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ABSTRACT

Binary neutron stars (BNSs) detected in the Milky Way have the total masses distributing narrowly
around ∼ 2.6 − 2.7M⊙, while the BNS merger GW190425 detected via gravitational wave has a
significantly larger mass (∼ 3.4M⊙). This difference is not well understood, yet. In this paper, we
investigate the BNS spin evolution via an improved binary star evolution model and its effects on
the BNS observability, with implementation of various relevant astrophysical processes. We find that
the first-born neutron star component in low-mass BNSs can be spun up to millisecond pulsars by
the accretion of Roche-lobe overflow from its companion and its radio lifetime can be comparable
to the Hubble time. However, most high-mass BNSs have substantially shorter radio lifetime than
the low-mass BNSs, and thus smaller probability being detected via radio emission. Adopting the
star formation and metal enrichment history of the Milky Way given by observations, we obtain the
survived Galactic BNSs with pulsar components from our population synthesis model and find that
their distributions on the diagrams of spin period versus spin-period-time-derivative (P − Ṗ ) and
orbital period versus eccentricity (Porb − e) can well match those of the observed Galactic BNSs. The
total mass distribution of the observed Galactic BNSs can also be matched by the model. A significant
fraction (∼ 19%−22%) of merging BNSs at redshift z ∼ 0 have masses ≳ 3M⊙, which seems compatible
with the GW observations. Future radio observations may detect many more Galactic BNSs, which
will put strong constraint on the spin evolution of BNSs during their formation processes.

Keywords: Accretion(14) – Compact binary stars(283) – Gravitational wave sources(677) – Neutron
stars(1108) – Stellar evolution(1599) – X-ray binary stars(1811)

1. INTRODUCTION

The mass distribution of binary neutron stars (BNSs)
may encode critical information about the formation
and evolution of BNSs. More than 20 BNSs have
been found in the Milky Way, and 19 BNSs among
them have well measured total masses [see Table 1
in Deng et al. (2024)]. For these Galactic BNSs,
their total mass (Mtot) distribution seems to follow a
two-component Gaussian distribution with the mean
(M̄tot) and the scatter (σM̄tot

) of (M̄tot, σM̄tot
) =

(2.58M⊙, 0.01M⊙) and (2.72M⊙, 0.08M⊙), respectively,
according to Huang et al. (2018, see also other studies

by (Özel et al. 2012; Kiziltan et al. 2013; Özel & Freire
2016; Huang et al. 2018; Farrow et al. 2019; Keitel 2019)
in the literature). Two BNS mergers, i.e., GW170817
and GW190425, have been detected by the Laser In-
terferometer Gravitational wave Observatories (LIGO)
and Virgo (Abbott et al. 2017a,b, 2020), of which the
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total mass Mtot = 2.74+0.04
−0.01M⊙ and 3.4+0.3

−0.1M⊙, respec-
tively (Abbott et al. 2017a, 2020). The total mass of
GW170817 is well consistent with those of the Galactic
BNSs. However, the total mass of GW190425 is signifi-
cantly larger than that of any known Galactic BNS sys-
tems (Abbott et al. 2020), which may suggest a tension
between the mass distribution of the gravitational wave
(GW) detected BNSs and that of the Galactic BNSs
detected by radio emission. Kruckow (2020) discussed
that this discrepancy may be naturally produced in bi-
nary evolution, though without detailed consideration
of the selection effects in both radio and GW detection.

Heavy BNSs like GW190425 may be formed via a
channel different from that for observed Galactic BNSs.
Romero-Shaw et al. (2020) suggested that GW190425-
like BNSs were formed via the unstable case BB mass
transfer, which quickly merged within a time of ≲
10 Myr, and such a short delay time may explain why
similar systems are not observed via radio emission.
However, such a fast-merging channel may be not effi-
cient enough to form heavy BNSs with abundance con-
sistent with GW observations (see Safarzadeh et al.
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2020). It is also possible to form heavy BNSs like
GW190425 by revising the recipes for several physical
processes involved in the evolution of binary stars, such
as different common-envelope (CE) evolution channels,
neutron star masses and kicks (Galaudage et al. 2021;
Vigna-Gómez et al. 2021; Mandel et al. 2021). How-
ever, it is not clear whether these heavy BNSs can be
detected by radio emission and the total mass distribu-
tions of the Galactic BNSs and GW detected BNSs can
be well explained.

One should note that the selection effects may play
important roles in detecting BNSs. For the search of
Galactic BNSs by radio emission, at least one pulsar is
required to be in an observed system. In contrast, the
GW detection only depends on the BNS chirp mass, lu-
minosity distance, orientation and sky localization of the
source, regardless of whether it has a pulsar component
or not. One simple idea is that neutron stars in the
high-mass BNSs (e.g., GW190425) have much shorter
lifetime in the radio band than those in the low-mass
ones (e.g., Galactic BNSs), and thus the GW190425-like
heavy BNSs can hardly be observed via radio emission in
our Galaxy while they can be easier detected comparing
with those lower mass BNS mergers by GW detectors
due to their higher chirp masses.

The spin evolution of neutron stars may be closely re-
lated to their observabilities in the radio band and thus
could be crucial for the understanding of the BNS total
mass distributions obtained for Galactic BNSs and those
detected via GWs. Such spin evolution has not been
thoroughly considered in most previous works for the
formation of BNSs via rapid binary population synthesis
codes (e.g., Dominik et al. 2012, 2013; Belczynski et al.
2016; Tauris et al. 2017; Belczynski et al. 2018; Chruslin-
ska et al. 2018; Giacobbo & Mapelli 2018; Kruckow
et al. 2018; Vigna-Gómez et al. 2018; Riley et al. 2022),
though it has been investigated in details for the high
mass X-ray binary (HMXB) systems (e.g., Davies &
Pringle 1981; Bhattacharya & van den Heuvel 1991;
Zhang et al. 2004; Bozzo et al. 2008; Boldin & Popov
2010; Popov & Turolla 2012; Li et al. 2016; Karino 2020).
In this paper, we further develop the binary star evolu-
tion (BSE) code presented in Chu et al. (2022) by in-
cluding the detailed consideration of the neutron star
spin evolution, and illustrate whether high-mass BNSs
can be detected by their radio emission in the Milky Way
and how the difference of the total mass distribution of
Galactic BNSs from that of GW detected BNSs may be
explained by the selection effects.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we
introduce the population synthesis model and the spin
evolution model for binary neutron stars, the settings of
the initial binary star population, and the settings for
various parameters of the relevant physical processes in-
volved in the binary evolution. According to these mod-
els and the parameter settings, we perform Monte Carlo
simulations of binary star evolution and obtain evolu-

tion tracks for a large amount of BNSs. In Section 3, we
show several spin evolution tracks of the typical BNSs,
as examples, and explain the behaviour of these tracked
by the underlying physics. Using the obtained BNS evo-
lution tracks as the templates, we further produce mock
survived BNS samples by assuming the star formation
history in the Milky Way. We compare the distribution
of these mock samples in the spin period versus the time
derivative of spin period (P − Ṗ ) diagram and the or-
bital period-eccentricity (Porb−e) diagram with those of
the observed BNSs, and find that the observations can
be well matched. We also obtain the total mass distri-
butions of survived BNSs with pulsar components and
compare them with observational ones. Discussions and
conclusions are given in Sections 4 and 5, respectively.

2. METHODS

We adopt a modified version of binary star evolution
(BSE) code (Hurley et al. 2000, 2002) to perform BSE
calculations [see more descriptions in Chu et al. (2022),
for a study of the formation and evolution of BNSs and
Galactic binary compact objects, see also Yu & Jeffery
(2010, 2011, 2015)]. In this section, we first briefly intro-
duce the basic model settings for the initial properties
of binary stars, the consideration of the magnetic field
evolution, and the treatments of the stellar wind veloc-
ity, the remnant compact object masses, supernova and
natal kicks in Section 2.1. Then we introduce the im-
plementation of various processes that affect the spin
evolution in Section 2.2. Finally, we briefly describe the
orbital evolution of BNSs under the GW radiation after
their formation in Section 2.3.

2.1. BSE model settings

We set the initial condition for the binary stars at
their formation time as follows. The initial mass func-
tion (IMF) for the primary components (M1) of the
binary stars is assumed to follow p(M1) ∝ M−2.3

1 for
M1 > 1 M⊙ (Kroupa 2001), where p(M1) denotes
the probability that M1 is in the range from M1 to
M1 + dM1. The mass ratio q of the secondary com-
ponent (M2) to the primary one is assumed to follow a
uniform distribution ∼ U(0.01, 1) (Eggleton et al. 1989).
The initial semi-major axis (a) of binary stars is assumed
to follow the distribution as (see Han 1998; Han et al.
2003)

an(a) =

{
αsep( a

a0
)k, a ⩽ a0,

αsep, a0 < a < a1.
(1)

where n(a) denotes the probability of binaries with semi-
major axis in the range from a to a + da, αsep ≈ 0.070,
a0 = 10R⊙, a1 = 5.75 × 106R⊙ = 0.13 pc, and k ≈ 1.2.
All binary systems are assumed to be on circular orbits
at the birth time and their initial eccentricities ei = 0.

Massive stars may have substantial wind ejection dur-
ing its evolution. In this paper, we consider the wind
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velocity with a β-type velocity law for the accelerating
part of the wind as (Vink et al. 2001)

vw(r) = v∞

(
1 − Ri

r

)β

, (2)

where v∞ = kvesc is the terminal velocity. The escape
velocity is calculated as vesc = (2GMi/Ri)

1/2, where Mi

and Ri denoting the mass and radius of the i-component
of the binary, and i = 1 and 2. The numerical fac-
tor k = 2.6 or 1.3 for hot stars or less hot stars due
to so-called “bi-stability” jump (mass loss rate Ṁ of
the nuclear burning star via stellar wind decreases with
decreasing star temperature and drops sharply at the
so-called “jump temperature”). The jump temperature
between hot stars and less hot stars can be estimated as
(Vink et al. 2001)

T jump
eff = 61.2(±4.0) + 2.59(±0.28)log⟨ρ⟩ kK, (3)

where the characteristic density ⟨ρ⟩, defined as the wind
density at 0.5v∞ of the wind, is given by (Vink et al.
2001)

log⟨ρ⟩ = −13.636(±0.029) + 0.889(±0.026)log(Z/Z⊙).
(4)

The parameter β in Equation (2) governs the degree of
acceleration and the wind velocity can be controlled by
changing β. Here, we set β = 1, which is corresponding
to the fast wind model in Karino (2020), and we also
discuss the possible effects of the wind velocity setting
on the neutron star spin evolution by choosing different
β in Section 4. The stellar wind loss rate Ṁd follows
the formulas given in Hurley et al. (2000), and one can
find that summarized in Riley et al. (2022). The mass
accretion rate on to the neutron star is given as

Ṁacc =
G2M2

NS

v4wa
2(1 − e2)1/2

Ṁd, (5)

where a and e denote the semi-major axis and eccen-
tricity of the binary orbit, respectively. Besides, this
mass accretion rate is limited by the Eddington limit
(Cameron & Mock 1967; Hurley et al. 2002)

ṀEdd = 2.08 × 10−3(1 + X)−1RNS

R⊙
M⊙yr−1, (6)

where X represents the hydrogen mass fraction. Once
the radius of one of the two stars becomes equal to (or
larger than) the Roche lobe (RL) radius (Eggleton 1983)

rL = a
0.49q2/3

0.6q2/3 + ln(1 + q1/3)
, (7)

the Roche lobe overflow (RLOF) begins and mass trans-
fer occurs in close binary systems. Here, we adopt the
mass transfer stability options used in Hurley et al.

(2002) and enforce the Eddington limit if the accretor is
a compact object (Iorio et al. 2023).

The common-envelope (CE) evolution can be simpli-
fied by using the description of the α-formalism (Web-
bink 1984), i.e.,

G(M1 −m1c)M1

λrL
= αCE

(
Gm1cM2

2af
− GM1M2

2ai

)
,

(8)
where αCE represents the CE ejection efficiency, λ is a
structure parameter which depends on the evolutionary
state of the donor, rL is the Roche lobe radius, ai and af
are the semi-major axis of the binary before and after
the CE stage, M1 and m1c are the masses of the star
and its core, M2 is the companion mass. The struc-
ture parameter λ is given in Claeys et al. (2014) and
Marchant et al. (2021). The value of αCE is highly un-
certain. According to its definition, αCE should range
from 0 to 1. However, Iorio et al. (2023) found that
for the cases with αCE ≤ 1, the formation of BNSs is
highly suppressed, and consequently the merger rate.
We also check the cases with αCE < 1 and find that
the distribution of observed Galactic BNSs cannot be
reproduced. Recent works have explored the cases with
αCE > 1, corresponding to the assumption that the or-
bital energy is not the only source of energy contributing
to unbind the CE and the ejection of CE is more effi-
cient than that for the cases with αCE < 1 (e.g., Röpke
& De Marco 2023, and references therein). Adopting
a larger αCE (αCE > 1) also leads to the formation of
spiraling-in BNSs at relatively larger radii. In this pa-
per, we adopt αCE = 3 according to Sgalletta et al.
(2023) because adopting this value the population syn-
thesis model can best reproduces the BNS merger rate
in our Galaxy. Note also that the αCEλ parameteriza-
tion might be too simplistic to deal with the complex
CE evolution, especially assuming a constant value of
αCE for the full stellar mass range. The more compli-
cated formalism for the CE phase (e.g., De Marco et al.
2011; Hirai & Mandel 2022; Di Stefano et al. 2023) may
be alternative adopted in future work.

We consider several different types of supernovae in
the model. For stars with helium core masses in the
range of 1.6-2.25M⊙ (Hurley et al. 2002) and > 2.25M⊙,
we assume that they end up as the electron-capture
supernovae (ECSNe; Miyaji et al. 1980; Nomoto 1984,
1987) and the core-collapse supernovae (CCSNe; Hur-
ley et al. 2002), respectively. In a short-orbital-period
binary with a compact companion, mass transfer may
occur when the helium star is re-expanding after core
helium burning and the donor is severely stripped by
the companion, leaving behind a helium envelope with
mass less than 0.1M⊙ (so-called “case BB mass trans-
fer”; Tauris et al. 2013, 2015). If the remaining stel-
lar core is massive enough to undergo core collapse, we
assume that it ends up as an ultra-stripped supernova
(USSNe; Tauris et al. 2013, 2015). In addition, we as-



4 Chu, Lu, & Yu

sume that the case BB mass transfer is always stable
(Vigna-Gómez et al. 2018) and it removes the entire he-
lium envelope (Riley et al. 2022).

The mass of the remnant leaving by a supernova de-
pends on the type of the supernova, the core mass, and
the neutron star equation of state (EOS). For stars un-
dergoing ECSNe, we set the remnant mass as 1.26M⊙
(Timmes et al. 1996). For stars undergoing CCSNe or
USSNe, we calculate the remnant mass following the de-
layed supernova remnant mass function (RMF) given by
Fryer et al. (2012). We adopt two types of EOSs for neu-
tron stars, i.e., one is the DD2 EOS with the maximum
mass for nonrotating neutron stars of MTOV ∼ 2.42M⊙
(see Banik et al. 2014), and the other is the SLy4 EOS
with MTOV ∼ 2.05M⊙ (e.g., Douchin & Haensel 2001).
For a neutron star with given mass (MNS) and EOS, its
radius (RNS) can be estimated from its mass [see Fig. 6
in Douchin & Haensel (2001) and Fig. 2 in Banik et al.
(2014)]. The moment of inertia for the neutron star
can be estimated as I = 0.4MNSR

3
NS under the assump-

tion of the rigid body, for simplicity. Note that a fast
spinning neutron star can be substantially heavier than
MTOV (Cook et al. 1992, 1994; Baumgarte et al. 2000).
However, these fast spinning neutron stars may collapse
to black holes when they evolve to slower spinning ones
with longer spin periods. In our simulations, fast spin-
ning neutron stars indeed evolve to slower spinning ones
with longer spin period (see details in Section 3). There-
fore, we do not consider the neutron stars with masses
larger than MTOV for simplicity. Note that the mass-
radius relation may be dependent on the spin of the
neutron star, and the spinning ones have the relation
slightly different from that of non-rotating ones. For
simplicity, we also ignore this difference in this paper
for calculating the spin evolution.

Different type of supernovae may result in neutron
stars with different natal-kick velocities (vk). We draw
the natal-kick velocities from a Maxwellian distribution

dN

Ndvk
=

(
2

π

)1/2
v2k
σ3
k

exp

(
− v2k

2σ2
k

)
, (9)

where σk is its dispersion, dN/N is the normalized num-
ber in a kick velocity bin dvk. For ECSNe and USSNe,
we set σk = 30 km s−1 (Vigna-Gómez et al. 2018) and
for CCSNe, we set σk = 265 km s−1 (Hobbs et al. 2005).

The survived number of BNSs depends on the star for-
mation history of the Milky Way as well as the metal-
licities of the stars. In this paper, we assume that the
total mass of the stars formed in the disc and bulge
amount to 5.2 × 1010 M⊙, 0.9 × 1010 M⊙, respectively
(Licquia & Newman 2015). We adopt the star forma-
tion and metallicity enrichment histories from Ferreras
et al. (2003) (see Fig. 1 therein) and Snaith et al. (2014)
(see Fig. 2 therein) to reproduce the star formation in
the Galactic bulge and disc, respectively. The grid of
metallicity is set to be Z = 0.1Z⊙, 0.3Z⊙, 0.5Z⊙, 0.7Z⊙,

and 1Z⊙, to cope with metallicity bins of zero-age main
sequence (ZAMS) binaries Z/Z⊙ ∈ (0, 0.2], (0.2, 0.4],
(0.4, 0.6], (0.6, 0.85], and (0.85, 5), separately. Here, we
take the solar metallicity as Z⊙ = 0.02. For simplicity,
we assume that half of the massive stars are in binaries.

2.2. Spin evolution of neutron stars

The spin of a neutron star can be characterized by
its spin period, and the neutron star may spin up or
spin down due to various processes. Here spin-up and
spin-down mean that the spin period goes down and up,
respectively. For isolated neutron stars, the spin declines
continuously and the spin-down rate highly depends on
the magnetic field B, the braking index n (a dimension-
less parameter characterizing how the pulsar spin-down
rate varies with the rotation frequency), the alignment
angle χ (the angle between the rotational and magnetic
axes of the pulsar), and the detailed spin-down model.
For simplicity, we treat all pulsars as orthogonal rota-
tors (i.e., χ = 90◦) with a fixed index (e.g., n = 3, see
Ridley & Lorimer 2010) and set the initial spin period
as P0 = 0.01 s (see Karino 2020, a different set of the
initial spin has little effect on our final results). The
spin-down rate is given by

Ṗ = 9.73 × 10−16µ2
30I

−1
45 P−1s s−1, (10)

where µ30 (µ = BR3
NS) and I45 are the magnetic dipole

moment in units of 1030 G cm3 and the moment of inertia
in units of 1045 g cm2, respectively (Ridley & Lorimer
2010). The so-called “death line” which separate the
radio-quiet pulsars from others is given by

Pdeath =

√
B

1.7 × 1011 G
s, (11)

and pulsars with spin period P > Pdeath are radio-quiet
(Bhattacharya & van den Heuvel 1991).1

The spin evolution of pulsars during the BNS forma-
tion processes may be vastly different from the cases
for isolated pulsars. In the binary cases, mass accre-
tion onto the first-born neutron star may occur due to
a massive donor, which leads to significant evolution of
the neutron star spin. At this stage, the system can
be treated as a high-mass X-ray binary (HMXB). Ac-
cording to different types of the donor, HMXBs can be
divided into roughly two groups, i.e., OB-type and Be-
type (Corbet 1984, 1986; Bildsten et al. 1997). For an
OB-type HMXB, the donor fills its Roche lobe (RL) and
the neutron star accretes matter overflown from the RL.
In contrast, a neutron star in a Be-type HMXB accretes
the stellar wind from the donor.

Below, we first summarize the definitions for different
radii related to various processes used in our following
analysis and calculations, for convenience.

1 One may note that a small fraction of pulsars (e.g., J2144-3933;
Young et al. 1999) with P > Pdeath are still observable at radio
band.
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• Rg: the Bondi radius, defined as Rg = 2GMNS/v
2
w

(Bondi 1952). Material inside Rg can be captured
by the neutron star gravity.

• Rlc: the light cylinder radius, defined as Rlc =
cP/2π (Davies & Pringle 1981).

• Rmag,1: the magnetic field radius when Rmag,1 <

Rg, defined as Rmag,1 = (µ2/2Ṁ
√

2GMNS)2/7

(Boldin & Popov 2010).

• Rmag,2: the magnetic field radius when Rmag,2 >

Rg, defined as Rmag,2 = (2µ2G2M2
NS/Ṁv5w)1/6

(Boldin & Popov 2010).

• Ra: the inner boundary radius (with respect to
the neutron star) of the wind flow, defined as

Ra = R
7/9
mag,1R

2/9
g (Davies & Pringle 1981). A

pressure balance is achieved between the magne-
tosphere and the wind material at Ra.

• Rb: the outer boundary radius (with respect to
the neutron star) of the wind flow, defined as
Rb = R3

gΩ2/v2w (Davies & Pringle 1981) with Ω
representing the rotation velocity of the pulsar.
For the wind material outside Rb, the pressure and
density are approximately constant.

• Rcor: the corotation radius, defined as Rcor =
(GMNSP

2/4π2)1/3 (Ghosh 2007).

2.2.1. Wind-fed accretion

The donor star in a binary may not expand right af-
ter the formation of the first born neutron star due to
different lifetimes of massive main sequence stars, and
thus the accretion onto the neutron star may be first
fed by wind only as the Roche Lobe is not filled, yet.
In this case, the system appears as a wind-fed HXMB.
The newly formed neutron star may have strong mag-
netic field and rapid spin, and it emits strong electro-
magnetic radiation and relativistic particles. As a result,
the mass accretion is inhibited until the outgoing flux is
less than the accretion ram pressure (Popov & Turolla
2012; Karino 2020). This period is denoted as the ejector
phase (phase a). In this phase, the spin evolution of the
neutron star follows the spin-down model for isolated
pulsars as above (Eq. 10). For the weak stellar wind

case, Ṁ < Ṁc1, where (Illarionov & Sunyaev 1975)

Ṁc1 = 1010B2
11v

7
8/M

4
NS, (12)

here B11 represents the magnetic field in unit of
1011 G, and v8 denotes the wind velocity vw in unit of
108 cm s−1, this phase ends at (Davies & Pringle 1981)

Pab = 0.8µ
1/3
30 Ṁ

−1/6
15 v

−5/6
8

(
MNS

M⊙

)1/3

s. (13)

For the strong stellar wind case (Ṁ > Ṁc1), this phase
ends at (Davies & Pringle 1981)

Pac = 1.2µ
1/2
30 Ṁ

−1/4
15 v

−1/2
8 s. (14)

The neutron star may evolve into the rapid rotator
phase (phase b) after the ejector phase in the weak
stellar wind case (P > Pab). In the rapid rotator
phase, the wind material from the donor enters the
light cylinder of the neutron star before it can enter
into the magnetic field radius and the Bondi radius, i.e.,
Rg < Rmag,2 < Rlc. It can hardly penetrate deep into
the region with radius ≲ Rmag,2 due to the strong mag-
netic field inside the light cylinder and thus the rota-
tional energy of the neutron star will be dissipated at
Rmag,2. The spin-down rate in this phase can be esti-
mated as (Zhang et al. 2004)

Ṗ = 8.59 × 10−16µ30Ṁ
1/2
15 v

5/2
8 P 2 s s−1, (15)

and this phase ends when the outer boundary of the
wind plasma Rb decreases to the Bondi radius Rg

(Davies & Pringle 1981), at which the neutron star pe-
riod is

Pr = 2.2µ30Ṁ
−1/2
15 v

1/2
8

(
MNS

M⊙

)−1

s. (16)

The neutron star may enter the propeller phase (phase
c) after the ending of the rapid rotator phase in the weak
stellar wind case with P = Pr or the ejector phase in
the strong stellar wind case with P = Pac. In this pro-
peller phase, the inner boundary of the wind matter Ra

is larger than the corotation radius Rcor but smaller than
the Bondi radius Rg, i.e., Rg > Ra > Rcor. The spin
angular momentum is transferred to the ejected wind
matter through the connection with the rotating mag-
netic field. Hence, the neutron star spin declines rapidly
and the spin-down torque in this phase is (Ghosh 2007;
Karino 2020)

Nc = −IΩ̇ =
2πIṖ

P 2
=

(
π2µ4

9GMNSP 2R3
mag,1

)1/2

. (17)

This propeller phase ends at the quasi-equilibrium rate
when the inner boundary of the wind matter Ra reaches
the corotation radius Rcor and the resulting spin of the
neutron star is (Davies & Pringle 1981)

Peq = 23µ
2/3
30 Ṁ

−1/3
15 v

−2/3
8 s. (18)

However, if the magnetic field remains at high value
at the end of the ejector phase, this field may inhibit
the accretion onto the neutron star. For strong stellar
wind case, when Rmag,2 > Rcor, the wind material can
be blown off via a strong centrifugal force provided by
the rapid magnetospheric rotation, and this state corre-
sponds to the super-Keplerian magnetic inhibition phase
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(phase b2; Bozzo et al. 2008). During this phase, the
spin declines rapidly and the spin-down torque can be
estimated as (Karino 2020)

Nb2 = −IΩ̇ = Rmag,2(Ṁmagvspin), (19)

where Ṁmag denotes the rate of material entering into
the magnetic radius and vspin is the rotational veloc-
ity of the magnetic field lines at Rmag,2. Consequently,
the corotation radius Rcor continues to expand until
it reaches the magnetic radius Rmag,2. Once Rcor >
Rmag,2, the wind matter will fall on to the neutron star
due to the Kelvin-Helmholtz instability instead of be-
ing blown off (Harding & Leventhal 1992). This phase
(phase b3) is subject to the sub-Keplerian magnetic
inhibition phase (Bozzo et al. 2008) or the georotator
phase (Lipunov 1992). During this phase, a quasi-
equilibrium state with P = Peq (Eq. 18) is achieved
(Rcor = Rmag,2 > Rg). The spin period of neutron star
declines gradually considering the slow decrease of Peq

due to the decay of the magnetic field (Boldin & Popov
2010; Karino 2020).

A quasi-spherical wind accretion can occur at the
end of the propeller phase if the corotation radius Rcor

becomes larger than the inner boundary of the wind
plasma Ra, or occur at the end of the sub-Keplerian
magnetic inhibition phase if the Bondi radius Rg be-
comes larger than the magnetic field radius Rmag,2.
Therefore, a thick settling shell can be formed around
the neutron star (Shakura et al. 2012). According to the
value of the accretion rate, the accretion phases can be
divided into two cases. If Ṁ > Ṁc2, where (Elsner &
Lamb 1984)

Ṁc2 = 1.6 × 1016µ
1/4
30

(
MNS

M⊙

)−1/2(
RNS

10 km

)7/8

g s−1,

(20)
the cooling of the shell is efficient due to the inverse-
Compton mechanism and the matter falls toward the
neutron star at a supersonic speed, corresponding to the
Bondi-Hoyle-Littleton (BHL) accretion phase (phase d1;
Bondi 1952; Hoyle & Lyttleton 1939). Otherwise, the
shell is cooled inefficiently. Here, the angular momentum
of neutron star can be removed from the magnetosphere
in two ways. One is that the material falls on to neutron
star at a subsonic speed, corresponding to the subsonic
settling accretion phase (phase d2; Shakura et al. 2012).
The other is that the material is expelled from the mag-
netospheric boundary without accretion, corresponding
to the subsonic propeller phase (phase d3; Bozzo et al.
2008). In the phase d1, the spin-up torque can be esti-
mated as

Nd1 = IΩ̇ = ṀR2
mag,1Ω. (21)

This phase ends at the spin equilibrium state Peq (see
Eq. 18). In the phase d2, the settling accretion shell can
inhibit the accretion, and the interaction between the
magnetic field and the settling shell material exerts an

additional torque on the neutron star. The total torque
can be estimated as (Karino 2020)

Nd2 = IΩ̇ = AṀ
7/11
16 −BṀ

3/11
16 , (22)

where A and B are two functions given by

A = 4.6 × 1031Kµ
1/11
30 v−4

8

(
Porb

10 day

)−1

, (23)

B = 5.5 × 1032Kµ
13/11
30

(
P

100 s

)−1

. (24)

Here K ∼ 40 is a non-dimensional factor (Popov & Tur-
olla 2012). This phase ends at the equilibrium spin pe-
riod (Li et al. 2016)

Peq,d2 = 1193µ
12/11
30 v48Ṁ

−4/11
16

(
Porb

10 day

)
s. (25)

In the phase d3, the spin-down rate is (Boldin & Popov
2010)

Ṗ = 2.4 × 10−11µ2
30

(
MNS

M⊙

)−1

s s−1, (26)

and this phase ends at the critical spin period (Ikhsanov
2001)

Peq,d3 = 450µ
16/21
30 Ṁ

−5/7
15

(
MNS

M⊙

)−4/21

s. (27)

According to Li et al. (2016), the subsonic settling accre-
tion model can well reconstruct the spin orbital-period
distribution of HMXBs and the measured wind veloci-
ties from several HMXBs seem to favour this viewpoint.
Therefore, we mainly adopt the subsonic settling accre-
tion model for cases with Ṁ < Ṁc2 to estimate the
spin evolution and show the results in Section 3. For
comparison, the results of subsonic propeller model are
discussed in Section 4.

2.2.2. Roche Lobe overflow

Second, we consider the spin evolution of a neutron
star due to Roche-Lobe overflow. The systems with
RLOF (Cen X-3, Her X-1, etc.) show that once a per-
manent accretion disc forms, the neutron star is rapidly
spun up back to a short pulse period and the spin-up
rate is estimated as (Pringle & Rees 1972)

Ṗ

P
=−7.2 × 10−7Ṁ16

(
MNS

M⊙

)−1/2

× (28)(
Rmag,1

10 km

)1/2(
RNS

10 km

)−2

P yr−1,

The spin-up process ends when the neutron star reaches
an equilibrium spin period (Rcor = Rmag,1) given by
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(Bhattacharya & van den Heuvel 1991)

Peq,RL = 1.6

(
B

1012 G

)6/7(
RNS

10 km

)18/7

× (29)(
M⊙

MNS

)5/7(
1017 g s−1

Ṁ

)3/7

s.

After the birth of the second neutron star, we as-
sume that both neutron stars spin down following Equa-
tion (10) and no further accretion occurs before the co-
alescence of the two neutron stars.

A flow chart is shown in Figure 1 to exemplify the spin
evolution of two neutron star components in the forma-
tion processes of a BNS system, by including various as-
trophysical processes as described above that affect the
spin evolution of the first-born neutron star component
before the formation of the second one.

2.2.3. Magnetic field evolution

It is widely accepted that a neutron star has a strong
magnetic field right after its birth and this initial strong
magnetic field declines with time. Here we assume the
magnetic field decays in an exponential form

B(t) = (Bini −Bfin) × exp(−t/td) + Bfin, (30)

where td is the magnetic field decay timescale, and
Bfin = 108 G is the final field corresponding to the
typical values observed in neutron stars in old systems
(e.g., low mass X-ray binaries; LMXBs) (Os lowski et al.
2011). The magnitude of initial field Bini is still under
debate. In our calculations, we assign the initial mag-
netic field for a neutron star formed from stars with mass
< 20 M⊙ by assuming it follows a log-normal distribu-
tion with the mean of ⟨log(Bini/G)⟩ ∼ 13 and the scatter
of ∼ 0.55, according to the constraints on the distribu-
tion obtained in the literature (see, Faucher-Giguère &
Kaspi 2006; Igoshev & Popov 2013). However, for those
neutron stars descend from particularly massive stars
(MMS ≳ 20 M⊙), magnetars can be formed via the
fossil field scenario or the dynamo hypothesis and we
assume that their initial magnetic field is uniformly dis-
tributed in the range of ∼ 1014 − 1015 G (Esposito et al.
2021), according to the magnetar catalog from Olausen
& Kaspi (2014). There is a large uncertainty associated
with the magnetic field decay timescale. It has been pro-
posed that the accretion material from the companion
star onto the pulsar will bury the pulsar magnetic field at
an accelerated rate (Zhang & Kojima 2006). Therefore,
we set td = 106 yr when the neutron star accretes from
the donor (Karino 2020). Otherwise, we set td = 109 yr
(Chattopadhyay et al. 2020).

2.3. Orbital evolution of BNSs after their formation

BNSs continue to evolve under the gravitational wave
(GW) radiation after their formation. In this stage, the

evolution of the BNS semimajor axes (a) and eccentric-
ities (e) are given by (Peters 1964)〈
da

dt

〉
=−64

5

G3m1m2(m1 + m2)

c5a3(1 − e2)7/2

(
1 +

73

24
e2 +

37

96
e4
)
,

(31)〈
de

dt

〉
=−304

15
e
G3m1m2(m1 + m2)

c5a4(1 − e2)5/2

(
1 +

121

304
e2
)
, (32)

where m1 and m2 denotes the primary and secondary
component masses of a BNS. In this way, we can obtain
the merger timescale for each BNS.

3. RESULTS

For each metallicity, we perform Monte Carlo simu-
lations for the evolution of 107 binaries by using the
above settings for the BSE model. The total mass
of the evolved binaries is 1.97 × 108 M⊙, representing
7.65 × 108 M⊙ of total star forming mass under the
assumed initial mass distribution. According to these
Monte Carlo simulations, we record the evolution track
for each binary, especially those that finally form BNSs,
and take them as the templates to further investigate
the survived BNSs in the Milky Way.

3.1. Evolution tracks of BNSs

According to our model and simulations, BNSs are
mainly formed from two channels, i.e., the wind-fed
channel and the wind-fed + RLOF channel. For the
wind-fed + RLOF formation channel, the first-born neu-
tron star can be spun up to have a relatively short spin
period due to the prolonged RLOF accretion. In con-
trast, for the wind-fed channel, HMXBs go through the
subsonic settling accretion phase when the donor evolves
in the main sequence (MS) stage or the naked helium
star MS (HeMS) stage, and the BHL accretion phase
when the donor enters the Hertzsprung gap (HG) stage
or the naked helium star Hertzsprung gap (HeHG) stage.
In the subsonic settling accretion phase, the neutron star
spins down to the quasi-equilibrium state with spin pe-
riod of Peq,d2 (Eq. 25) and then its spin period decreases
from this quasi-equilibrium value gradually because of
the decay of the magnetic field. Although a neutron star
can be spun up during the BHL accretion phase, the spin
period is still substantially larger than that formed from
the wind-fed + RLOF formation channel due to the lim-
ited timescale of the HG stage or the HeHG stage and
the spin-up rate.

The age of HMXBs, te, is another parameter that af-
fects the spin evolution. Here te is defined as the time
since the formation of the first neutron star component,
i.e., te = 0 yr when this component is born. If the initial
mass ratio q ∼ 1 or the initial binary system is massive
enough, the lifetime of the HMXB is normally short.
Hence the magnetic field is always strong and the quasi-
equilibrium spin periods, e.g., Peq, Peq,d2, and Peq,RL,
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Figure 1. A flow chart for the spin evolution of BNSs.

are relatively large in value, resulting in large spin pe-
riod of the neutron star. If there is a significant differ-
ence in mass between the input binary components (i.e.,
a smaller mass ratio) and the total mass is relatively low,
the HMXB exists for a longer time duration and at the
end of the HMXB state, the magnetic field declines sig-
nificantly. In this way, the first-born neutron star can
be recycled as a millisecond pulsar through RLOF.

Figures 2-5 show several examples of the obtained spin
evolution tracks for BNSs. Figure 2 shows the spin
evolution of both neutron star components in a binary
system, in which the first-born neutron star only expe-
rienced the wind-fed accretion during its evolution in
the HXMB stage (hereafter case A). This binary star
evolved to a BNS with mass Mtot ∼ 2.6M⊙, similar to
the typical mass of Galactic BNSs, at te ∼ 11 Myr after
the formation of the first-born neutron star. The orbital
period of the binary just after the first SN (te = 0) and
just before the second SN (te = 11 Myr) in the HMXB
stage are Porb,i ∼ 53.3 day and Porb,f ∼ 1 day, respec-
tively. In this case, both progenitors of the binary have
masses < 20 M⊙ and the initial magnetic field of both
neutron star components is set as Bini = 1013 G.

The left panel of Figure 2 shows the spin evolution
of the first-born neutron star during the HMXB stage.
For case A, as seen from the figure, the first-born neu-
tron star enters the ejector phase and spins down to Pab

continuously until te ∼ 0.9 Myr. After that, the orbital
period is large and the donor is still at the MS stage,
the weak stellar wind criterion is satisfied (Ṁ < Ṁc1)
and the neutron star then evolves into the rapid rotator
phase. At te ∼ 4.5 Myr, the weak stellar wind crite-
rion is violated (Ṁ > Ṁc1) due to the decay of the
magnetic field and the expansion of the donor. The pro-
peller spin-down phase occurs since then and the spin
period grows up to Peq at te ∼ 6.2 Myr. It takes about
0.2 Myr for the neutron star to spin down to the quasi-
equilibrium spin period Peq,d2 in the subsonic settling
accretion phase, and then the same track of spin evo-
lution as this quasi-equilibrium state is adopted (see
Eq. 25). When the donor runs out of the MS state and
changes into the HG stage, the wind velocity decreases
and the accretion rate increases due to the expansion
of the donor, resulting in the spin period slipping dra-
matically at te ∼ 9 Myr. Once the increasing accre-
tion rate reaches Ṁc2 (see Eq. 20), the BHL accretion

phase happens and the neutron star can be spun up. Be-
cause of the weak magnetic field and low magnitude of
Rmag,1, the spin-up is not efficient and the neutron star
can hardly be spun up to Peq (see Eq 18). After that,
the donor becomes a HeMS star and the accretion rate
decreases below Ṁc2. The neutron star spends about
0.7 Myr to spin down to Peq,d2 again in the subsonic
settling accretion phase, and then stays at this quasi-
equilibrium state in the following ∼ 1.2 Myr. The BHL
accretion phase occurs for a limited time in the late stage
of HeHG stage but the spin-up is not efficient. Finally,
the HMXB ends up as a BNS, with the first-born and
the second-born neutron stars having (P,B) = (2.45 s,
2.6 × 108 G) and (0.01 s, 1013 G) at te ∼ 11 Myr. The
right panel of Figure 2 shows the spin evolution of both
neutron stars. After the second SN, both neutron stars
spin down through the dipole radiation (see Eq. 10).
The first-born neutron star is radio-quiet in the BNS
stage. This BNS system can be observed through the
radio emission from the second-born neutron star (i.e.,
observed as a young pulsar) but only within a limited
period of ∼ 3.3 Myr.

Figure 3 shows the spin evolution of both neutron star
components in another binary system in which the first-
born neutron star only experienced wind-fed accretion
during its evolution in the HXMB stage (hereafter case
B). The BNS formed from this binary has a total mass
of ∼ 3.4 M⊙, similar as that of GW190425. In this case,
the duration of the HMXB stage is ∼ 4.1 Myr, and the
initial and the final orbital periods of the HMXB are
Porb,i ∼ 80.9 day and Porb,f ∼ 1.3 day, respectively. The
progenitors of both neutron stars are sufficiently massive
(> 20 M⊙) and thus we assume that they are initially
magnetars. We specifically assume that the initial mag-
netic fields of these two magnetars are Bini = 5×1014 G.

The evolution tracks shown for the case B (Fig. 3) are
quite different from that of the case A (Fig. 2). As seen
from this figure, the ejector phase becomes shorter (at
te ∼ 0 − 3.6 kyr) and ends at higher spin period due
to the stronger magnetic field. After that, the neutron
star rapidly spins down to Peq during the rapid rotator
phase (at te ∼ 3.6 − 9.1 kyr). At the moment P = Peq,
the magnetic radius is equal to the corotation radius and
larger than the Bondi radius, i.e., Rmag,2 = Rcor > Rg.
A quasi-equilibrium state is achieved and the spin period
decreases gradually with the decaying magnetic field un-
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Figure 2. Spin evolution of the two neutron star components of a binary system, in which the first-born neutron star

experienced wind-fed accretion during the HMXB stage. The finally formed BNS has a total mass of Mtot ∼ 2.6 M⊙, similar

to those Galactic BNSs. The total evolution period of the HMXB (from first SN to second SN) is ∼ 11 Myr, and the initial

and the final orbital periods of the HMXB are Porb,i ∼ 53.3 day and Porb,f ∼ 1 day at te = 0 and 11 Myr, respectively. The

bottom left panel focuses on the spin evolution of the first-born neutron star during the HMXB stage, and the bottom right

panel shows the spin evolution of both neutron stars since their formation. In the left panel, the black solid line shows the spin

period evolution of the first-born neutron star during the HMXB stage; the black and the red dashed lines show the values

of Pab and Pac, the spin period for the first-born neutron star at the end of the ejector phase, in the weak and strong stellar

wind cases, estimated according to Eqs. (13) and (14), respectively; the cyan dashed line shows the value of Pr, the final spin

period of the rapid rotator phase in the weak stellar wind case, estimated by Eq. (16); the blue dashed line shows the value of

Peq, the quasi-equilibrium spin period of the sub-Keplerian magnetic inhibition phase, the minimum spin period of the BHL

accretion phase, or the final spin period of the super-Kelperian magnetic inhibition phase and the propeller phase, estimated

from Eq. (18); the green dashed line shows Peq,d2, the maximum spin period during the subsonic settling accretion phase,

estimated from Eq. (25). In the right panel, the red and the blue dashed lines show the death line for the first-born and the

second-born neutron stars, respectively. The red and the blue solid lines show the evolution of the spin period of the first and

the second-born neutron star components, respectively. The top panel shows the accretion rate (in unit of the Eddington rate)

of the first-born neutron star during the HMXB stage. The dotted and dash-dot lines show the criteria for the weak or strong

stellar wind case, subsonic or BHL accretion phase, estimated according to Eqs. (12) and (20), respectively.

til Rmag,2 = Rg in the sub-Keplerian magnetic inhibition
phase (at te ∼ 9.1 kyr-3.2 Myr). Then, the neutron star
quickly evolves to another quasi-equilibrium state with
Peq,d2 during the short-lived subsonic settling accretion
phase ∼ 3 kyr. When the donor changes into the HG,
HeMS or HeHG stages, the accretion rate of the neutron
star is above Ṁc2 and the BHL accretion phase domi-
nates the spin evolution. Notably, because the lifetime
of the HMXB is much shorter, the magnetic field does
not decrease significantly. Therefore, the magnetic ra-
dius Rmag,1 is sufficiently large and the spin-up rate in
the BHL accretion phase is remarkable compared with
that in the case A, resulting in P = Peq at the end of

the HMXB stage. Finally, the HMXB leaves the first-
born neutron star with (P,B) = (14.3 s, 8.3 × 1012 G)
at the formation time of the BNS. As seen from the
right panel, the first-born neutron star is radio-quiet in
the BNS stage and the BNS system can be detected
through the radio emission from the second-born neu-
tron star (i.e., observed as a magnetar) in 9.3 × 104 yr.

Figure 4 shows the spin evolution of both neutron star
components in a binary system, in which the first-born
neutron star experienced both wind-fed accretion and
RLOF (hereafter case C). The BNS formed from this bi-
nary at te ∼ 11 Myr has a total mass of Mtot ∼ 2.6 M⊙,
similar to the typical mass of Galactic BNSs. The ini-
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Figure 4. Legend is the same as that for Fig. 2, except that the system experienced both wind-fed and RLOF accretion.
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Porb,f ∼ 0.11 day, respectively.
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tial and the final orbital period of the HMXB at te = 0
and 11 Myr are Porb,i ∼ 10.2 day and Porb,f ∼ 0.11 day,
respectively. Similar to the case A, the initial magnetic
fields of both neutron stars are set as Bini = 1013 G for
illustration, as the masses of both progenitors are small
(< 20M⊙).

The evolution track of the first-born neutron star in
case C is similar to that of the case A for the first
half part. The neutron star spins down continuously
in the ejector phase (te ∼ 0 − 0.6 Myr), rapid rota-
tor phase (te ∼ 0.6 − 3.3 Myr), and propeller phase
(te ∼ 3.3 − 3.8 Myr). When te ∼ 3.8 − 8.3 Myr, the
subsonic settling accretion phase occurs and the spin
period decreases gradually due to the decay of the mag-
netic field after it increases to the quasi-equilibrium state
Peq,d2. In the HMXB stage, the orbital period is shorter
compared with that in the case A, and the accretion
rate can overtake Ṁc2 at the end of the MS stage of
the donor. Therefore, the BHL accretion phase hap-
pens much sooner (te ∼ 8.3 − 9.2 Myr). When the
donor becomes a HeMS star, it fills the RL and case
BB mass transfer happens due to the short orbital pe-
riod and small semimajor axis. Here, we re-declare
that the case BB mass transfer is always stable (Vigna-
Gómez et al. 2018) and removes the entire helium enve-
lope (Riley et al. 2022). In the long term of the RLOF
(te ∼ 9.25 − 11 Myr), the neutron star can be spun up
to a millisecond pulsar. Note that the magnetic field
declines significantly at the end of the HMXB stage and
it is hard for the neutron star to be spun up to Peq,RL.
Finally, the HMXB ends to form a BNS, with the first-
born neutron star having (P,B) = (0.0129 s, 2.8×108 G)
at the BNS formation time. The right panel shows the
spin evolution for both neutron stars. As clearly seen
from the figure, the first-born neutron star becomes a
millisecond pulsar through the recycling process and its
lifetime in the radio band can be as long as or even ex-
ceed the Hubble time. After the formation of the BNS,
both components may be detected as radio pulsars (i.e.,
a recycled pulsar and a young pulsar) over a period of
3.3 Myr, and only the recycled neutron star component
can be observed as a pulsar after that.

Figure 5 shows the spin evolution of both neutron
star components in another binary, in which the first
neutron star component experienced wind-fed accretion
and RLOF (hereafter case D). The BNS formed from
this binary has a total mass of ∼ 3.4 M⊙, similar to
that of GW190425. The total lifetime of the HMXB is
∼ 4.2 Myr, the initial and the final orbital periods of
the HMXB are Porb,i = 10.5 day and Porb,f = 0.1 day
at te = 0 and 4.2 Myr, respectively. Similar to case B,
the neutron stars are the outcomes of massive MS stars
(> 20M⊙), and the initial magnetic field of both neutron
star components in this case are set as Bini = 5×1014 G.

The accretion rates in relevant accretion phases in the
case D are relatively larger than those in the other three
cases (Figs. 2-4) due to the heavier donor and the shorter

orbital period of the binary system. Comparing with the
case B, the first-born neutron star quickly goes through
the ejector phase (te ∼ 0 − 1.2 kyr), rapid rotator phase
(te ∼ 1.2 − 2.2 kyr), sub-Keplerian magnetic inhibition
phase (te ∼ 2.2 − 37.5 kyr), subsonic settling accretion
phase (te ∼ 37.5 − 38.9 kyr), and BHL accretion phase
(te ∼ 38.9−39.0 kyr). In addition, the donor fills its RL
during the MS stage and the RLOF dominates the spin
evolution for the rest of time (te ∼ 39.0 kyr − 4.2 Myr).
Finally, the HMXB ends to form a BNS, with the first-
born neutron star having (P,B) = (3.45 s, 7.4× 1012 G)
at the BNS formation time. As seen from the right panel
of the figure, the first-born neutron star may be detected
as a pulsar for ∼ 5.5 Myr after the formation of the BNS,
while the second-born neutron star only has the lifetime
6.9 × 104 yr in the radio band.

3.2. Survived BNSs in the Milky Way

Given the templates for the orbital evolution and spin
evolution tracks of a large amount of BNSs (e.g., those
shown in Figs. 2-5), the orbital and spin information for
each BNS system can be obtained at any given time.
Considering the Milky Way, some BNSs formed in the
past may still survive at the present time. Among these
survived BNSs, some may be detectable as pulsars, but
others may not be detectable as they are radio quiet.
Considering BNSs in distant universe, some of them may
be detectable by GW detectors when they merge.

We simulate the survived BNSs in the Milky Way by
the convolution of the evolution tracks obtained from
our BSE models and the star formation history of the
Milky Way. We assume that the star formation history
(SFH) and metallicity evolution of the Galactic bulge
and disc follow the distributions in Ferreras et al. (2003)
and Snaith et al. (2014) respectively, and randomly as-
sign the ZAMS binaries over the star-forming period.
We perform Monte Carlo simulations and obtain 100 re-
alizations of the survived BNSs and those BNSs with
radio pulsars (P > Pdeath) in the Milky Way. Note here
that we do not consider the beaming factor and observa-
tional selection effects for the survived BNSs with pul-
sar components, as the beaming factor (≳ 20% Lorimer
2008) is quite uncertain and dependent on pulsar prop-
erties (e.g., spin period) and the selection effects are
different for different telescopes. We find that the to-
tal number of survived BNSs resulting from the model
is 1.335+0.001

−0.001 × 106, with the errors quote the scatter
(5% to 95%) among different realizations. The total
number of survived BNSs with pulsar components is
7383+129

−123. Among them, 224+23
−22, 47+9

−10 are pulsar-pulsar
binaries with Mtot < 3M⊙ and ≥ 3M⊙, respectively.
Pulsar-pulsar BNSs are only a fraction ∼ 3.7% of the
survived BNSs with pulsar components. The “primary-
only” binaries occupy the majority (∼ 89%) of the sur-
vived BNSs, and 6129+111

−108 and 446+32
−23 of them have

Mtot < 3M⊙ and ≥ 3M⊙ (a fraction ∼ 83% and ∼ 6.0%
of all the survived BNSs with pulsar components), re-
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Ṁ
/Ṁ
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Figure 5. Legend is the same as that for Fig. 3, except that the system experienced both wind-fed accretion and RLOF. The
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Porb,f ∼ 0.1 day, respectively.

spectively. The rest (∼ 7.3%) are the “secondary-only”
binaries, where 473+32

−33 and 64+14
−12 of them have total

mass Mtot < 3M⊙ and ≥ 3M⊙, respectively. Those
BNSs with mass ≥ 3M⊙ is only a fraction of ∼ 7.5%
of the survived BNSs with pulsar components. Here
“primary only” binaries and “secondary only” binaries
mean that only the first-born neutron star component
can be detected in radio and the secondary one is a
non-radio neutron star, and only the second-born neu-
tron star component can be detected and the primary
one is a non-radio neutron star.

Figure 6 shows the P − Ṗ diagram and the Porb − e
diagram of the survived BNSs that have pulsar compo-
nents at the present time obtained from our model. As
seen from the left panel of this figure, the distribution of
the recycled pulsars in Galactic BNSs (thick diamonds)

on the P − Ṗ plane can be well matched by the primary-
only binaries with Mtot < 3M⊙. In addition, the two
Galactic BNSs with young pulsar properties (thin di-

amonds), i.e., (P, Ṗ ) = (0.1441 s, 2.03 × 10−14 s s−1)
and (0.3152 s, 2.43 × 10−15 s s−1), are consistent with
those secondary-only binaries with Mtot < 3M⊙ pro-
duced from the model. For the survived primary-only
binaries with Mtot ≥ 3M⊙ or < 3M⊙, the spin periods
and magnetic fields are in the ranges of 0.10 − 2.33 s
and 5.6 × 109 − 1.5 × 1012 G (or 0.01 − 1.01 s and
1.2× 108 − 3.1× 1011 G) at the 90% confidence interval,
respectively. The reasons for these distributions are two

folds. First, the initial magnetic field of the primary-
only binaries with Mtot < 3M⊙ is weaker than that
in the high mass ones. Second, the low mass primary-
only binaries may go through the HMXB stage over an
extended period and the decline of the magnetic field
is more significant compared with the high mass ones.
Hence, the recycled pulsars in the low mass binaries can
be spun up to shorter spin periods compared with those
in high mass binaries. In addition, there are considerable
secondary-only binaries survived at the present time in
our simulation. These young pulsars have the spin pe-
riod and the magnetic field in the ranges of 0.59−7.03 s,
2.8×1011−1.9×1013 G, respectively. It is rare to detect
the secondary as pulsars in high mass BNSs as they are
mainly magnetars and short-lived in the radio band in
our simulation. The right panel of Figure 6 shows that
the Porb − e distribution of the observed Galactic BNSs
can also be well matched by the simulated BNSs from
our model.

Figure 7 shows the total mass distributions of both the
survived BNSs with pulsar components obtained from
our population synthesis model and the observations of
the Galactic BNSs. Among the observed Galactic BNSs,
the BNS total mass has been precisely measured for
fifteen BNSs with recycled pulsar components and one
young pulsar-NS binary, and they all have Mtot < 3M⊙.
According to our simulations, the survived BNSs with
pulsar components and Mtot < 3M⊙ account for 92.5%



Spin Evolution and Mass Distribution of BNSs 13

10-3 10-2 10-1 100 101 102

P [s]

10−12

10−14

10−16

10−18

10−20

Ṗ
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thin diamonds for Galactic BNSs with young pulsars). The black solid line shows the “death line” described by Eq. (11) in

Section 2.2 by assuming typical neutron star mass 1.3 M⊙ and radius 13.19 km. The black dashed lines indicate the magnetic

field B = 108, · · · , 1014 G from bottom to top, respectively.

of the total number of the survived BNSs with pulsar
components, and the other 7.5% are heavier ones with
total mass ≥ 3M⊙. This result shows that none of the
radio observed Galactic BNSs having a mass similar to
GW190425 (∼ 3.4M⊙) is reasonable. In addition, we
also obtain the total mass distribution of those BNSs
merging at redshift z ∼ 0 in the Milky Way and Milky
way like galaxies, and find that 78% of them have to-
tal mass less than 3M⊙ and the other 22% are heavier
than 3M⊙, which seems to be consistent with the GW
detections of GW190425 and GW170817.

4. DISCUSSIONS

There are a number of uncertainties in the model set-
tings that may affect the resulting spin evolution tracks
of the pulsar components and the final results on sur-
vived BNSs. These include the stellar wind velocity, the
accretion models, the neutron star EOS, and also the
selection effects for searching pulsars. In this section,
we discuss these in further details.

The stellar wind velocity plays an important role in
the spin evolution of neutron stars and thus different
choices of the wind velocity prescription may have a sig-
nificant effect on the spin evolution of neutron stars.
For example, if the wind velocity is chosen to follow
Equation 2 in Section 2 but with a different slope, e.g.,

β = 4 or 7 (see Karino 2020) rather than β = 1 for
the analysis presented in Section 3, the Bondi radius
Rg (Rg ∝ v−2

w ) increases, and thus the accretion rate

Ṁ (Ṁ ∝ v−4
w ) also increases. For the cases A and C,

the weak stellar wind criterion may be violated more
easily and the propeller phase can happen earlier. In
addition, the spin-down rates in the rapid rotator phase
(Eq. 15) and the propeller phase (Eq. 17) become higher.
It takes a shorter time for the spin period to grow up to
Peq and the subsonic settling accretion phase happens
earlier. For the case B, the magnetic field radius Rmag,1

(Rmag,1 ∝ v
8/7
w ) decreases with decreasing wind velocity

and Rmag,1 < Rg happens earlier. Therefore, the sub-
Keplerian magnetic inhibition phase ends faster as well
as the subsonic settling accretion phase happens earlier.
During the subsonic settling accretion phase in the cases
A, B, and C, we find that the quasi-equilibrium spin pe-

riod Peq,d2 (Peq,d2 ∝ v
60/11
w ) decreases in condition of

low wind velocity. In addition, the criterion Ṁ > Ṁc2

for the BHL accretion phase may be satisfied easier, and
the BHL accretion phase occurs prematurely. For the
case D, the changes in the wind velocity have a weak
effect on the spin evolution track. In general, it is hard
to determine whether the final spin period is higher or
lower at the end of the HMXB stage when changing the
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wind velocity and a detailed calculation is needed. Such
differences mentioned above are illustrated in Figure 8.

Note that the subsonic propeller model is also pos-
sible when Ṁ < Ṁc2, though we adopt the subsonic
settling accretion mechanism in this circumstances in
Section 2.2 in Section 3. Consider such subsonic pro-
peller model would also lead some changes to the result-
ing spin evolution tracks. Figure 9 shows the differences
in the spin evolution tracks between these two differ-
ent choices. For most cases with Ṁ < Ṁc2, we find
that the subsonic propeller model results in lower spin
period than the subsonic accretion model, unless the
initial magnetic field is weak and declines significantly
(at the end of MS stage of donor in the cases A and
C). However, if the following spin-up is efficient (strong
magnetic field in the case B; spin-up by the RLOF in
the the cases C and D), the final spin periods at the end
of HMXB stage are consistent with each other.

The spin evolution of neutron stars may depend on the
choice of the EOS in the model, as the radius and thus
the moment of inertia of a neutron star with given mass
depends on the EOS. We adopt a stiff EOS (DD2) for the
calculations described in Section 3. Note that a softer
EOS may be preferred as suggested by the observations
of GW170817 (Abbott et al. 2018). To check the effects
due to the choice of EOS, here we also adopt the SLy4
EOS to perform simulations as that done above and ob-

tain the spin evolution tracks for the first-born neutron
stars in the HMXB stages. Figure 10 shows the com-
parison of the spin evolution tracks for several example
cases (corresponding to the cases A, B, C, and D shown
in Figs. 2-5) obtained by either adopting the DD2 EOS
(black lines) or the SLy4 EOS (red lines). Compared
with those adopting the DD2 EOS, the neutron star
radius is significantly smaller and the magnetic dipole
moment µ (µ ∝ R3

NS) is also significantly smaller when
assuming the SLy4 EOS. For the cases A and C, when
adopting the SLy4 EOS, the spin-down rates in the rapid
rotator phase (Eq. 15) and the propeller phase (Eq. 17)
become lower and the quasi-equilibrium spin period in
the subsonic accretion phase Peq,d2 (Peq,d2 ∝ µ12/11)
also becomes smaller compared with those obtained by
adopting the DD2 EOS. Therefore, the spin evolution
tracks are below those inferred from the DD2 EOS. For
the case D, the quasi-equilibrium spin period during the

RLOF Peq,RL (Peq,RL ∝ R
18/7
NS ) becomes smaller and the

recycled neutron star can be spun up to a shorter spin
period if using the SLy4 EOS compared with those using
the DD2 EOS.

Similarly, we also obtain the survived BNSs and those
with pulsar components in the Milky Way via the pop-
ulation synthesis model in Section 3.2 by assuming the
SLy4 EOS. We find that the total number of survived
BNSs is 1.318+0.001

−0.001 × 106. The total number of the sur-

vived BNSs with pulsar component is 9979+168
−137, some-

what higher than that obtained by adopting the DD2
EOS. Among them, 343+32

−29 and 91+12
−11 BNSs are pulsar-

pulsar binaries with Mtot < 3M⊙ and Mtot ≥ 3M⊙, re-
spectively. The primary-only binaries occupy the major-
ity of the Galactic BNSs, 8045+117

−123 and 638+36
−34 of them

have Mtot < 3M⊙ and ≥ 3M⊙, respectively. The rest
are the secondary-only binaries, where 713+44

−35 and 89+13
−16

of them have Mtot < 3M⊙ and ≥ 3M⊙, respectively.
According to our simulations, the survived BNSs with
pulsar components and Mtot < 3M⊙ account for 91%
and the other 9% BNSs are heavier with Mtot ≥ 3M⊙.
In addition, we obtain that 81% of merging BNSs at
z ∼ 0 have total mass Mtot < 3M⊙ and the other 19%
have mass ≥ 3M⊙ for the case adopting the SLy4 EOS.

Note that we do not consider the selection effects
of pulsars for specific radio telescopes and adopt equal
weight for the observabilities of all survived pulsar-NS
binaries. In reality, the position and movement of a
pulsar, as well as its radio luminosity, the sensitivity of
radio telescopes, the beaming effect, and the Doppler
shifting effect can significantly influence the observabil-
ities of the pulsars, and consequently the total number
of BNSs that can be detected and properties of these
BNSs may depend on the selection effects in a profound
way, which certainly deserves further detailed consider-
ation for given survey radio telescopes, such as FAST,
MeerKAT, and SKA, etc.
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Figure 8. The spin evolution tracks of the first-born neutron star in the HMXB stage for four example BNSs with different wind
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0 2 4 6 8 10
Age [Myr]

10-2

10-1

100

101

102

103

104

105

106

Sp
in

 P
er

io
d 

[s
]

case A

subsonic accretion
subsonic propeller

0 1 2 3 4
Age [Myr]

10-1

100

101

102

103

104

105

106

case B

0 2 4 6 8 10
Age [Myr]

10-2

10-1

100

101

102

103

104

105

case C

0 1 2 3 4
Age [Myr]

10-1

100

101

102

103

104

105

106

case D

Figure 9. The spin evolution tracks of the first-born neutron star in the HMXB stage for four example BNSs obtained by
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The observed BNSs by radio emission still suffer from
small number statistics, and it is insufficient to draw
firm conclusions on the bimodal Gaussian distribution
of Galactic BNSs (see Fig. 7). Farrow et al. (2019) and
Huang et al. (2018) pointed out that approximately 60-
100 additional BNSs are needed to determine the de-
tailed shape of the distribution. According to the rem-
nant mass functions (RMFs) and supernova assumptions
in our BSE model, BNSs are mainly formed via the
the channels of ECSN + ECSN/USSN, ECSN + CCSN,
CCSN + ECSN/USSN, and CCSN + CCSN. Figure 11
shows the total mass distributions of those BNSs formed
form these different channels, respectively, as well as
the distribution of all BNSs. As seen from this figure,
the ECSN + ECSN/USSN channel contributes about

∼ 53% of the total BNSs and the total masses Mtot

of the BNSs formed from this channel distribute in a
narrow range around ∼ 2.54M⊙; the ECSN + CCSN
channel contributes ∼ 33% of all BNSs and the total
masses Mtot of these BNSs distribute in 2.54− 3.51M⊙;
the CCSN + ECSN/USSN channel contributes ∼ 4% of
all BNSs and the resulting Mtot distribute in the range
of 2.54M⊙ − 3.67M⊙; the CCSN + CCSN channel con-
tributes ∼ 9.9% of all BNSs, and the Mtot from this
channel is in the range of 2.54 − 4.71M⊙. It is obvious
that the ECSN + ECSN/USSN channel dominates the
formation of BNSs, especially at Mtot ∼ 2.5 − 2.6M⊙.
The ECSN + CCSN channel also contributes to the for-
mation of BNSs with Mtot ∼ 2.5 − 2.6M⊙ significantly
and dominates the formation of BNSs with Mtot ∼
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2.6− 3.1M⊙. Therefore, we suggest that Galactic BNSs
with total mass around the first peak of the bimodal
distribution are formed from the ECSN + ECSN/USSN
channel or the ECSN + CCSN channel, and the oth-
ers with total mass around the second peak are mainly
formed from the ECSN + CCSN channel, respectively
(Huang et al. 2018, see green line in Fig. 7). As a results,
GW170817 and GW190425 are possibly formed from the
ECSN + CCSN channel and the CCSN + CCSN chan-
nel, respectively. As also seen from the right panel of
Figure 6, we find that the high mass BNSs with pul-
sar components are concentrated at low orbital period
regions, indicating that they will merge quickly and it
plays an additional role in the lack of high mass BNSs in
the Galactic BNS samples (Romero-Shaw et al. 2020).

The total mass distribution of merging BNSs at red-
shift z = 0 is estimated and ∼ 78% − 81% of these
merging BNSs have total mass < 3M⊙ and the other
19% − 22% have mass ≥ 3M⊙ under the assumption of
SFH and metallicity evolution in Ferreras et al. (2003)
and Snaith et al. (2014), which seems compatible with
the GW observations. However, one should note that
GW170817 and GW190425 are located in galaxies differ-
ent from the Milky Way, which have different star forma-
tion and metallicity enrichment history. Here, we point
out that metallicity has a significant influence on the for-
mation of BNSs and consequently affects the mass distri-
bution. To explain the difference between the total-mass
distribution of the GW detected BNS mergers and that
of the Galactic BNSs, a more comprehensive study is
needed with consideration of the effects of total mass on

the signal to noise ratio (SNR) of the GW detection, the
metallicity enrichment and star formation history in the
local universe. as well as the detailed selection effects of
the observed Galactic BNSs.

Future observations of a large amount of BNS mergers
by the ground-based GW detectors may be able to reveal
the total mass distribution of BNS mergers and thus put
strong constraints on the formation and origin of BNSs
by comparing it with the model predicted ones.

Note that Chattopadhyay et al. (2020) also modelled

the P−Ṗ distribution and the total mass distributions of
the Galactic BNSs with pulsar component by using the
population synthesis code COMPAS. They obtained a
P − Ṗ distribution consistent with the observational one
with consideration of the radio selection effects. How-
ever, there are some differences of the work presented
in this paper from that in Chattopadhyay et al. (2020).
First, we consider the subsonic settling accretion phase
or the subsonic propeller phase when Ṁ < Ṁc2 and
Rmag,1 < Rcor, while Chattopadhyay et al. (2020) ig-
nored them and assumed that the neutron star always
spins up when Rmag,1 < Rcor. Second, we focus on the
effects of BNS total mass on the spin evolution, and find
that high mass BNSs possibly have much stronger mag-
netic field and longer spin period while low mass BNSs
are more likely to be recycled and evolve to long-lived
pulsar-neutron star binaries. Besides, we adopt differ-
ent initial magnetic field models, magnetic field decay
models, CE accretion models from those in Chattopad-
hyay et al. (2020). Nevertheless, the congruence of the

P − Ṗ distributions obtained by both the work pre-
sented here and that by Chattopadhyay et al. (2020)
and their consistence with the observational one sug-
gests that the spin evolution does plays a crucial role in
reproducing the Galactic BNSs. Moreover, Chattopad-
hyay et al. (2020) statistically studied the mass distribu-
tions of Galactic BNSs and found that about 70 − 80%
merging BNSs have total mass ≤ 3.0 M⊙, which is con-
sistent with our results (∼ 78% − 81% merging BNSs
with Mtot ≤ 3.0 M⊙).

5. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we investigate the spin evolution of bi-
nary neutron stars by implementing various processes
that may affect the spin evolution into the BSE code,
with a focus on the spin evolution of the first-born neu-
tron star components in the binary systems during the
HMXB stages. We update the recipes for stellar wind
velocity, remnant mass function for different types of su-
pernovae and their corresponding natal kicks, and fur-
ther consider the effects of the wind-fed accretion, RLOF
accretion, and different initial magnetic field on the neu-
tron star evolution. We find that the spin evolution of
the first-born neutron star in binary systems that re-
sult in BNSs are significantly affected by which channel
that the BNSs are produced. For the wind-fed formation
channel, the primary neutron star goes through ejector
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phase - rapid rotator phase - propeller phase (for the
low mass BNSs) or ejector phase - rapid rotator phase -
sub-Keplerian magnetic inhibition phase (for high mass
BNSs) before accretion phase. The final spin period is
determined by the subsonic accretion phase (for the low
mass BNSs; due to the weak magnetic field and limited
spin-up rate) or the BHL accretion phase (for the high
mass BNSs; due to the strong magnetic field and remark-
able spin-up rate). For the wind-fed + RLOF formation
channel, the primary neutron star goes through ejector
phase - rapid rotator phase - propeller phase (for the
low mass BNSs) or ejector phase - rapid rotator phase
- sub-Keplerian magnetic inhibition phase (for the high
mass BNSs) before the accretion phase. For low mass
BNSs, the primary neutron star can be spun up to a
millisecond pulsar and have the radio lifetime compara-
ble to or even larger than the Hubble time. For the high
mass BNSs, the primary neutron star components can
be spun up to a short spin period but remains strong
magnetic field, resulting in a limited radio lifetime and
thus smaller probability to be detected as pulsars.

Furthermore, we study the properties of the survived
BNSs that may be detectable in the Milky Way as ra-
dio pulsars. The distribution of the Galactic BNSs on
the P − Ṗ diagram and the P − e diagram can be
well matched by the survived BNSs with pulsar com-
ponents obtained from our population synthesis model
under the assumed star formation and metallicity en-
richment history in the Milky Way (Ferreras et al. 2003;
Snaith et al. 2014; Licquia & Newman 2015). We es-
timate that there are ∼ 7383+129

−123 survived BNSs with
pulsar components in the Milky Way if adopting the
DD2 EOS. The majority of these BNSs are the recy-
cled pulsar-neutron star binaries with ∼ 6129+111

−108 and

446+32
−23 having Mtot < 3M⊙ and ≥ 3M⊙, respectively.

The rest are mainly young pulsar-NS binaries (473+32
−33)

with Mtot < 3M⊙. We find that the total mass distribu-

tions of the survived BNSs with pulsar components can
be well consistent with that of the observed Galactic
BNSs. Heavy BNSs like GW190425 can hardly be de-
tected in the Milky Way by radio telescopes simply due
to that most survived BNSs with Mtot ≥ 3M⊙ do not
have pulsar components. Our model also predicts that a
substantial fraction (∼ 19%−22%) of the BNSs merging
at redshift z ∼ 0 can have mass ≳ 3.0M⊙ in the Milky
Way and Milky Way like galaxies, which seems compat-
ible with current GW observations of GW170817 and
GW190425.

In future, observations by the Five Hundred Aperture
Sphere radio Telescope (FAST) and Square Kilometer
Array may also find many more BNSs in the MW (Nan
et al. 2011; Dewdney et al. 2009), and the third gen-
eration ground-based GW detectors, the Einstein Tele-
scope (Punturo et al. 2010; Maggiore et al. 2020) and
the Cosmic Explorer (Reitze et al. 2019), will allow us
to observe a huge number of BNS mergers with redshift
up to z ∼ 2 (Kalogera et al. 2019). These observations
will provide better statistics on the distributions of the
BNS properties, and thus enable a detailed comparison
with the evolution model of BNSs (including the spin
evolution) and deepen our understanding of the BNS
formation and evolution.
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Vigna-Gómez, A., Schrøder, S. L., Ramirez-Ruiz, E., et al.

2021, ApJL, 920, L17, doi: 10.3847/2041-8213/ac2903
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