. The outermost object is on average in the widest ini-
tial orbit of any of the systems considered in this work and thus
is susceptible to destabilisation. Without the outermost star the
systems can be thought of as relatively compact triples, much as
the inner binary of a triple is analogous to a tight inner binary.
Further, the middle tertiary object is also relatively precariously
balanced.

3.4. Final Orbital Configurations

In this section we consider the fraction of systems in each con-
figuration at the end of their simulated evolution. The number of
mergers which occur can be inferred from the relative occupancy
in each configuration. A comparison of the different configura-
tions in our fiducial model can be seen in Fig. 7.

1+1 binaries. These binaries result in two single stars for 68%
of the systems considered. Of the remainder 30% of the binaries

finish the evolution as a lone single star, indicating that a merger
has occurred. The final 2% of systems are binaries.

2+1 triples. These systems evolve into two single stars in 61%
systems. In contrast to the binaries, these systems have under-
gone a merger as the number of final objects is less than the
number of initial objects. The next most common final configu-
ration for the 2+1 systems is three single stars ( 26%). The 2+1
systems have a much higher merger rate than the 1+1 systems.
The inner binary of the triple stars are in closer orbits initially,
thus leading to an increased rate of interaction. Further, secular
and N-body dynamical effects increase the likelihood of interac-
tion in the systems.

2+2 quadruples. These systems are almost equally likely
evolve into two single stars (34%) or three single stars (33%).
The systems are thus almost equally likely to undergo one
merger or two mergers. We find that all four objects survive the
evolution in less than 20% of systems. The symmetrical geome-
try of the systems and that they contain two sets of close binaries
results in a high likelihood of interaction for all objects.

3+1 quadruples. These systems typically evolve into three sin-
gle stars (59%), indicating one merger has occurred and that the
objects have unbound from each other. The next most likely, al-
though subdominant, outcome is two single stars (12%). Only
16% of systems still have all four objects at the end of the sim-
ulated evolution. The triple systems resulting from the evolution
of 3+1 systems almost all have a fourth unbound component.
The difference in final outcome between the 2+2 systems and
the 3+1 systems demonstrate that the two types of system have
distinct characteristics. The 3+1 systems have an overall lower
merger rate than the 2+2 as the 2+2s frequently undergo two
mergers. However, the 3+1 systems are less likely to experience
no mergers that the 2+2 systems.

Overall, as the number of objects in the initial system in-
creases so too does the likelihood of one or more mergers during
the evolution. The increased number of objects in the system,
closer inner semi-major axis distributions and increased com-
plexity of the orbital dynamics all contribute. The number of ob-
jects which are merger products also increases with increasing
number of initial objects: 18% in 1+1, 28% in 2+1, 34% in 3+1
and 41% in 2+2 configurations.

3.5. Final Single, Binary, Triple and Quadruple Fractions

As binary or higher order multiple systems evolve a number of
processes act to reduce the multiplicity. Mergers reduce both the
number of objects in the system and the number of orbits. Stars
can also become unbound via a variety of processes including
SN kicks, mass loss from the system and stellar flybys. Dynam-
ical instabilities in the orbits can result in ejections, exchanges
and collisions.

After the simulated 14 Gyr the overwhelming majority of
objects are single, independent of the number of initial objects.
That said, the final multiplicity fraction increases as the initial
number of objects increases. Table 1 gives both the number and
relative percentage of resultant systems that are either single, bi-
nary, triple or quadruple for each initial configuration. The mul-
tiplicity fraction relative to the number of stars and the number
of systems are both given. When considering the relative number
of systems each system is given equal weighting independently
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of the number of objects it contains. The multiplicity fraction as
a number of stars takes into account the number of objects in the
system.

1+1 binaries. These simulated binaries show an overwhelm-
ingly large number of single systems, with 98.9% of systems and
97.9% of stars being single. The requirement that every system
contains at least one object more massive than 10 solar masses
means the large majority of systems are expected to undergo a
SN. The strong natal kick associated with a NS producing SN
is very effective at unbinding the system. Whilst the natal kick
associated with a black hole producing SN is expected to be less
violent than that of the neutron star, the initial mass functions
bias against the initial selection of these systems in our data sets.

2+1 triples. The 2+1 hierarchical triples almost always become
unbound, with 92.3% of systems being single and 85.7% of stars.
The binary systems account for the remaining 7.6% of systems
and 14.2% of stars. We find that only a small number of hierar-
chical triples survive in their initial configuration (20 systems).
The final binary fraction is substantially higher than that of the
1+1 systems. Two dominant processes that contribute to this re-
sult can be uncovered by reflecting upon the effect of mergers
and SN. Consider a triple consisting of a high mass outer ter-
tiary with two low/intermediate mass object in the inner binary.
The massive outer tertiary evolves most rapidly and undergoes a
SN. The outer tertiary becomes unbound but the two lower mass
object in the inner binary remain bound to each other. A merger
in a hierarchical triple will result in the formation of a binary
system whereas if a merger occurs in a binary the only configu-

rations available are either a single star or the destruction of both
objects.

2+2 quadruples. The 2+2 quadruples have the lowest final sin-
gle fraction, with 87.8% of systems, and the highest binary frac-
tion, with 12.1% of systems. No systems remain as quadruples
by the end of the simulation and only a small number are triples
(0.1%). Relative to the total number of stars, 78.2% are single
whereas 21.6% are in binaries. The 2+2 quadruples initially con-
sist of two close inner binaries meaning all of the objects ini-
tially have a close companion. Consequently, evolution in the
system can cause the pairs of binaries to detach from each other
but leave the binaries intact. Disruption of one binary will often
leave the second binary intact. To illustrate this point, consider
a 2+2 quadruple where the most massive star has finished it’s
evolution and undergoes a SN. The SN kick can unbind the two
binaries from each other and the SN remnant from its close com-
panion. The other close binary consisting of two less evolved
stars remain bound to each other.

3+1 quadruples. The 3+1 quadruples have marginally higher
final single fraction than the 2+2s, with 88.8% of systems
without a bound companion. We find 9.4% of systems are in
binaries and 1.4% of systems are triples. We also find 0.4%
of systems are quadruples. The number of surviving binaries
is smaller when compared to the 2+2 quadruples. If the inner
binary consists of two low and intermediate stars and the most
massive star in one the the two outer orbits, a SN will often leave
the inner binary intact. The 3+1 quadruples have the highest
final high-order system fraction.
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As the number of initial objects in the system increase so too
does the final binary fraction. Combined with the observational
evidence that high mass stars are more likely to be form in higher
order configurations, our results indicate that the majority of ob-
served late phase binaries were higher order systems close to the
ZAMS.

3.6. Object Types in the Surviving Binaries

In this section we identify the type of objects in the surviving
binaries at the end of the simulation for each configuration. Fig. 8
shows the resulats of our fiducial model. Whilst each data set has
distinct features there are a number of global trends. In almost
all cases the objects in the binaries are in long lived evolutionary
phases and thus are main-sequence stars or compact remnants.
The COWDs are the most prevalent object in the initially higher
order systems. Further, COWD + COWD are the most common
binary in the higher order systems. The COWDs are also found
to have MS, HeWD, ONeWD, NS and BH companions. We also
find a small number of systems consisting of a COWD + RGB
star. A number of these COWD containing binaries are possible
cataclysmic variables.

The 3+1 quadruples have the most surviving MS + MS bi-
naries. From our initial distributions the 3+1 systems had the
most initially low-mass objects, owing to a combination of the
minimum mass ratio and the stability requirement.

We see very few bound NS systems in any of the data sets.
Each data set shows variations in the preferred NS companion
although this is likely owing to small number statistics. The most
likely companion for a NS is a BH. We also find a number of NS
+ COWD/ONeWD/MS and one instance of NS+NS.

The most common companion for the bound BHs is another
BH, although we find BH systems with all types of compact rem-
nant companion. We find no x-ray binary candidates survive al-
though numerous such binaries are produced earlier in the evo-
lution. In our choice of initial conditions we limit the mass ratio
of the objects to be within the range of 0.1 and 1 as the statistical
properties of systems with extreme mass ratios are not well con-
strained. As a result our results heavily suppress systems which
would evolve in to black holes with main-sequence stars < 2 M⊙.
By the end of the simulations the all the MS companions have
evolved to form white dwarfs.

We find the each data set in our fiducial model produces a
similar number of BH-BH binaries (1+1 - 376, 2+1 - 358, 3+1
- 337, 2+2 436). The results of Moe & Di Stefano (2017) shoes
that for primaries larger than 25 M⊙ the binary fraction is approx-
imately 20% and the triple and quadruple fractions are approxi-
mately 35%. Assuming that there are equal numbers of 3+1 and
2+2 quadruples and that the multiplicity fractions remain con-
stant for higher primary masses, we find expect that 78% of long
lived BH-BH binaries have a higher order origin.

3.7. Impact of Stellar Flybys

In this section we present the major outcomes for the data set
without stellar flybys acting as orbital perturbers. The overall ef-
fect of the stellar fly-bys is unclear and varies for each data set.
The relative contribution of each physical process is relatively
unchanged when compared to the data set including flybys. Un-
expectedly, the contribution of N-body dynamics to changing the
multiplicity is not substantially altered if flybys are and are not
included. Thus we can conclude that the majority of flybys result
in small orbital perturbations rather than collisions or ejections.

As shown in Table 1, small but statistically significant
changes to the final multiplicity fractions can be seen when com-
paring the data sets with (1) and without (2) stellar flybys. All
data sets in (2) except the 3+1 quadruples have marginally lower
single fractions and higher binary fractions than (1). In the case
of 2+2 quadruples (2) shows an increased number of quadruple
systems. The 2+1 and 3+1 data sets both have fewer higher order
systems in (2) than (1).

3.8. Black Hole Natal Kick Velocity

The black hole natal kick velocity distribution is an area of sig-
nificant uncertainty. Observational evidence to support slow and
fast kicks exists. As such we consider a smaller data set with
faster BH kicks (Maxwellian distribution peaked at 50 km s−1)
than in our fiducial model (Maxwellian distribution peaked at
10 km s−1). The binary fraction of the black hole population is
substantially altered by the faster kicks. Comparison of Fig. 8
and Fig. 9 shows that the formation of binaries containing BHs
is heavily suppressed for all initial configurations when the mean
kick velocity is increased. For the faster natal kick data set we
find the production of binaries containing BHs is heavily sup-
pressed. Again, we find that each data set produces a similar
number of BH-BH binaries and have a combined average of 9±4
systems. The fast kick data set has 1/3 initial number of models
as the slow data set, thus we find the BH-BH binary production
is suppressed by a factor of about 10.

4. Discussion

4.1. Supernova

The volatile nature of SN plays a crucial role in the evolution of
massive stellar multiplicity. In our simulations, SN are the dom-
inant physical process driving changes in the orbital configura-
tions of binaries, triples and quadruples (Fig. 6). However, we
used SN as an umbrella term to encompass events where a NS or
a BH is formed. Here we discuss different types of SN included
(or not available) in our simulations. Each type of SN has a spe-
cific physical mechanism that produces a unique signature in the
remnant mass and natal kick distribution. We briefly describe the
properties, parametrisations and uncertainties of different SNe in
order to assess their role at a population level.

4.1.1. Supernova Types

In our simulations, each system has at least one star with an ini-
tial mass greater than 10 M⊙. The theory of stellar evolution pre-
dicts that stars with mass ≳ 8 M⊙ are likely to undergo core col-
lapse at the end of their nuclear burning cycles (Woosley et al.
2002; Heger et al. 2003). The collapse of the core, broadly re-
ferred to as a SN in this paper, can occur as one of the following:
iron core-collapse SN, electron-capture SN, stripped-envelope
SN, fallback SN, complete collapse SN and pair-instability SN.
In addition, we briefly mention SN from thermonuclear detona-
tions. We proceed to discuss each of them.

Iron core-collapse SN. It occurs in stars that are massive
enough to form an iron core. Because of the IMF and the mass
range of their progenitors, these represent the majority of SN
leading to NS or BH formation. There is general agreement
around the physics behind the birth of a compact object fol-
lowing the collapse of the iron core (e.g., Janka et al. 2007;
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Fig. 8. Object types in the surviving binaries at 14 Gyr for σkick = 10 km s−1. The abbreviations for each stellar type are given in Section 2.1. The
relative fraction of each binary type is indicated with the color bar.

Janka 2012; Müller 2020); however, the details remain to be
fully understood (e.g., Burrows & Vartanyan 2021; Janka &
Kresse 2024). An increasing amount of theoretical research sug-
gests that the mass function of compact object remnants is non-
monotonic (e.g., O’Connor & Ott 2011; Ugliano et al. 2012;
Pejcha & Thompson 2015; Sukhbold et al. 2016; Couch et al.
2020) and potentially stochastic (Mandel & Müller 2020). This
remnant mass function may sensitively depend on rotation and
composition (e.g., Limongi & Chieffi 2018), and could be also
be influenced by binary interactions (e.g., Schneider et al. 2021;
Vartanyan et al. 2021; Laplace et al. 2021). Although these un-
certainties might influence the natal kick of iron core-collapse
SNe, it is generally agreed that they result in significant natal
kicks of ≳ 100 km s−1(e.g., Cordes et al. 1993; Hobbs et al.
2005). Most compact objects in out population come from this
formation avenue. The implementation of iron core-collapse SN
in MSE is inherited from SSE (Hurley et al. 2000), with some
alterations to the treatment of natal kicks based, effectively, on

the mass of the core and the mass of the envelope (Hamers et al.
2021).

Electron-capture SN. Electron capture in a degenerate
O+Ne+Mg core has been proposed a mechanism that can lead to
the formation of a NS (Miyaji et al. 1980; Nomoto 1984, 1987).
The mass range that leads to electron-capture SN, situated in
the transition zone between white dwarf formation and iron core
collapse, remains uncertain and is likely narrow (e.g., Doherty
et al. 2017, and references therein). Even when binary interac-
tions have been proposed to expand this mass range (Poelarends
et al. 2017), electron-capture SN are a small fraction of core-
collapse SN. Electron-capture SN have been associated with sig-
nificantly reduced natal kicks compared to those received during
iron core-collapse SN events (Podsiadlowski et al. 2004). The
implementation of electron-capture SN in MSE is inherited from
SSE (Hurley et al. 2000), with some alterations to the treatment
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Fig. 9. As Fig. 8 but using σkick = 50 km s−1 for the black hole natal kick distribution.

of natal kicks based, effectively, on the mass of the core and the
mass of the envelope (Hamers et al. 2021).

Stripped-envelope SN. When massive stars lose their hydro-
gen envelope, either through stellar winds or binary interactions,
they can become stripped stars that lead to stripped-envelope
SN (see Smith 2014, for a review). In recent times, there has
been much speculation about the role of stripping, particularly
through binary interaction, in the fate of SN compared to ex-
plosions from effectively single stars. Some studies suggest that
stripping can alter not only the stellar structure in the later stages
of evolution (e.g., Schneider et al. 2021; Laplace et al. 2021) but
also affect the remnant mass distribution (e.g., Vartanyan et al.
2021) and reduce natal kicks (e.g., Tauris et al. 2015; Vigna-
Gómez et al. 2018, and references therein). The implementation
of the remnant mass of stripped-envelope SN in MSE is inher-
ited from SSE (Hurley et al. 2000), with some alterations to the

treatment of natal kicks based, effectively, on the mass of the
core and the mass of the envelope (Hamers et al. 2021).

Fallback SN. In SN theory, there has been long-standing spec-
ulation about the re-implosion of mass that can ultimately be
accreted to the newly formed compact object (Colgate 1971;
Chevalier 1989), a scenario often referred to as “fallback" SN.
This theory predicts that the mass of this newly formed compact
object will grow and the natal kick will be damped (e.g., Janka
2013). The amount of fallback is generally considered to be pro-
portional to the mass of the core (e.g., Fryer 1999; Fryer et al.
2012) The implementation of the remnant mass of fallback SN is
not included in MSE; the treatment of natal kicks incorporating
fallback is available on (Hamers et al. 2021), but not included in
our analysis.

Complete collapse. There are stellar cores so massive that they
might not eject any baryonic mass during BH formation, a pro-
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cess which is sometimes referred to the complete or direct col-
lapse scenario (e.g., Heger et al. 2003). In this scenario, mass-
energy is only lost via neutrinos and, to a lesser extent, grav-
itational waves (e.g., Janka 2012). Therefore, the pre-SN mass
remains very similar to the mass of the BH. Moreover, the as-
sociated natal kicks are very small, likely only a few km s−1

(Vigna-Gómez et al. 2024).

Pair-instability SN. Oxygen cores with masses of several tens
of solar masses are theoretical candidates for pair-instability SN
(Fowler & Hoyle 1964). In the pair-instability SN scenario, mas-
sive oxygen cores reach high temperatures, leading to efficient
electron-positron pair production. Consequently, the core con-
tracts, leading to a further increase in the central temperature
and ultimately triggering explosive oxygen burning (Barkat et al.
1967; Rakavy et al. 1967; Langer et al. 2007). Pair-instability
SN leave no compact object remnant. This mechanism has led to
the prediction of a dearth of BHs in a certain mass regime (e.g.,
Heger et al. 2003) and pair-instability mass gap in binary BH
mergers (e.g., Belczynski et al. 2016). In high-metallicity envi-
ronments, stellar winds (Vink et al. 2001) likely prevent the for-
mation of massive cores resulting in pain instability SN (Heger
et al. 2003). However, it has been suggested that stellar merger
products can result in overly massive cores (Vigna-Gómez et al.
2019). The implementation of pair-instability SN is not included
in MSE (Hamers et al. 2021).

For cores slightly less massive than those resulting in pair-
instability SN, a similar mechanism has been predicted to re-
sult in BH formation preceded by mass ejection due to pulsa-
tions (e.g., Farmer et al. 2019, and references therein). Pulsa-
tional pair-instability SN result in BH formation (e.g., Woosley
2017) just below the pair-instability mass gap and have therefore
been studied in the context of binary BH mergers (e.g., Steven-
son et al. 2019). Similarly to their more massive counterpart,
pulsational pair-instability SN progenitors are massive cores un-
likely to form, from single stellar evolution, at large metallici-
ties. The implementation of pulsational pair-instability SN is not
included in MSE (Hamers et al. 2021).

4.2. Mergers

4.2.1. How Common Are Stellar Mergers?

Fig. 4 illustrates that the fractions of massive binaries, triples and
quadruples all decrease dramatically in a stellar population after
just ≲ 30 Myr, even in the lack of dynamical encounters that
occur in cluster environments. While most of the multiplicity re-
duction is due to SNe and their associated natal kicks and mass
loss, the second most important agent at play are stellar merg-
ers (Fig. 6). For example, nearly 38% of massive-star systems
formed as triples experience stellar mergers that reduce them
to binaries. Notably, the further evolution of binaries contain-
ing stellar-merger products may be substantially different from
conventional binary evolution, leading to otherwise impossible
outcomes (see also Sec. 4.2.2).

The stellar mergers in our simulations most commonly take
place as a result of mass transfer that turns dynamically unstable,
with occasional mergers caused by collisions in triple or quadru-
ple systems that have become dynamically unstable. Most of
unstable mass transfer events are initiated as a result of radial
expansion of stars during their evolution. For triples and quadru-
ples, the likelihood of a mass transfer event is further enhanced
due to ZKL oscillations.

In MSE, whether a mass transfer event becomes dynamically
unstable is determined based on the mass ratio of the two inter-
acting components (see Sec. 4.1 of Hamers et al. 2021), follow-
ing largely the approach used in BSE (Hurley et al. 2002). The
critical mass ratios implemented in those codes are based on de-
tailed studies of the radial response of stars of different types to
mass loss. The resulting stability criteria determine when mass
transfer turns unstable due to a runaway expansion of the donor
star with respect to its Roche lobe, regardless of what is hap-
pening with the accreting object. However, in interacting sys-
tems with massive star accretors, the mass transfer may also (if
not most commonly) become unstable due to the response of
the mass-gaining star. Stellar models show that a massive star
that accretes mass at a timescale that is a few times shorter than
its thermal-timescale is expected to puff-up in radius by even a
few orders of magnitude (Lau et al. 2024; Schürmann & Langer
2024; Zhao et al. 2024). This condition is likely satisfied for
most mass ratios and orbital periods of interest (Henneco et al.
2024), such that most mass transfer events in massive-star sys-
tems at some point enter a contact phase in which both com-
ponents overflow their respective Roche lobes. It is currently
unknown which of the contact binaries survive the interaction
and which lead to stellar mergers (see the discussion in Henneco
et al. 2024). As a prescription for accretor-driven instability is
thus lacking, any estimate of the rate of stellar mergers from a
population-synthesis code such as the MSE or BSE is likely an
underestimate, including the ones presented in this paper. For
example, Henneco et al. (2024) predict that in the mass range
∼ 13−21M⊙ the rate of accretor-driven stellar mergers may be at
least as common as the rate of classical unstable events caused by
the reaction of the donor. We conclude that while stellar mergers
are already responsible for 30-40% of the multiplicity reduction
events in our MSE simulations, they could potentially become
the dominant mechanism if the response of accretor stars was
taken into account.

4.2.2. Evolution of Binaries Containing Stellar Merger
Products

Stellar mergers are common in massive triple- and quadruple-
star systems. A direct consequence is a significant population
of multiples, in particular binaries, that contain stellar merger
products. Here we discuss how the further evolution of such sys-
tems may differ from normal binary evolution. During a stellar
merger, parts of the helium-enriched core of the more evolved
star can be dredged up and replenished by hydrogen-rich mate-
rial (e.g. Braun & Langer 1995; Ivanova & Podsiadlowski 2002;
Glebbeek et al. 2013; Schneider et al. 2016). In the case of a
merger of two MS stars, this merger-induced mixing extends the
MS lifetime of the merger product, making it appear as a younger
version of an initially more massive and luminous star. The ob-
servational counterpart of MS mergers are blue-straggler stars
found in clusters (McCrea 1964; Hills & Day 1976b). Early MS
mergers have also recently been proposed as the origin of the
blue MS population identified in Galactic young open clusters
(Wang et al. 2022).

The evolution of a stellar merger product depends on the
core-envelope structure that develops following the mass accre-
tion and chemical mixing associated with the merger. One pos-
sibility is that, as the total stellar mass increases, the size of the
convective core increases correspondingly such that the merger
product adopts approximately a normal structure of an initially
more massive star. This is sometimes referred to as full rejuve-
nation. There is no consensus on a precise definition of rejuve-
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nation in the literature. Schneider et al. (2024) recently quantify
the degree of rejuvenation as the difference of the average he-
lium mass fraction of the merger product at terminal-age MS
relative to that of a single star of the same mass. For fully reju-
venated stars that difference is zero. A fully-rejuvenated merger
is thought to further evolve similarly to a conventional single star
of the same mass (e.g. Schneider et al. 2016). Such merger prod-
ucts can thus be modeled using evolutionary fits for single stars
implemented in SSE/BSE codes and their descendants (includ-
ing MSE).

However, the convective core growth required for full reju-
venation is not always possible. This may be the case for late MS
stars that have already developed a sufficiently steep composition
gradient in their interiors, preventing the development of convec-
tion, with the exact threshold being dependent on semiconvec-
tion (Braun & Langer 1995). More importantly, core rejuvena-
tion does not take place in a merger of a post-MS giant and a MS
companion (Podsiadlowski et al. 1992b). As the material from
the MS star is accreted and mixed throughout the envelope of the
giant, the giant’s core remains relatively intact and the core mass
approximately constant (Glebbeek et al. 2013; Justham et al.
2014b; Schneider et al. 2024). The resulting merger product is
a giant star with a massive helium-enriched envelope and an ab-
normally small core for its mass. Such massive post-MS merger
products were shown to evolve differently from conventional sin-
gle stars: instead of expanding to large radii as red supergiants
(∼ 1000 R⊙), they remain compact throughout the rest of their
evolution as much smaller and hotter blue supergiants (∼ 100 R⊙,
Podsiadlowski et al. 1992b; Glebbeek et al. 2013; Justham et al.
2014b; Menon & Heger 2017; Bellinger et al. 2024; Schneider
et al. 2024). Although universally predicted, this effect is not yet
taken into account in any population-synthesis code.

Radial expansion of merger products is not only important
for their surface properties, stellar winds, and the types of super-
nova they produce, but it also a crucial factor affecting whether
and how stars interact via mass transfer (Klencki et al. 2020,
2022). In particular, post-MS mergers in triple or quadruple sys-
tems may give origin to binary systems in which a mass transfer
interaction is avoided because the merger product remain com-
pact. One possible outcome could be systems comprised of stel-
lar BHs with low-mass companions on moderately wide orbits,
such as recently discovered Gaia BH1 (El-Badry et al. 2023b),
Gaia BH2 (El-Badry et al. 2023a), and Gaia BH3 (Gaia Collab-
oration et al. 2024). The formation of such systems is difficult
to reconcile with typical binary evolution scenarios if the BH
progenitor expanded to a red supergiant stage, causing a mass
transfer interaction (El-Badry 2024; Iorio et al. 2024). While
such expansion might be avoided in single stellar models with
assumptions of very high core-overshooting (Gilkis & Mazeh
2024), it could perhaps more naturally be explained as the prod-
uct of multiple-star evolution in which the BH progenitor was a
non-rejuvenaged merger product. The result presented in this pa-
per suggest that binaries containing stellar merger products may
be a common occurance, rather than an exotic scenario (Fig. 6).

Finally, post-MS mergers have been discussed as an expla-
nation for (at least part of) the long-standing puzzle of peculiar
blue supergiants in observed in the Milky Way as well as the
Magellanic Clouds (Menon et al. 2023; Bellinger et al. 2024).
Distinguishing between stellar mergers and other possible sce-
narios is often tied to the multiplicity statistics of the blue super-
giant population. Our results illustrates the importance of taking
higher multiple systems, beyond binaries, into account.

4.3. Numerical Uncertainties

MSE is intended for use a population synthesis to reveal likely
statistical outcomes of a large data set. Care should be taken
not to over interpret individual results or the significance of
rare events. The inherently chaotic nature of N-body dynamics,
approximate prescriptions used for both the stellar models and
sampling from distributions for both SN kicks and stellar flybys
introduce substantial limits to the predictive power of the output
models. Further, the large parameters space of the initial condi-
tions conditions (19 for quadruples, 13 for triples, 7 for binaries)
and comparatively small data set (3×104 for each configuration)
mean we can only infer the more common outcomes with con-
fidence. Our parameter grid is relatively sparse for the size of
the considered parameter space. Further more, our initial models
are restricted to an initial mass ratio of 0.1. As a result of the
above mentioned factors, our data set is intended as a reference
to find evolutionary channels and regions of the parameter space
of interest which can then be further probed with a finer grid of
models for more detailed analysis.

The models in this work are limited to a maximum computa-
tional run time of 5 hours per system. Figure 10 shows the com-
putational wall time for each data set in our fiducial model. The
final column, with wall times exceeding 5 hours, refers to models
which run for 5 hours but do not complete their evolution in this
time. We find 51 binaries, 103 triples, 1186 2+1 quadruples and
1776 3+1 quadruples do not complete their evolution in the user
defined maximum wall time. The majority of the systems with
a run time exceeding the user defined maximum typically have
small semi-major axis. As the number of initial objects in the
system increases so too does the wall time. The quadruple sys-
tems take significantly longer to run than the triples, which are
slower than the binaries. The 3+1 systems are the most likely
to exceed their wall time owing to their proclivity for dynamical
instabilities in the orbits. The incomplete model take the maxi-
mum run time and thus have a substantial impact on the total run
time.

4.4. Dense Stellar Environments

Sensitivity to perturbations in higher order systems would likely
be further enhanced in clusters, however systems have the
prospect to capture objects as well.

Despite the inclusion of stellar fly-bys the results do not
translate well to dense stellar environments such as open clus-
ters, globular clusters and the galactic bulge. The impact of the
increased rate of interaction and the strength of the gravitational
potential are not included in the code and substantially alter the
evolution of systems. Our results including and excluding flybys
show that whilst the flybys do have a very small but nonetheless
statistically significant effect on the models, the outcomes are
varied and it thus is not appropriate to make further inferences
as to how models in a denser environment would respond.

5. Conclusions

In this work we quantify the expected evolutionary outcomes of
1+1, 2+1, 2+2 and 3+1 stellar systems containing at least one
star with an initial mass larger than 10 M⊙. Each system begins
on the ZAMS and is evolved for 14 Gyr, with the coupled stellar
and orbital time evolution calculated at every time step. We par-
ticularly focus on changes to orbital configurations and relative
changes in the multiplicity fraction.
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Fig. 10. Figure showing the computational wall time in hours for each
data set in our fiducial model. The legend shows the total computational
time in hours for each data set.

We find that all initial systems evolve to consist of > 85%
single systems. As the number of stars in the initial system in-
creases so too does the non-single contribution. Only 1.1% of
1+1 systems remain in binaries by the end of their evolution,
whilst 1̃2% of quadruple systems end their simulated evolution
as binary or higher order systems. As the number of objects in
the system increases so too does the complexity of evolution.
Higher order systems typically change orbital configuration sev-
eral times during their evolution. Stellar systems containing pri-
maries with M > 10M⊙ have an average companion frequency
> 2, thus we find it reasonable to conclude that the majority of
observed high mass binaries with evolved objects likely have a
higher order origin.

In all the models, the natal kicks associated with the SN
dominate the evolution of the relative multiplicity. Mergers and
dynamics also have an increasing impact on higher order sys-
tems. The majority of higher order systems undergo at least one
merger, involving either stars or compact objects. Whilst we do
not directly look for mass transfer or study the details of merg-
ers, the number of surviving objects in each system reveals a
clear picture. As the initial multiplicity increases so too does the
likelihood of interaction and merges. At the end of the simula-
tions a considerable number of objects are merger products (18%
in 1+1, 28% in 2+1, 34% in 3+1 and 41% in 2+2 configura-
tions). Merger products are often assumed to be single, however
we predict many binaries containing a merger product should ex-
ist. Higher order systems which reduce to binaries via mergers
cannot and should not be modelled as initially binary systems.

We find that as the initial number increases so too does
the complexity of evolution. The triple and quadruple systems
change orbital configuration many times on their journey to
forming a large number of single objects. From this, and the high
merger rate we can infer that the objects in higher order systems
interact frequently and in such a way that the systems are sub-
stantially altered with each interaction.

Whilst observational evidence of young massive stars sug-
gests a high multiplicity fraction, our simulations predict
that this dramatically declines after a few tens of Myr for
all initial orbital configurations. The high initial fraction of
triples/quadruples is largely ignored in studies attempting to
model and explain the populations of massive binaries. Further,
the multiplicity fraction changes very little after 1 Gyr of sim-
ulated evolution for all configurations. Somewhat counter intu-
itively, despite the high initial multiplicity fraction we clearly
demonstrate that the majority of long lived, evolved products
such as BH and NS are single. Further, we predict that approxi-
mately 80% of long lived BH-BH binary systems have a higher
order origin.

Our results indicate that the key to understanding some un-
usual systems with properties not well explained by binary evo-
lution may be improved understanding and quantifying higher
order interactions. The data set used in this work can be used
for future studies to identify regions in the parameter space of
interest and to study the intermediate phases of evolution.
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Initial Quadruple Triple Binary Single

σkick = 10 km s−1

Flyby
30,000 Initial systems

2+2 0% 0.1% ± 0.3% 12.1% ± 0.3% 87.8% ± 0.2%
0 87 9754 70628

3+1 0.4% ± 0.1% 1.4% ± 0.1% 9.4% ± 0.2 % 88.8% ± 0.3%
299 1188 7736 72884

2+1 0% 0.03 ± 0.02%% 7.6% ± % 92.3% ± 0.2%
- 20 5262 63529

1+1 - - 1.1% ± 0.2% 98.9%± 0.1%
531 49684

σkick = 10 km s−1

No − Flyby
30,000 Initial systems

2+2 0.1% ± 0.1% 0.1% ± 0.1% 12.4% ± 0.3% 87.4% ± 0.3%
90 104 9978 70364

3+1 0% ± 0.1% 0.9% ± 0.1% 9.2% ± 0.3 % 89.9% ± 0.4%
0 418 4280 41817

2+1 0% 0% 7.8% ± 0.2% 92.2% ± 0.2%
- 2 5114 60281

1+1 - - 1.1% ± 0.1% 98.7%± 0.1%
641 49275

σkick = 50 km s−1

Flyby
10,000 Initial systems

2+2 0% 0.03% ± 0.01% 10.4% ± 0.4% 89.5% ± 0.5%
0 8 2729 23545

3+1 0% ± 0.1% 0.8% ± 0.2% 7.5% ± 0.5 % 91.7% ± 0.4%
0 216 2058 25297

2+1 0% 0% 6.0% ± 0.4% 94.0% ± 0.4%
- 0 1357 21467

1+1 - - 0.1% ± 0.1% 99.9%± 0.1%
10 16897

Table 1. The multiplicity at the end of the simulation for each initial configuration. For each entry the top row gives the percentage relative to the
total number of systems and the second row gives the total number of each type. The top half of the table, described as systems in the leftmost
column, refers to the final multiplicity fraction relative to the number of systems at the end of the evolution. Whilst each data set begins with 30,000
systems this number changes during the evolution. As an example, a 2+2 quadruple can split in to 2 binaries and thus would now be considered
two systems which calculating the relative multiplicity fractions at a given time. The bottom half of the table refers to the final multiplicity fraction
relative to the number of stars. The quoted errors are statistical errors derived from teh Clopper-Pearson interval.

Article number, page 20 of 20


	Introduction
	Methods
	Computational Methods
	Initial Conditions
	Classification of Orbital Configurations
	Error Analysis

	Results
	Multiplicity Evolution 
	Number of Changes to Orbital Configurations 
	Evolutionary Processes Which Contribute to Orbital Configuration Changes 
	Final Orbital Configurations 
	Final Single, Binary, Triple and Quadruple Fractions
	Object Types in the Surviving Binaries 
	Impact of Stellar Flybys
	Black Hole Natal Kick Velocity

	Discussion
	Supernova
	Supernova Types

	Mergers
	How Common Are Stellar Mergers?
	Evolution of Binaries Containing Stellar Merger Products

	Numerical Uncertainties
	Dense Stellar Environments

	Conclusions

