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ABSTRACT

We extend our previous work on the evolution of close binary systems with mis-

aligned orbital and spin angular momenta resulting from non-dissipative tidal inter-

action to include all physical effects contributing to apsidal motion. In addition to

tidal distortion of the primary by the compact secondary these include relativistic

Einstein precession and the rotational distortion of the primary. The influence of the

precession of the line of nodes is included. The dependence of the tidal torque on

the apsidal angle ˆ̟ couples the apsidal motion to the rate of evolution of the mis-

alignment angle β which is found to oscillate. We provide analytical estimates for

the oscillation amplitude ∆β over a wide range of parameter space confirmed by

numerical integrations. This is found to be more significant near critical curves on

which d ˆ̟ /dt = 0 for a specified β.

We find that to obtain 0.1 < ∆β <∼ 1,the mass ratio, q >∼ 1 the initial eccen-

tricity should be modest, cosβ < 1/
√
5, with cosβ < 0 corresponding to retrograde

rotation, initially, and the primary rotation rate should be sufficiently large. The ex-

tended discussion of apsidal motion and its coupled evolution to the misalignment

angle given here has potential applications to close binaries with anomalous apsidal

motion as well as transiting exoplanets such as warm Jupiters.
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2 P. B. Ivanov and J. C. B. Papaloizou

1 INTRODUCTION

In binary and exoplanetary system there could be a situation when rotational axis of a compan-

ion is inclined with respect to orbital plane. Recently, this possibility has received observational

confirmation, see e.g. Albrecht et al (2009) for a discussion of this effect in case of binary sys-

tem DI Herculis and Albrecht, Dawson & Winn (2022) and references there in for a discussion

of exoplanetary systems with close-in planets on orbits inclined with respect to rotational axis of

the parent star. In addition the two transiting warm Jupiters on eccentric orbits, TOI 5152b and

TOI-5153b, could potentially exhibit such a misalignment (Ulmer-Moll et al. 2022).

For sufficiently small separation of the components of a binary/exoplanetary system, tidal in-

teraction may play a significant role in governing orbital evolution (see e.g. Ogilvie 2014; Barker

2020, for a general recent discussion). When there is a misalignment between the rotation axis and

the orbital angular momentum tidal interactions are significantly modified in comparison to the

more frequently studied aligned case, (see e.g. Eggleton et. al. 1998; Barker & Ogilvie 2009).

A seminal theory of the quasi-static tidal interaction between gaseous objects on inclined or-

bits, valid for any value of the angle of inclination between the rotation axis and the orbital an-

gular momentum was proposed by Eggleton et. al. (1998). Recently, Ivanov & Papaloizou (2021),

hereafter IP, revised the theory of Eggleton et. al. (1998), incorporating Coriolis forces and a self-

consistent treatment of energy dissipation based on first principles. This made use of a formal-

ism previously applied to dynamics tides (see e.g. Ivanov & Papaloizou 2007; Ivanov et al. 2013).

They avoided neglecting Coriolis forces as well as making any ad hoc assumptions on the character

of the tidal interaction, and the energy dissipation rate, as was done in Eggleton et. al. (1998).

IP found that qualitatively new effects arise from the consideration of Coriolis and inertial

forces. Their scale is proportional to stellar rotation frequency Ωr. A consequence is evolution

of the inclination angle, β, together with the orbital angular momentum, in the regime in which

energy is conserved (the non dissipative regime). In this regime both orbital and rotational energies

and, accordingly, the orbital semi-major axis a, and Ωr,are conserved.

As discussed in IP the physical origin of such non-dissipative evolution is associated with the

Coriolis and inertial forces generating a tidal response displacement that has an angular depen-

dence differing from that of the tidal forcing which it would otherwise take. The effect can be

regarded as acting in a similar way to the well-known Lidov-Kozai effect, but, in our case there is

no need for the presence of a third body to cause the joint evolution of the orbital eccentricity and

the orbital angular momentum.

© 2010 RAS, MNRAS 000, 1–41



On tidal evolution of a stellar rotation axis 3

It is important to note that due to the inefficiency of dissipative processes operating in gaseous

celestial bodies the corresponding characteristic time scales of evolution are typically very long

compared to those associated with non dissipative evolution. Moreover, e.g. turbulent viscosity,

which may lead to dissipation of quasi-static tides in many potentially interesting objects may be

too weak to be important, see e.g. Duguid, Barker & Jones (2020) and references therein.

For non-dissipative evolution the corresponding torque acting between the primary and orbit

is proportional to sin 2 ˆ̟ , where ˆ̟ is the angle characterising the orientation of the apsidal line

of the orbit. Therefore, the characteristic time scale of evolution is in part determined by the rate

of apsidal precession. This may have several different sources. IP considered the situation where

tides are exerted only on component (the primary star), the secondary being compact. Also, they

took into account only classical apsidal precession induced by tidal distortion. They found that

the inclination angle exhibited periodic motions with period one half of the period of apsidal

precession. The amplitude was determined by several factors, most importantly, Ωr, a, the orbital

eccentricity e, the stellar moment of inertia I, and the mass ratio q between the secondary and

primary.

In this paper we generalise results of IP considering taking account of all expected contri-

butions to apsidal motion for a binary of the type we consider. These include relativistic Ein-

stein precession and effects arising from the flattening of the primary due to its rotation, see e.g.

Barker & O’Connell (1975). It is important to note that the latter effect depends on the inclination

angle β and may change sign. This dependence was used by Shakura (1985) to explain an unusual

apsidal motion of DI Herculis and, later, was invoked to explain properties of AS Camelopardalis,

see Pavlovski et al (2011). It is also important to note that the orientation of the apsidal angle is

made with respect to the line of nodes which is also precessing, a feature that also depends on

β. This will affect the rate of precession of the apsidal line that we require. Thus, when all these

effects may play a significant role, a coupled evolution of the angles β and ˆ̟ is expected.

We analyse in detail qualitative properties of the resulting dynamical system, which describes

the evolution of β and ˆ̟ , with the orbital eccentricity e being determined as a dependent quantity.

We begin by providing conditions, under which any one process gives the dominant contribution to

apsidal motion, going on to estimate a typical magnitude for the expected change to the inclination,

∆β, in each case.

We go on to consider the situation when the system, in the course of its evolution crosses a

’critical curve’, in the parameter space of the problem, defined by the condition, that the total

apsidal precession rate is zero for a particular value of β, namely β0. The discussion given here is

© 2010 RAS, MNRAS 000, 1–41



4 P. B. Ivanov and J. C. B. Papaloizou

expected be useful for assessing the possibility of dramatic reductions or reversals in the direction

of apsidal motion in close binary systems similar to DI Herculis.

In this situation it is expected that amplitude of variation, ∆β is much larger than for the

previous case. We discuss in detail the properties of such ’critical curves’ finding that one can only

be crossed when β0 is relatively large and possibly corresponding to retrograde rotation such that

cos β0 < 1/
√
5.

We study the evolution of ∆β when the system evolves near a critical curve making the as-

sumption that the magnitude of ∆β is small. We show that it is formally governed by a simple

pendulum equation. Is found that the system’s behaviour changes drastically for such solutions.

The apsidal angle changes periodically (librates), while variations of ∆β can be large enough to

lead to periodic changes in β corresponding to switching from prograde to retrograde rotation and

back.

We confirm our analysis by considering two numerical integrations and discuss the four con-

ditions we found to be required in order to obtain ∆β in the range 0.1 − 1. These were: 1) Ωr

should be large enough, 2) the eccentricity should be moderately large, say, e ∼ 0.5, 3) the initial

inclination, β0, should be large enough, 4) the mass ratio q should be order of unity or larger.

The case of large mass ratio could, for example, be applicable to a tidally active planet with

its rotational axis strongly inclined with respect to the orbital plane. In an accompanying paper

(Ivanov & Papaloizou 2023) a larger preliminary numerical survey of parameter space also pro-

vides some further confirmation of these conditions.

The effects discussed in this paper could have several possible observational implications.

The discussion of the processes contributing to apsidal motion incorporating the precession of the

line of nodes as well as of the critical curves could be applicable to future studies of transiting

exoplanets in orbits with significant eccentricity and misalignment (Ulmer-Moll et al. 2022). As

already noted these effects may also be relevant to the light curves of eclipsing binaries such as DI

Herculis (Shakura 1985). In addition, significant changes in β may be possible in such systems.

The effects studied here may also play a role when the system’s evolution on longer dissipative

time scales is considered.

The structure of this paper is as follows. In Section 2 we introduce our basic notations and

definitions. In Section 3 we discuss the basic equations governing the non-dissipative evolution

of our system. In Section 4 we provide a qualitative analysis of it and estimate the variation of

∆β under the assumption that a single process dominates the apsidal precession rate. In Section

5 we discuss the determination and properties of the ’critical curves’ and in Section 6 we discuss

© 2010 RAS, MNRAS 000, 1–41



On tidal evolution of a stellar rotation axis 5

solutions evolving close to a critical curve both analytically and numerically. Finally, in Section 7

we conclude by discussing the possible implications and extensions of this work.

2 BASIC DEFINITIONS AND NOTATION

We consider a binary that consists of a primary star of mass M∗ and radius R∗ together with a

point-like secondary star of mass M1. The orbit of the binary is assumed to be, in general, el-

liptic, with eccentricity e and semi-major axis a. There are three dynamical frequencies that are

significant for our purposes, a typical inverse dynamical time scale associated with the primary

Ω∗ =
√

GM∗/R3
∗, where G is gravitational constant, the mean motion n0 =

√

G(M∗ +M1)/a3,

and the rotation frequency of the primary star Ωr. Is is also convenient to use the dimension-

less semi-major axis ã = a/R∗, the ratio of the rotation frequency to the orbital mean motion

σ = Ωr/n0,
1 and the mass ratio q = M1/M∗.

The orbital angular and stellar spin angular momentum vectors are L and S, respectively, their

sum J = L + S defines the total angular momentum of the system, which is conserved in the

course of orbital evolution. We define inclination angles β, i and δ as inclination angles between

S and L, L and J and S and J, respectively, with their relative orientations chosen in such a way,

that δ = β − i (see also IP).

We have the obvious relations following from the definition of these angles (see IP)

cos β =
(L · S)
LS

, (1)

where L and S are the magnitudes of L and S, and we have S = IΩr, where I is primary’s moment

of inertia, and L = qM∗/(1 + q)n0a
2
√
1− e2. Furthermore

cos i =
(J · L)
JL

, and cos δ =
(J · S)
JS

, (2)

where J is the magnitude of J. In addition, we also have 2J ·L = J2+L2−S2 and 2L ·S =

J2 − L2 − S2 and, accordingly, the cosines of β and i are given by,

cos β =
J2 − L2 − S2

2LS
and cos i =

J2 + L2 − S2

2JL
. (3)

From the first of these we obtain

J

L
=

1
√

1− S2 sin2 β/J2 − S cos β/J
. (4)

1 This deviates slightly from the notation of IP in which σ = Ωr/(λn0) with λ being defined there. This quantity is not used in this paper.

© 2010 RAS, MNRAS 000, 1–41



6 P. B. Ivanov and J. C. B. Papaloizou

We can also express the sines of β, i and δ in terms of J , L and S, thus obtaining

sin β =

√

(J2 − (L− S)2)((L+ S)2 − J2)

2LS
, and

sin i =

√

(S2 − (J − L)2)((J + L)2 − S2)

2JL
. (5)

In addition, consideration of the angular momentum components perpendicular to J and S respec-

tively gives

sin δ =
L

S
sin i =

L

J
sin β. (6)

It is clear that vectors L, S and J lie in the same plane. For our purposes, it is useful to introduce

two orthonormal right oriented triads of unit vectors, defining two Cartesian coordinate systems

(X, Y, Z) and (X
′

, Y
′

, Z
′

) in such a way, that the Y and Y ′ axes are colinear and lie in the direction

perpendicular to this plane, while the Z and Z ′ axes are directed along S and L, respectively. From

these definitions and the above discussion it follows that we can choose the first triad ex, ey, ez to

be explicitly represented in the form

ex =
(s× j)× s

sin δ
=

j− cos δs

sin δ
, ey =

s× j

sin δ
, ez = s, (7)

where s = S/S and j = J/J , while the second one ex′ , ey′ , ez′ can be obtained from (7) by the

substitution δ → i and s → l, where l = L/L:

ex′ =
(l× j)× l

sin i
=

j− cos il

sin i
, ey′ =

l× j

sin i
, ez′ = l. (8)

Later on we are going to call coordinate frames defined with help of (7) and (8) as ’stellar’ and

’orbital’ frames, respectively

3 EQUATIONS GOVERNING THE NON-DISSIPATIVE TIDAL EVOLUTION OF THE

INCLINATION ANGLE BETWEEN THE SPIN AND ORBITAL ANGULAR

MOMENTUM VECTORS

In order to discuss the non-dissipative evolution of the inclination angles we need to relate non-

dissipative contribution to the tidal torque acting in the stellar frame, which was provided in IP,

to time derivatives of these angles. This can be easily done by differentiating cos δ = (j · s) with

respect to time, taking into account that j is conserved and with the help of eq. (7) expressing j in

terms of ex in the resulting expression, thus we obtain

δ̇ = −sin δ(ex · ṡ) + cos δ(s · ṡ)
sin δ

. (9)

But, (s · ṡ) = 0, so we have

© 2010 RAS, MNRAS 000, 1–41



On tidal evolution of a stellar rotation axis 7

δ̇ = −T x

S
, (10)

where T x = S(ex · ṡ) = (ex · Ṡ) ≡ (T · ex) is the component of the torque T in the X direction

acting on the star.

Derivation of the evolution equation for the angle β proceeds in a similar way. We first dif-

ferentiate equation (1) with respect to time. We then note that angular momentum conservation

implies that L̇ = −Ṡ and we use the fact that for non dissipative evolution, (T · ez) = 0, so that,

S is conserved (IP), and, accordingly, (S · L̇) = − (S · Ṡ) = 0. In this way we obtain

β̇ = − 1

sin β

(L · Ṡ)
L2

(

L

S
+ cos β

)

. (11)

From eq.(7) we find in addition that, sin δ(ex · Ṡ) = (L · Ṡ)/J. We then use (6), thus obtaining

β̇ = −
(

1

S
+

cos β

L

)

T x (12)

( see also equation (17) of IP). An evolution equation for the angle i = β−δ can be easily obtained

from (10) and (12).

In addition we have the conservation of the total angular momentum which yields

L2/(2S) + L cos β = (J2 − S2)/(2S) = constant, (13)

where we recall that S is constant.

3.1 An explicit expression for T x

The torque component T x requires an extensive analysis which is carried out in IP. The reader is

referred there for details. Here we note that in the equilibrium tide approximation for a barotropic

stellar model of the type we consider, T x = 0. However, a non zero value is obtained when

the induced acceleration and effective Coriolis force is included in the determination of the tidal

response. This is carried out in Section 5 of IP with some discussion of the origin of a non zero

value of T x given in Section 5.4.2. The results are then used to obtain T x in Section 6 and Appendix

B of IP.

3.2 Quasi-static and dynamical tides

IP considered the density response, ρn,k, to the perturbing potential U = r2An,kY2,n(θ, φ), where

the forcing frequency is ωf = kno + nΩr, with n being the azimuthal mode number and k an

integer. For the definition of other quantities here and in the rest of this Section see IP. The as-

sociated displacement is η = ξeq,n,k + ξeq1,n,k, This is written as the sum of two parts, ξeq,n,k,

© 2010 RAS, MNRAS 000, 1–41



8 P. B. Ivanov and J. C. B. Papaloizou

identified as the equilibrium, or quasi-static, tidal displacement and ξeq1,n,k which is the differ-

ence between the displacement and that quantity. The latter incorporates the dynamical tide. The

quantity, ξeq,n,k, can be taken to be the displacement in the limit of zero forcing frequency. This

together with η was specified by equations (57) and (27) of IP to be in a purely spheroidal form.

However, it is important to note that the analysis given Sections 5.2 and 5.3 of IP does not depend

on this assumption.

Furthermore the analysis, aimed at specifying the overlap integral,
∫

ρ
′∗
n,kr

2Y2,n(θ, φ)dV, this

being required in order to determine the tidal torque, can be undertaken while retaining ξeq1,n,k.

One finds that equation (53) of IP specifying the overlap integral is retained but with modified

definitions of the quantities, β∗ and Γ defined in IP, the latter being neglected for the non dissipative

evolution considered here. Hence, nω2
f(β∗ − 1)Ωr →

− ω2
fR
(

∫

iρΩrξ
∗
eq,n,k · (k̂× η)dV

∫

ρ|ξeq,n,k|2dV
− ωf

2

(

∫

ρξ∗
eq,n,k · ξeq1,n,kdV
∫

ρ|ξeq,n,k|2dV
−
∫

ρξ∗
eq,n,k ·DNAdV

ω2
f

∫

ρ|ξeq,n,k|2dV

))

,

(14)

where R indicates the real part, DNA represents the dissipative terms in equation (35) of IP, and for

completeness Γ → Γ
∫

ρ|η|2dV /(
∫

ρ|ξeq,n,k|2dV ). IP then assume that ξeq1,n,k can be neglected in

comparison to ξeq,n,k so that in addition η → ξeq,n,k in (14), which becomes the same as equation

(55) of IP, when non adiabatic effects which are assumed to be weak in comparison to conservative

effects are neglected.

IP discuss the evaluation of β∗ in this case using the form of the equilibrium tide given by equa-

tion (57) of IP. This spheroidal form applies in the case of a non rotating spherical star and is such

that β∗ and ωeq are constants independent of n. However, an alternative form for the equilibrium

tide could be adopted with corresponding change to ξeq1,n,k. Then IP, as well as the discussion be-

low, effectively make the approximation of adopting constant values for β∗ and ωeq independent of

n. Note that Coriolis forces are not necessary to obtain a non zero value of β∗. If they are neglected

β∗ = 1.

However, neglecting ξeq1,n,k and adopting equation (57) of IP neglects the possibility of res-

onances due to eg. inertial modes (see eg. Papaloizou & Ivanov 2005; Ogilvie 2014) or r modes

(see eg. Papaloizou & Savonije 2023) which are associated with the dynamical tide. But the latter

resonances are highly localised in parameter space and accordingly unlikely to play a significant

role. Note too that as only the density perturbation and associated overlap integral is required to

obtain tidal torque, further identification of the form of the displacement is not needed.

© 2010 RAS, MNRAS 000, 1–41



On tidal evolution of a stellar rotation axis 9

3.3 Equation governing the evolution of β

Equations (90) and (92) of IP then specify T x through

T x = −T∗
3(2β∗ + 1)

2
e2(1− e2)3/2

(

1 + e2/6
)

(

Ωr

ωeq

)2

sin β sin 2 ˆ̟ ,

where T∗ =
3k2q

2

(1 + q)

(

R∗

a

)5

M∗n
2
oa

2(1− e2)−6 and (15)

β∗ is a constant of order unity ( see equation (55) of IP) , ωeq differs from Ω∗ by numerical factor

order of unity, k2 is the apsidal motion constant and ˆ̟ − π/2 is the angle between the apsidal line

and the Y axis which may be used to define the line of nodes. Then the angle between the apsidal

line and the X
′

axis is ̟ = ˆ̟ − π. Thus we have

β̇ =

(

1

S
+

cos β

L

)

T∗
3(2β∗ + 1)e2(1− e2)3/2

2
×

(

1 +
e2

6

)(

Ωr

ωeq

)2

sin β sin 2 ˆ̟ . (16)

Provided that a dependence of ˆ̟ on time is specified equations (12), (13) and (16) together

with the standard expression of L in terms of a and e form a complete set. We considered in IP the

simplest case when apsidal precession determined by equilibrium tides is given by the classical

expression

d ˆ̟

dt
=

d̟

dt
=

d̟T

dt
=

15k2n0M1R
5
∗

M∗(a(1− e2))5

(

1 +
3e2

2
+

e4

8

)

, (17)

(Sterne 1939). In this paper we would like to consider a more complicated situation taking into

account other potentially important sources of apsidal precession, namely, the Einstein precession

and apsidal precession determined by rotational flattening of the primary (e.g. Barker & O’Connell

1975; Shakura 1985) In the latter case the apsidal precession rate depends on inclination of the

stellar axis to the orbit, β, which results in a much richer dynamics. We derive an expression for

the apsidal precession rate due to rotational flattening in a form appropriate for our purposes from

the results of Barker & O’Connell (1975) in Appendix A, see equation (A14). As seen from this

expression there are two contributions, which have physically different origin. The former term

is directly determined by gravitational perturbation of the Keplerian point-mass potential arising

from the rotational distortion of the primary, causing apsidal precession. The nature of the second

term proportional to cos i, is ’indirect’ in the following sense. When the rotation axis of the star

is inclined with respect to the orbit, interaction of the tidal potential with the misaligned axisym-

metric density distribution of the rotationally flattened star leads to precession of this axis. This,

in turn causes the orbital angular momentum vector to similarly precess in order to conserve total

© 2010 RAS, MNRAS 000, 1–41



10 P. B. Ivanov and J. C. B. Papaloizou

angular momentum. This makes the orbital frame non-inertial inducing corresponding Coriolis

forces, which give rise to the additional apsidal precession of the orbit.

Accordingly, adding all the contributions together we have

d ˆ̟

dt
=

d̟T

dt
+

d̟E

dt
+

d̟R

dt
+

d̟NI

dt
, (18)

where d̟T/dt is given by (17),

d̟E

dt
=

3GM∗(1 + q)

c2a(1− e2)
n0, (19)

is the standard expression for the Einstein relativistic apsidal precession, c is speed of light, and

d̟R/dt and d̟NI/dt are given by the first and second contributions to the apsidal advance rate

specified by eq. (A14).

3.4 Evolution equations in dimensionless form

In order to simplify the discussion of the evolution equations we obtain a dimensionless form of

equation (16)) by introducing a new ’slow’ time variable τ = t/t∗, where the time t∗ defines the

tidal apsidal precession timescale for a small eccentricity e and is given by

t∗ =
ã13/2Ω−1

∗

15k2q
√

(1 + q)
, (20)

where we recall that ã = a/R∗, equation (16) thus leads to

dβ

dτ
=

(

cos β
√

(1− e2)
+

1

S̃

)

T̃ (1− e2)3/2 sin(β) sin(2 ˆ̟ ), (21)

where

T̃ =
3

5
(1 + q)γ∗

e2(1 + e2/6)

(1− e2)6
ã−3σ2, (22)

and

S̃ =
Ĩ(1 + q)

q
ã−2σ, (23)

where we recall that σ = Ωr/n0, in addition ω∗ = ωeq/Ω∗, Ĩ = I/(M∗R
2
∗), and

γ∗ = (2β∗+1)/(2ω2
∗) is a numerical factor order of unity. The dimensionless quantity T̃ is related

to the ratio of the torque T∗ introduced in (15) and the orbital angular momentum and S̃/
√
1− e2

is the ratio of the spin and orbital angular momentum. In what follows we set γ∗ = 1 and adopt

Ĩ = 0.1.

Eq. (18) together with (20) leads to the representation of the apsidal precession rate in terms

of the dimensionless time, τ , in the form

d ˆ̟

dτ
=

d̟T

dτ
+

d̟E

dτ
+

d̟R

dτ
+

d̟NI

dτ
, (24)

© 2010 RAS, MNRAS 000, 1–41



On tidal evolution of a stellar rotation axis 11

where

d̟T

dτ
=

(1 + 3e2/2 + e4/8)

(1− e2)5
, (25)

d̟E

dτ
≈ 4.3× 10−5αE

(1 + q)

q

ã4

(1− e2)
, (26)

d̟R

dτ
=

(1 + q)

30

1

q

(3 cos2 β − 1)

(1− e2)2
σ2, (27)

and
d̟NI

dτ
=

1

15Ĩ

(

J

L

)

cos i cos β

(1− e2)3/2
σã2, (28)

with αE =

(

M∗

M⊙

)(

k2
10−2

)−1(
R∗

R⊙

)−1

. (29)

The dependence on cos i can be removed by using the relation for the component of the total

angular momentum in the direction of L

J cos i = L+ S cos β = L(1 + (1− e2)−1/2S̃) (30)

substituting the above into (28) and making use of (23) we obtain

d̟NI

dτ
=

σã2 cos β

15Ĩ(1− e2)3/2
+

(1 + q)σ2 cos2 β

15q(1− e2)2
. (31)

Note that although the Einstein term (26) contains a small parameter, it dominates over the

tidal contribution when either ã is sufficiently large, or q is sufficiently small. Comparing (25) and

(26) we find that the Einstein term dominates over the tidal one provided that

ã > ãE ≈ 12α
−1/4
E

(

q

1 + q

)1/4
(1 + 3e2/2 + e4/8)

1/4

(1− e2)
. (32)

The set of equations (20) and (24) also depend on the eccentricity e. We recall that J, S, a, and

accordingly σ and S̃ are constant in non dissipative evolution (see e.g. IP) The eccentricity can

be expressed in terms of the angle β using the first integral derived from the conservation of total

angular momentum given by (13), which leads to the relation

C =
(1− e2)

2S̃
+
√
1− e2 cos β. (33)

where C is a constant 2. This may be chosen so that the system takes on prescribed values β = β0,

and e = e0 at τ = 0. Thus

C =
(1− e20)

2S̃
+
√

1− e20 cos β0, (34)

Equation (21) together with equations (24-34) form a complete set for determining the evolu-

tion as a function of τ. This is converted to time t = t∗τ using (20). In particular after specifying

2 Note a misprint in the corresponding equation (116) of IP, the sign (-) on r.h.s. should be (+). which leads to consistency with (33).
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12 P. B. Ivanov and J. C. B. Papaloizou

conserved quantities and making use of (25-34) equations (21) and (24) become a pair of first order

ordinary differential equations for β and ˆ̟ . These contain, ã, σ, αE, q and Ĩ as fixed parameters.

3.4.1 Allowed values of ã and σ

Here we point out that in what follows, ã should not be too small, and σ should not be too large.

Clearly the radius of periastron, rp = (1 − e)a, should be larger than the stellar radius R∗. Thus

ã should be larger than 1/(1 − e). Additionally, the radius of periastron cannot smaller than tidal

disruption radius rT = (M1/M∗)
1/3R∗ = q1/3R∗, this being larger than the stellar radius when

q > 1. Combining the requirement that rp should be larger than both R∗ and rT we have

ã > ãmin =
max(1, q1/3)

(1− e)
. (35)

In addition the rotational frequency Ωr should be significantly smaller than Ω∗ =
√

GM∗/R∗
3

as

when Ωr ∼ Ω∗ the star experiences rotational break-up. Furthermore, for sufficiently large rotation

rates the theory leading to our evolution equations is not applicable. Following Ivanov & Papaloizou

(2007a) we shall assume that Ωr < 0.5Ω∗. From this and given that σ = Ωr/n0 we obtain

σ < σmax =
ã3/2

2
√
1 + q

. (36)

3.4.2 The rate of precession of the longitude of periapsis dΠ/dt

We recall that (28) as given by (A14) is the contribution to the rate of advance of the line of

apsides measured with respect to the line of nodes that arises from the precession of the line

of nodes itself. It can also be written as −(dΩN/dt) cos i, which is (−) the component of the

angular velocity associated with the precession of the line of nodes, dΩN/dt, in the direction of

the orbital angular momentum. In order to remove this contribution when either | cosβ| = 1 or

in the limit when the magnitude of the spin angular momentum is negligible compared to the

orbital angular momentum, the longitude of periapsis, Π = ΩN + ˆ̟ − π/2 is often used. When

| cosβ| = 1 the precession is then measured with respect to a line fixed in an inertial frame. We

have dΠ/dt = d ˆ̟ /dt + dΩN/dt. Thus the transition from d ˆ̟ /dt to dΠ/dt is obtained if cos i

is replaced by by cos i − 1 in (28). Making use of (4) and (30) one finds that following the above

prescription (28) is modified to become

d̟NI

dτ
→ 1

15Ĩ

(
√

1− S2/J2 sin2 β − 1)

(
√

1− S2/J2 sin2 β − S cos β/J)

σã2 cos β

(1− e2)3/2
. (37)

Notably, this vanishes in the limit of small S/J which is the expected situation when q is of order

unity. Thus in this limit dΠ/dt is obtained from d ˆ̟ /dt by simply omitting d̟NI/dt. However,
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no such simplification occurs for small q and it is important to note that ˆ̟ rather than Π is the

significant angle when the evolution of β is concerned. Hence, hereafter we focus on this.

4 DISCUSSION OF THE EVOLUTION EQUATIONS

4.1 A qualitative analysis of the evolution equations under the assumption that variations

of β are small

4.1.1 Determining the dominant form of apsidal precession

The behaviour of our system depends on the relative values of d̟T/dτ , d̟E/dτ , d̟R/dτ and

d̟NI/dτ . To estimate importance of these terms which contribute to the right hand side of equa-

tion (24), we set (3 cos2 β− 1) and cos β to unity in equations (27) and (31), respectively. We then

adopt the largest of the two terms on the right hand side of (31) to make estimates. In this way we

obtain

d̟NI

dτ
∼ max

(

σã2

15Ĩ(1− e2)3/2
, 2

d̟R

dτ

)

, and

d̟R

dτ
∼ (1 + q)σ2

30q(1− e2)2
. (38)

It follows that either we have d̟NI/dτ ∼ d̟
(1)
NI/dτ ≡ σã2/(15Ĩ(1− e2)3/2), or both inertial

and rotational terms have the same order of magnitude. In what follows we call the latter case as

rotational-non-inertial and use d̟RNI/dτ ∼ ( 1 + q )σ2/(15q(1− e2)2) for our estimates below.

4.1.2 Values of, σ ≡ Ωr/n0, separating regimes of tidal and non inertial precession

Let us consider the situation when ã < ãE , and, accordingly, tidal precession is more important

than Einstein precession. From the condition, d̟RNI/dτ > d̟T/dτ, we obtain the requirement

that σ > σ1, where

σ1 =

√

15q(1 + 3e2/2 + e4/8)

(1 + q)(1− e2)3
. (39)

Similarly, the condition that, d̟RNI/dτ > d̟
(1)
NI/dτ leads to the requirement σ > σ2, where

σ2 =
q

(1 + q)Ĩ
(1− e2)1/2ã2. (40)

In addition, the condition d̟
(1)
NI/dτ > d̟T/dτ leads to σ > σ3, where

σ3 = 15Ĩ
(1 + 3e2/2 + e4/8)

(1− e2)7/2
ã−2. (41)
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14 P. B. Ivanov and J. C. B. Papaloizou

4.1.3 Values of, σ ≡ Ωr/n0, separating Einstein and non inertial precession

When ã > ãE and Einstein precession is more important than tidal precession, the condition

d̟RNI/dτ > d̟E/dτ gives σ > σ4, where

σ4 = 2.5× 10−2α
1/2
E (1− e2)1/2ã2. (42)

In addition the condition, d̟
(1)
NI/dτ > d̟E/dτ, yields σ > σ5, where

σ5 = 6.7× 10−4αE Ĩ
(1 + q)

q
(1− e2)1/2ã2. (43)

From the above considerations we see that for fixed Ĩ, q and e regions in the (ã, σ) plane can

be determined where one of d̟T/dτ , d̟E/dτ, d̟
1
NI/dτ, or d̟RNI/dτ dominates. We denote

the largest of these at a point in the (ã, σ) plane as ϕ̇.

4.1.4 Critical curves

There is a possibility that the contribution of the different terms on the right hand side of (24)

cancel each other in such a way that we have d ˆ̟ /dτ ≈ 0. For a given set of values of αE, q Ĩ

and initial values of e and β, namely e0 and β0, respectively, the condition d ˆ̟ /dτ = 0 leads to an

algebraic equation for a curve in the (σ, ã) plane, referred hereafter to as a ’critical curve’, which

may or may not have physical solutions depending on the values of the parameters entering (24).

An analysis of the evolution of our system near critical curves is discussed below in Section 5.

4.1.5 The variation of β in the different regimes of apsidal precession

Away from a critical curve a characteristic amplitude of variation of β in the course of time, ∆β,

can be estimated as ∆β ∼ φ̇−1dβ/dτ , where dβ/dτ is given by equation (21). For the purpose of

making crude estimates we replace cos β and sin 2 ˆ̟ by unity, and sin β by sin β0, thus obtaining

∆β ∼ 3

5

q

Ĩφ̇

e2(1 + e2/6)

(1− e2)9/2
σã−1sin β0 or

∆β ∼ 3

5

(1 + q)

φ̇

e2(1 + e2/6)

(1− e2)5
σ2ã−3sin β0, (44)

depending on whether the second term in brackets in (21) dominates the first or vice versa. From

(16) and (21)-(23), we see that the former case corresponds to the orbital angular momentum being

larger than the rotational angular momentum, being realised when σ < σ2.

Substituting estimates of d̟T/dτ , d̟E/dτ , d̟
(1)
NI/dτ , or, d̟RNI/dτ for φ̇ in (44), we can

find a typical amplitude of variation of β in the four regions of the (ã, σ) plane, where these

terms respectively dominate. In the first of these regions where d̟T/dτ dominates equation (44)
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becomes3

∆β ∼ 3

5

q

Ĩ

e2(1 + e2/6)(1− e2)1/2σ

(1 + 3e2/2 + e4/8) ã
sin β0, or

∆β ∼ 3(1 + q)e2(1 + e2/6)σ2

5 (1 + 3e2/2 + e4/8) ã3
sin β0 (45)

the first alternative applying for σ < σ2 and the second for σ > σ2.

Similarly, in the region dominated by Einstein precession equation (44) becomes

∆β ∼ 1.4× 104
α−1
E q2e2(1 + e2/6)σ

Ĩ(1 + q)(1− e2)7/2ã5
sin β0, or

∆β ∼ 1.4× 104
α−1
E qe2(1 + e2/6)σ2

(1− e2)4ã7
sin β0, (46)

the first alternative applying for σ < σ2 and the second for σ > σ2. Finally, in the region where

d̟NI/dτ dominates, which is always the case when σ is sufficiently large, we find, regardless of

the magnitude of σ or which term in (38) dominates, that

∆β ∼ 9q
e2(1 + e2/6)

(1− e2)3
ã−3sin β0. (47)

4.1.6 Regimes of evolution as a function of σ

Let us consider how different regimes of evolution arise when σ increases and all other quantities

entering the equation for apsidal precession rate are kept fixed. Firstly consider the case ã < ãE

and precession due to tides is more important than Einstein precession. From equations (27-28) it

follows that when σ is sufficiently small, that is less than the smaller of σ1 and σ3, the evolution

will be dominated by tidal effects.

On the other hand, when ã > ãE and Einstein precession is more important than tidal pre-

cession, when σ is less than the smaller of σ4 and σ5 the evolution will be dominated by Einstein

precession. When the evolution is dominated by either tidal or Einstein precession, the situation

is referred to hereafter as ”the standard evolution regime”. When this is not the case we designate

the situation as ’the rotational regime’ for any value of ã.

3 Note that the first expression in (45) corresponds to the ’standard evolution’ considered in IP for which the apsidal precession is dominated by

the tidal term and the orbital angular momentum is more significant.
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16 P. B. Ivanov and J. C. B. Papaloizou

4.1.7 Estimated change in β in the different regimes when precession due to tidal effects is more

important than Einstein precession

Let us consider the case ã < ãE in more detail. It is easy to see from their definitions that if any

two of the σi, i = 1, 2, 3, are equal then all of them are. Thus σ1(ã∗) = σ2(ã∗) = σ3(ã∗) for any

value ã∗ of ã for which this occurs. In stating this we remark that σ1 does not in fact depend on ã.

Note too that the parameters of the problem should be such that ã∗ exceeds ãmin = 1/(1 − e) in

order for this quantity to play a role.

Equating σ1 and σ2 we get

ã ≡ ã∗ =

(

15(1 + 3e2/2 + e4/8)(1 + q)

q

)1/4
√

Ĩ

(1− e2)
. (48)

As σ1 is independent of ã, σ2 ∝ ã2 and σ3 ∝ ã−2, we see that when ã < ã∗ we have σ2 < σ1 < σ3.

Thus the evolution is in the standard regime when σ < σ1 and in the rotational regime when

σ > σ1. When σ < σ2 in the standard regime we should use the first expression for ∆β in (45)

otherwise the second is used. In the rotational regime (47) should be used.

On the other hand, when ã > ã∗, we have σ3 < σ1 < σ2. the evolution is in the standard

regime when σ < σ3. As the orbital angular momentum is more important than the rotational

angular momentum, the first expression in (45) should be used. When σ > σ3 the system is in

the rotational regime and (47) applies. Equations (45-47) indicate that ∆β increases with σ in the

standard regime and does not depend on σ in the rotational regime.

4.1.8 Estimated change in β in the different regimes when Einstein precession is more

important than precession driven by tidal effects

When ã > ãE from (40), (42) and (43) we see that σ2, σ4 and σ5 have the same dependence on ã,

being ∝ ã2 Thus the condition for the non-inertial regime of evolution σ2/σ5 > 1 is the same for

all ã > ãE . It becomes a condition for mass ratio, q, to be sufficiently large

q

(1 + q)
> 2.5 · 10−2α

1/2
E Ĩ . (49)

When this condition is satisfied we have ã∗ < ãE , and the evolution is in the standard regime

when σ < σ5 and is rotationally dominated otherwise. Since (49) implies the orbital angular

momentum exceeds the rotational angular momentum, for standard evolution we use the first ex-

pression in (46) for ∆β. In the rotationally dominated case (47) should be used.

When the inequality (49) is reversed we obtain standard evolution when σ < σ4 and rotational

evolution when σ > σ4. When σ < σ4 and σ < σ2, ∆β is determined by the first expression in
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(46) and when σ2 < σ < σ4, ∆β is determined by the second expression in (46). Finally, when

σ > σ4, ∆β should be evaluated using (47).

4.1.9 Approximate boundaries of the regimes of evolution in the σ, ã plane

It is important to note that in all cases when σ is large enough ∆β is determined by (47). This gives

the largest possible value of ∆β for all σ, for given q, e and ã provided that a single term dominates

the apsidal precession rate given by equation (24). However, as mentioned above, there could be

a situation where different terms in (24) compensate each other and the apsidal precession rate is

close to zero. This situation is considered in the next Section.

When σ < σ2, the orbital angular momentum is larger than the rotational angular momentum.

Whether standard evolution or evolution in the rotational regime takes place is determined by the

relation of, σ, to σi, i = 1, 3, 4, 5, according as to whether, ã, is larger or smaller than ãE and ã∗

and also on whether q is such that the inequality (49) is satisfied.

When this is satisfied and ã∗ < ãE , so that tidal precession dominates. When ã < ã∗ the border

between the standard and rotational regimes is given by σ = σ1. When ã∗ < ã < ãE this border is

given by σ = σ3. When ã > ãE and the inequality (49) is satisfied the border between the standard

and rotational regime is given by σ = σ5. When q is such that the inequality (49) is not satisfied,

this border is given by σ = σ4.

These borders between standard and rotational regimes of evolution can be used to construct

curves that separate regions where standard evolution occurs from those where rotationally domi-

nant evolution occurs throughout allowed regions the (ã, σ) plane for specified values of e and q.

These are illustrated in Fig. 1 for q = 1, 0.1, 10−2 and 10−3. For each of these cases e = 0.5, and

Ĩ = 0.1. Thus ãmin = 2 throughout. When q = 1, ã∗ = 1 and ãE = 14.5. When q = 0.1, ã∗ = 1.6

and ãE = 9.5. When q = 10−2, ã∗ = 2.8 and ãE = 5.5. When q = 10−3, ã∗ = 5 and ãE = 3. Note

that when q = 1 or 0.1, ã∗ < ãmin, and that only in the case with q = 10−3 the inequality (49) is

not satisfied. Finally, we recall that we set (3 cos2 β − 1) and cos β to unity in equations (27) and

(31) to obtain these borders. Given the form of these equations, this should provide a reasonable

approximation for | cos β| not too small. Polar orbits with β = π/2 are discussed separately in

Section 5.4 below.
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5 EVOLUTION NEAR A CRITICAL CURVE ON WHICH d ˆ̟ /dτ = 0

For a particular set of the parameters entering eq. (24) d̟/dτ = 0. For a given set of values of

αE , q Ĩ and some initial value of β, β0, with corresponding initial eccentricity, e = e0 (see (34)),

the condition d̟/dτ = 0 can be represented as a curve ã = ã0(σ). When ã is close to ã0 the

rate of apsidal precession is small and variations of β are expected to be much larger than in the

general case discussed above. The curve ã = ã0(σ) is referred to hereafter as a critical curve. In

this Section we analyse possible forms of critical curves and the variation of β when ã is close to

ã0(σ).

5.1 Properties of critical curves

Setting d ˆ̟ /dτ = 0 in (24) results in biquadratic equation for ã0 with the solutions

ã0 = ±
{

1

2A

(

−B ±
√
B2 − 4AC

)1/2
}1/2

, (50)

where

A = γE
(1 + q)

q(1− e20)
, B =

1

15Ĩ

σ cos β0

(1− e20)
3/2

, and

C =
(1 + 3e20/2 + e40/8)

(1− e20)
5

+
(1 + q)(5 cos2 β0 − 1)

30q(1− e20)
2

σ2, (51)

with γE = 4.3 · 10−5αE . It is clear that that only solutions of (50) that are real and positive can

be physically relevant. When simplifying expressions it is sometimes convenient to display the

explicit dependence of the quantities A, B, and, 4AC, on β0 and σ. Accordingly, we set

B = bσ cos β0, and 4AC = d1 + d2σ
2(5 cos2 β0 − 1),

where b =
1

15Ĩ

1

(1− e20)
3/2

, d1 =
4γE(1 + q)

q

(1 +
3e2

0

2
+

e4
0

8
)

(1− e20)
6

,

and d2 =
2γE
15

(1 + q)2

q2
1

(1− e20)
3
. (52)

From their definitions it follows that b, d1 and d2 are always positive. In terms of these quantities

(50) gives 4

ã0 =

{

1

2A
(−b cos β0σ ±

√
d)

}1/2

, where

d = (b2 cos2 β0 + d2(1− 5 cos2 β0))σ
2 − d1. (53)

4 The possible unphysical solution with ã0 has been omitted.
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5.2 Prograde rotation

From (53) it is seen that when β0 < π/2, −b cos β0σ < 0 and there can only be one branch

corresponding to (+) in (53). It is also necessary that d > b2 cos2 β0σ
2 for the expression in the

braces in (53) to be positive. Thus we require that d2(1 − 5 cos2 β0)σ
2 > d1. Accordingly, we can

have physical solutions of (53) only when

d1 < d2σ
2 and β0 > βcrit = cos−1

√

1

5
− d1

5d2σ2
≡

cos−1

√

1

5
− 6q(1 + 3e20/2 + e40/8)

(1 + q)σ2(1− e20)
3

(54)

Corresponding to prograde rotation we have βcrit < β0 < π/2 and there is only one physical so-

lution corresponding to the (+) sign alternative of the square root in (53). Note that the condition,

d2σ
2 > d1, that is required for the argument of the square root to be positive, ensures that the

apsidal precession rates due to tides and rotational distortion can balance for some values of β0

and e0. From this condition it follows that

σ >

√

30q(1 + 3e20/2 + e40/8)

(1 + q)(1− e20)
3

. (55)

On the other hand, for a fixed β0, we can formally make σ large enough that the last term in the

square root in (54) can be neglected. In this case βcrit = cos−1
√

1
5

gives the smallest possible

value of β0. However, available values of ã0 and σ should also satisfy physical conditions (35)

and (36). Therefore, there could be a situation when formally possible solutions of (50) should be

ruled out as unphysical.

5.3 Retrograde rotation

For retrograde rotation corresponding to β0 > π/2 the quantity −b cos β0σ is positive. In this case,

for d > 0, if d2 > σ2b2 cos2 β, there is one possible solution corresponding to choosing the positive

square root in (53). On the other hand if d > 0, and d2 < σ2b2 cos2 β, there are two possible

solutions corresponding to choosing both the positive and negative square root possibilities in

(53).

From (53) the condition that d > 0 which is required for the existence of at least one physical

solution yields (b2 cos2 β0 + d2(1 − 5 cos2 β0))σ
2 > d1. When this is satisfied we see that two

realisable solutions will be present when

σ2d2(1− 5 cos2 β0)− d1 < 0. (56)

Note again that these conditions are only necessary. In addition, ã0 should obviously be larger
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Figure 1. We show the borders between the standard and rotational regimes represented by solid piecewise continuous curves for e = 0.5, Ĩ = 0.1,
and various values of q. Black, red, green and blue curves correspond to q = 1, 0.1, 10−2 and 10−3, respectively. But note that the first three of

these curves have regions of overlap for ã <∼ 10 on segments where they are specified by σ = σ3, this quantity being independent of q.
The border between the dominance of orbital and rotational angular momenta is defined by the dashed curves. We plot the maximal value of σ,

σmax, defined through (36), magenta and cyan dashed curves correspond to q = 1 and to q = 0, respectively. We recall that σ < σmax to

avoid potential rotational disruption. It is clear that when q = 1 or 0.1 the orbital angular momentum dominates for the whole range of physically

available values of σ.

than ãmin and σ should be smaller than σmax. However, in our analysis below we formally as-

sume that ã0 and σ are not constrained by these physical conditions, and instead illustrate them

graphically for a specified value of β0.

5.3.1 The case −1/
√
5 < cos β0 < 0

The condition that d > 0 results in

σ >

√

d1
b2 cos2 β0 + d2(1− 5 cos2 β0)

, (57)

noting that in this case the expression under the square root is always positive. From (56) we see

that two realisable solutions exist when

σ <

√

d1
d2(1− 5 cos2 β0)

. (58)

As the right hand side of (57) is always smaller than that of (58), there always a region in the

(ã0, σ) plane where two solutions are present subject to the physical constraints being met.

In this region a special role is played by a value of σ = σd, such that d is zero: d(σd) = 0 found

by turning the inequality to equality in (57). At this value the branches for each solution merge.

The corresponding dimensionless semi-major axis is ãd. When σ increases from σd we have d > 0,
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ã0 is then larger or smaller than ãd depending on whether the (+) or (−) sign is adopted for the

square root in equation (53). There are no solutions for σ < σd in this case.
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Figure 2. The left panel shows critical curves for the prograde case with β0 = 2π/5 in the (σ, ã0) plane. The eccentricity e0 = 0.5 and Ĩ = 0.1.
Black Solid, red dashed, green dot dashed and blue dot dot dashed curves have q = 10−2, 10−3, 10−4 and 10−5, respectively. The black dotted

curve illustrates the condition (36) that rotational frequency cannot be too large. See the text for additional description of particular curves. The

right panel is as for the left panel but shows critical curves for the retrograde case with β0 = 3π/5. In this case black solid, red dashed, green dot

dashed, blue double dot dashed and magenta dot double dashed curves are for q = 10, 1, 10−1, 10−2 and 10−3 respectively.
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Figure 3. The left panel is as in Fig. 2 but for the retrograde case with β0 = 4π/5. In this case black solid, red dashed, green dot dashed and blue

double dot dashed curves are for q = 10, 1, 10−1 and 10−2 respectively. The right panel is as in Fig. 2 but critical curves for polar orbits with

β0 = π/2 are shown. In this case black solid, red dashed, green dot dashed, blue double dot dashed and magenta dot double dashed curves are for

q = 10, 1, 10−1, 10−2 and 10−3respectively.
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Figure 4. As for the right panel of Fig. 3, but with eccentricity e0 = 0.2 (left panel) and e0 = 0.9 (right panel).
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Figure 5. The characteristic amplitude of the variation of β defined in eq. (84), and evaluated along the critical curves as a function of σ is shown

in the left panel for β0 = 2π/5. Curves with different line styles correspond to values of q in the same way as for the left panel of Fig. 2 The same

quantity, but for β0 = 3π/5 is shown in the right panel. In this case the line styles associated with the different curves are related to q as in the

right panel of Fig. 2. For both panels e0 = 0.5. As noted in Section 6.1.1 the sharp maxima that can be seen are unrealistic owing to the vanishing

of D. In practice, as discussed there, the wings on either side should connect smoothly.
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5.3.2 The case cos β0 < −1/
√
5

In this case the condition that d is positive is again given by (57), and the expression under the

square root is positive for any β0 when b2 > 5d2. When b2 < 5d2 it is positive only when

cos2 β0 6
d2

5d2 − b2
. (59)

The condition (59) does not constrain possible values of β0 provided that the expression on the

right hand side is larger than one. The latter requirement results in

q2

(1 + q)
>

q2crit
(1 + qcrit)2

= 120γE Ĩ
2. (60)

Noting that the smallness of Ĩ and γE we neglect qcrit in the factor (1+qcrit) in (60) thus obtaining

qcrit = 7.2 · 10−2α
1/2
E Ĩ. (61)

In summary, when q < qcrit the value of cos β0 should be larger than −
√

d2/(5d2 − b2) for the

existence of critical curves. From equation (56) it is seen that when they do exist there always two

solutions of (53).

5.4 Polar orbits

Equation (50), yielding values of ã0 on a critical curve, has a solution with a simple form when

the stellar rotational axis lies in the orbital plane and, accordingly, β0 = π/2. In this case we have

from (53) the single solution

ã0 =

(

σ2(1 + q)− 30q(1 + 3e20/2 + e40/8)(1− e20)
−3

30γE(1 + q)(1− e20)

)1/4

≈ 5.3

(

σ2(1 + q)− 30q(1 + 3e20/2 + e40/8)(1− e20)
−3

αE(1 + q)(1− e20)

)1/4

(62)

where we use the definitions of d1 and d2 given in (52), and, obviously, only values ã0 > ãmin,

as specified by (35), should be considered. From the condition ãmin = ã0(σmin) we obtain the

smallest allowed value of σ to be given by

σmin =

(

16(Aãmin)
4 + d1

d2

)1/2

. (63)

In the same way the largest allowed value of ã0, ãmax is obtained by substituting of (36) in (62),

thus ãmax = ã0(σmax).

5.5 Graphical representation of critical curves

We illustrate realisable critical curves in the (σ, ã0) plane in Figs. 2, 3, and 4 for different values

of β0. The eccentricity, e0 is taken to be e0 = 0.5 in Figs. 2, and 3. In Fig. 4 we illustrate critical
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curves for polar orbits with β0 = π/2. with e = 0.2 (left panel) and e = 0.9 (right panel),

respectively. Curves with different line style are for different values of q except for dotted curves

which always represent the limiting curve determined by equation (36), in which we have set

q = 1. We remark that we consider values of q 6 10, and the difference in the maximum allowed

ã0, ãlim, as determined from (36) is a factor of ∼ 2 or less. In this way we obtain ã0 < ãlim, where

ãlim = (2σ)2/3, which is represented by dotted curves. It is implied, for a given σ, that only values

of ã0 > alim should be taken into account. Additionally, we show only values of ã0 larger than

ãmin given by equation (35).

In the left panel of Fig. 2 we show critical curves on which β0 = 2π/5, which being < π/2

corresponds to prograde rotation as discussed in Section 5.2. As explained there, there is only one

branch of the curves in this case. Also, only rather small mass ratios are allowed as a result of the

condition ã0 > ãlim. Black solid, red dashed, green dot dashed and blue dot dot dashed curves are

for q = 10−2, 10−3, 10−4 and 10−5, respectively. As seen from these plots all curves are such that

ã0 grows monotonically with σ and, for a given σ larger values of ã0 correspond to smaller mass

ratios.

In the right panel of Fig. 2 we illustrate critical curves with β0 = 3π/5, which has retrograde

rotation and satisfies −1/
√
5 < cos(β0) < 0 as discussed in Section 5.3.1. Black solid, red dashed,

green dot dashed, blue double dot dashed and magenta dot double dashed curves are for q = 10,

1, 10−1, 10−2 and 10−3, respectively. As seen from these plots, the situation is quite different from

the previous case. Apart from the case with q = 10−3 there are two branches merging at σ = σd,

which is the smallest value of σ that can be realised on a critical curve with prescribed q, e0 and

β0. Also, contrary to the previous case values of ã0 for a given σ, belonging to the upper branch,

are larger for larger values of q, values of ã0 corresponding to upper (lower) branch increasing

(decreasing) with σ.

In the left panel of Fig. 3 we illustrate critical curves for the retrograde case with β0 = 4π/5. In

this case cos(β0) < −1/
√
5 a situation that is discussed in Section 5.3.2. Black solid, red dashed,

green dot dashed and blue double dot dashed curves are for q = 10, 1, 10−1 and 10−2, respectively.

This situation is similar to that previous retrograde case but the curve for q = 10−3 is absent. This

is because σd is larger than the largest value of σ, namely σ = 100 shown. Since larger values of σ,

for which tides are significant, are unlikely to be realised in an astrophysical context, we conclude

that when cos(β0) < −1/
√
5 and the mass ratio is sufficiently small, finding a system evolving

close to a critical curve is unlikely.

Critical curves for polar orbits with β0 = π/2 with e0 = 0.5 are shown in the right panel of
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Fig. 3. In addition, critical curves for β0 = π/2 but with e0 = 0.2 and e0 = 0.9 are illustrated

in the left and right panels of Fig. 4, respectively. Black solid, red dashed, green dot dashed, blue

double dot dashed and magenta dot double dashed curves are for q = 10, 1, 10−1, 10−2 and 10−3,

respectively. The case e0 = 0.5 shown in the right panel of Fig. 3 can be compared to the previous

cases which all have the same value of e0. As for the prograde case there is only one branch of

a critical curve for a given q, but they exist for larger values of q at sufficiently large values of

σ. In addition, curves with small mass ratios reach smaller values of σ. In the opposite limit of

large σ all curves have the same asymptote. As seen from Fig. 4 when e0 is smaller (larger) the

range of allowed σ is shifted towards smaller (larger) values. Note, however, that in case of large

eccentricity it is more reasonable to compare the rotational frequency with a typical periastron

passage frequency, which scales as n0/(1− e)3/2.

5.6 The condition dΠ/dt = 0 and its limit when the ratio of spin angular momentum to

orbital angular momentum is small

To obtain dΠ/dt we equate it to the right hand side of equation (24) making use of equations

(25)-(27) for d̟T/dt, d̟E/dt, and d̟R/dt respectively, and equation (37) to specify d̟NI/dt.

Although the angle Π is not directly involved in the evolution of β, it may be of interest in the

context of observations of apsidal motion and when this reverses direction, which happens when

dΠ/dt passes through zero. When this happens for some β0, and e0 can be determined in the same

way as critical curves. To do this, from the discussion in Section 3.4.2 it follows that we should

make the replacements

Ĩ → Ĩ
(
√

1− S2/J2 sin2 β − S cos β/J)
√

1− S2/J2 sin2 β − 1
, and

5 cos2 β → 3 cos2 β. (64)

In particular this formulation is most useful in the limit S/J → 0 in which case B in equation (51)

→ 0, and as a consequence dΠ/dt passes through zero when

γE(1 + q)ã40
q(1− e20)

+
(1 +

3e2
0

2
+

e4
0

8
)

(1− e20)
5

+
(1 + q)(3 cos2 β0 − 1)σ2

30q(1− e20)
2

= 0. (65)

In the case of polar orbits with β0 = π/2 this clearly yields the same critical curve condition given

in Section 5.4. We also note that as the polar orbit is the most favourable for reversing the sign of

dΠ/dt, equation (62) gives an upper bound value on the values of of ã0, for a given σ, for which

this is possible.
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5.7 Relationship to fixed points and the evolution of β

Critical curves are such that on them d ˆ̟ /dτ = 0. As the apsidal precession rate does not depend

on ˆ̟ this is not required to define critical curves. However, if we insist that dβ/dτ = 0 in addition,

we define a fixed point. For general β0 this requires ˆ̟ = 0, π/2 or 3π/2 (see eq. (16). When ˆ̟

takes on one of these values, β remains fixed at the value β0. However, if a different value is

specified then β will vary with time displaying an oscillatory motion. From (16) when T∗ or e is

small the amplitude of this motion will be small. But the changes in β will exceed those found

well away from critical curves as described in Section 4.1.5. This will be discussed further below.

6 THE EVOLUTION EQUATIONS AND THE BEHAVIOUR OF SOLUTIONS IN THE

NEIGHBOURHOOD OF A CRITICAL CURVE

Let us assume that at the moment of time t = 0, β = β0, e = e0, and the solution crosses the

critical curve. At this time, by definition, d ˆ̟ /dτ = 0 and we have from equations (24-31)

d̟T

dτ
+

d̟E

dτ
+

(1 + q)(5 cos2 β0 − 1)σ2

30q(1− e20)
2

+
σã20 cos β0

15Ĩ(1− e20)
3/2

= 0, (66)

When the system evolves with time, the eccentricity changes. Using the expression of conservation

of angular momentum given by (33) we can relate e to β, β0, and e0. With the help of (34) this

gives

e2 − e20 =
2S̃
√

(1− e20)(cos β − cos β0)

1 + 2S̃ cos β/(
√

1− e20 +
√
1− e2)

∼

− 2S̃
√

(1− e20) sin β0(β − β0)

1 + S̃ cos β0(1− e20)
−1/2

, (67)

where the approximation on the right applies when β is close to β0.

Regarding d ˆ̟ /dτ as a function of β and e2, as β0 and e20 correspond to a critical curve, we

may write

d ˆ̟

dτ

∣

∣

∣

∣

β,e2
=

d ˆ̟

dτ

∣

∣

∣

∣

β,e2
− d ˆ̟

dτ

∣

∣

∣

∣

β0,e20

, (68)

where by d ˆ̟ /dτ |β0,e20
we mean the left hand side of (66). This is d ˆ̟ /dτ evaluated for β = β0,

and e = e0 and of course it is equal to zero. Formal subtraction of this expression in (68) suggests

the usefulness of a first order Taylor expansion. This procedure is especially useful in the situation

where we have small changes in β and the orbital angular momentum is approximately conserved

and we have e ≈ e0.

Equation (68) together with the equation for dβ/dτ given by equations (21) and (22) govern

the evolution of the system. Dividing the second by the first, and then making use of (67) where

© 2010 RAS, MNRAS 000, 1–41



28 P. B. Ivanov and J. C. B. Papaloizou

necessary, leads to an equation of the generic form

F(β)
dβ

d ˆ̟
= sin 2 ˆ̟ , for an appropriate form of F(β). (69)

This yields on integration

G(β) = cos 2 ˆ̟ 0 − 2

∫ β

β0

F(β)dβ = cos 2 ˆ̟ , (70)

where ˆ̟ 0 is the initial value of ˆ̟ corresponding to β0. Then from (69) we obtain

dy

dτ
= ±

√

1− y2F−1
√

1− G2. where y = sin β (71)

From this it is expected that y is a periodic function of τ oscillating between positive values such

that one of the square roots vanishes. Given such a periodic solution, there is the possibility that

ˆ̟ librates over a restricted domain if
∮

period

d ˆ̟

dτ

∣

∣

∣

∣

β,e2
dτ = 0, (72)

5 or ultimately exploring all of (0, 2π) otherwise. Although (71) is soluble by quadratures, the

integral is not expressible in terms of known functions. Accordingly, we limit studies to special

cases to illustrate these generic features.

6.1 The evolution when the variation of β is small

This would be expected to occur for example when ã is large. In such a case case δ = β − β0 and

e2 − e20 are small such that we may perform a first order Taylor expansion of the right hand side of

(68). This gives

d ˆ̟

dτ

∣

∣

∣

∣

β,e2
=

(

∂(d ˆ̟ /dτ)

∂β

∣

∣

∣

∣

β0,e20

−

∂(d ˆ̟ /dτ)

∂e2

∣

∣

∣

∣

β0,e20

2S̃
√

(1− e20) sin β0

(1 + S̃ cos β0(1− e20)
−1/2)

)

δ = −Dδ, (73)

where we have made use of (67).

5 In this case ˆ̟ /n will librate over a restricted domain provided the integer n is large enough.
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Figure 6. The left panel is as for Fig. 5, but for β0 = 4π/5. In this case the line styles associated with the different curves are related to q as in

the left panel of Fig. 3. The same quantity but for case with β0 = π/2 is illustrated in the right panel. The line styles associated with the different

curves are as for the right panel of Fig. 3. For both panels e0 = 0.5.
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Figure 7. The quantity |(ãD(σ)− ã0(σ))/ã0(σ)| is plotted as a function of σ. This quantity is evaluated for the critical curves illustrated in Fig.

2 for β0 = 2π/5. The line styles used are the same as those of Fig. 2 such that curves with the same line style correspond to each other.
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Figure 8. The left panel shows the evolution of the inclination angle β as a function of dimensionless time τ . The time τ = 0 corresponds to the

system being on the critical curve. For these calculations, q = 1, e0 = 0.5 and β0 = 3π/5, and σ ≈ 2. Curves of different line style correspond

to different initial values of ˆ̟ , namely ˆ̟ 0, see the text for their description. The right panel shows the evolution of ˆ̟ − ˆ̟ 0 ≡ ̟−̟0 for these

calculations. Curves with the same line style in each panel correspond to the same calculation.
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Figure 9. As for Fig. 8, but in the left panel we have the small mass ratio, q = 10−4, and prograde stellar rotation with , β = 2π/5. In this case,

σ ≈ 5.31, for which there is a sharp maximum on the curve representing the estimated amplitude δ given by (84) ( see the left panel of Fig. 5 and

the discussion in Section 6.1.1). The right panel shows the corresponding evolution of ˆ̟ − ˆ̟ 0 ≡ ̟ −̟0.. In this case ˆ̟ does not librate
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By appropriately differentiating the right hand side of equation (24) after making use of equa-

tions (25)-(27) and equation (31) we readily obtain a somewhat lengthy expression for D. This

takes the form

D =
(1 + q)

3q

σ2 cos β0 sin β0

(1− e20)
2

+
σã20 sin β0

15Ĩ(1− e20)
3/2

+

2S̃
√

(1− e20) sin β0

(1 + S̃ cos β0(1− e20)
−1/2)

(

γE(1 + q)ã40
q(1− e20)

2
+

52 + 50e20 + 3e40
8(1− e20)

6

+
(1 + q)σ2(5 cos2 β0 − 1)

15q(1− e20)
3

+
σã20 cos β0

10Ĩ(1− e20)
5/2

)

(74)

From equations (21) and (22) it follows that the evolution equation for the angle β can be

represented in the form

dβ

dτ
= Aβ,e2 sin β sin 2 ˆ̟ , where

Aβ,e2 =
3qe2(1 + e2/6)σã−1

0

5Ĩ(1− e2)9/2

(

1 +
(1 + q) cosβĨã−2

0 σ

q
√
1− e2

)

. (75)

In the limit of small variation of β, in (75) we set dβ/dτ = dδ/dτ, sin β = sin β0, and Aβ,e2 =

Aβ0,e20
. The latter is a constant as ã = ã0 and σ are conserved. We note that when the spin angular

momentum is much less than the orbital angular momentum as is expected for q of order unity

Aβ0,e20
is positive. However in the opposite case it can be negative. But, there is no restriction on

ˆ̟ and we see that the system is invariant under the shift ˆ̟ → ˆ̟ + π/2 together with Aβ0,e20
→

−Aβ0,e20
. Thus without loss of generality we may set Aβ0,e20

→ |Aβ0,e20
|. We remark that when

Aβ0,e20
= 0, β remains fixed at β0 while ˆ̟ is fixed at a value that can be chosen arbitrarily. We

shall not consider this case further.

For general β0 it is seen that ˆ̟ = ̟j = jπ/2, j = 0, 1, 2, 3 correspond to fixed points of

the system which alternate between being stable and unstable. Note that a change from stability

to instability and vice versa occurs when DAβ0,e20
sin β0 cos 2̟j changes sign. It is convenient to

introduce a new time variable,

τ1 = Aβ0,e20
τ and express (73) and (75) in the form

d ˆ̟

dτ1
= −bδ (76)

and

dδ

dτ1
= sin β0 sin 2 ˆ̟ , (77)

where

b =
D

Aβ0,e20

(78)

Equations (76) and (77) are equivalent to a single second order differential equation for ˆ̟ as a
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function of time

d2 ˆ̟

dτ 21
= −b sin β0 sin(2 ˆ̟ ). (79)

It is convenient to rescale τ1 and δ to remove b and sin β0 from (77) and (79) using the substi-

tution δ̃ = δ
√

|b|/ sin β0, τ̃ = τ1
√

|b| sin β0 and bring (76), (77) and (79) to the form

d ˆ̟

dτ̃
= −sgn(b)δ̃,

dδ̃

dτ̃
= sin 2 ˆ̟

d2 ˆ̟

dτ̃ 2
= −sgn(b) sin(2 ˆ̟ ). (80)

As noted above we can change the sign of sin 2 ˆ̟ on the right hand side of the last equation in (80)

by making the shift ˆ̟ → ˆ̟ +π/2. Accordingly, we may take this sign to be negative without loss

of generality. The last of eqns (80) is a standard pendulum equation. This can be easily integrated

to give
(

d ˆ̟

dτ̃

)2

− cos(2 ˆ̟ ) = C, (81)

For solutions that oscillate between | sin ˆ̟ 0| and −| sin ˆ̟ 0|, C = − cos(2 ˆ̟ 0). Taking ˆ̟ 0 to be

the initial value of ˆ̟ as stated above, 6 then at t = 0, both δ̃ and d ˆ̟ /dτ̃ are equal to zero. Here

we remark that the solutions with libration have the constant C such that |C| < 1. Solutions with

C > 1 are such that ˆ̟ circulates. The amplitude of variation of δ is similar to that of solutions

librating with large amplitude when C slightly exceeds unity, but it decreases as C increases

ultimately leading to values expected from the discussion of Sections 4.1.7 and 4.1.8.

For solutions undergoing libration, the solution of (81) is brought into standard form by the

substitution y = sin ˆ̟ /| sin ˆ̟ 0|. Then, an implicit solution can be expressed in terms of an in-

complete elliptic integral of the first kind

τ̃ =
1√
2

∫ 1

y

dy
′

√

(1− y′2)(1− k2y′2)
, where k = | sin ˆ̟ 0| (82)

When sin ˆ̟ 0 > 0, equation (82) describes the solution as y oscillates between 1 and −1. It

subsequently retraces this moving between −1 and 1, thereafter being periodic in τ̃ with period

2
√
2K(k), where K(k) is the complete elliptic integral of the first kind. This evolution also applies

when sin ˆ̟ 0 < 0. Though in this case the solution starts with y = −1 and to describe the initial

phase the sign of the integral in (82) is reversed.

From the analysis made above we can deduce a number of important consequences. Namely,

the motion is periodic, with the period in time t = t∗τ1 being equal to

Plib = 2
√
2t∗A

−1
β0,e20

(sin β0|b|)−1/2K(k), (83)

6 As the system is autonomous, for solutions with libration we may choose a libration limit to be ˆ̟ 0 and a time at which this occurs to be t = 0

without loss of generality.
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and with a typical amplitude of variation of δ given by

|δ/δ̃| ∼
√

sin β0/|b| =
√

Aβ0,e20
sin β0/D. (84)

The angle ˆ̟ librates around zero 7. The amplitude of libration of ˆ̟ is | ˆ̟ 0| with δ̃ expected to be

of order unity when this quantity is of order unity. Accordingly, we set δ̃ = 1 when using (84) to

make estimates.

6.1.1 The amplitude of the variation in β as a function of parameters of the problem

We represent the amplitude of δ = β−β0, given by equation (84) and evaluated on critical curves,

in Figs. 5, and 6 with input parameters the same as those adopted in Figs. 2, and 3, respectively.

In particular, e0 = 0.5 in all cases. In what follows we simply denote this amplitude by δ. The left

panel of Fig. 5 illustrates the prograde case with β0 = 2π/5, where only curves corresponding to

small mass ratios, q, in the range 10−5 − 10−2 are shown. The right panel of Figs 5 and the left

panel of Fig. 6 illustrate the retrograde cases with β0 = 3π/5, and β0 = 4π/5 respectively. The

polar case with β0 = π/2 is illustrated in the right panel of Fig. 6.

One can see from Figs. 5 and 6 that in general δ is smaller than unity and, therefore, the

assumption of the smallness of δ made for our analytical work is justified for most allowed param-

eters.

However, there are two possible exceptions. Firstly, δ can be order of one when rotation is

retrograde and q is sufficiently large, q ∼ 1 − 10, see the regions of the solid and dashed curves

in the right panel of Fig. 5 and the left panel of Fig. 6 for σ <∼ 1. This corresponds to the

lower branches of the corresponding critical curves as they approach ãmin defined in eq. (35) and,

accordingly, the orbital periastron distance approaches the larger of the stellar radius or the tidal

disruption radius .

The second situation occurs when when the mass ratio and for some particular value of σ,, δ

has a sharp maximum, ( see e.g. the dot dashed and dot double dashed curves in the left panel of

Fig. 5). This happens when the quantity D defined in eq. (74) is zero for a prescribed value of

σ. We illustrate this effect in Fig. 7, where we plot the absolute value of (ãD(σ)− ã0(σ))/ã0(σ),

where ãD(σ) is defined by the condition D(ãD, σ) = 0. We note that here we do not display

the dependence of D, and ãD on quantities other than σ as these are fixed. The curves plotted

correspond to the prograde case illustrated in Figs 2 and 5. We see that the values of σ for which the

sharp maxima occur in the former Figure correspond to the sharp minima in the latter. However,

7 As the system is invariant to shifting ˆ̟ 0 by a multiple of π, the libration centre may also be shifted in this way.
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these sharp maxima are unrealistic because the variation of D with δ has not been taken into

account. Where D = 0, the right hand side of (67) should be replaced by −(∂D(β′)/∂β0)δ
2/2.

Here we recall that e20 is a function of β0 through (34). Following this (76) should be replaced by

d ˆ̟

dτ1
= −b′δ2, where b′ =

1

2Aβ0,e20

∂D
∂β0

(85)

From (77) and (85) it straight forward to obtain an estimate for the magnitude of δ given by

δ ∼ | sinβ0/b
′|1/3. Thus, extreme maxima do not occur and the wings on each side should connect

smoothly as has been verified numerically (see below). In fact the values of |δ| may dip if the

magnitude of the derivative of D is large.

Note that there could also be a situation where δ sharply tends to zero, see the blue dot dot

dashed curve in the right panel of Fig. 5. This happens when the quantity in braces in the expression

(75) for Aβ0,e20
is equal to zero for a particular value of σ.

6.2 Numerical verification of analytic estimates

We present numerical solutions of equations (21) and (24) in Figs. 8, and 9 We use differential

equation found by differentiating eq. (33) with respect to time to provide another equation en-

abling the determination of the evolution of the eccentricity. We assume that initial values of the

parameters obtained by solving the evolution equations are such that the system is initially on a

critical curve. We consider two typical cases, where large variations of β are expected from the

discussion in Section 6.1.1.

The first case has q = 1 and retrograde rotation with β0 = 3π/5. In addition e0 = 0.5, σ ≈ 2,

and ã ≈ 2.97. It is illustrated it in Fig. 8. The critical curve is illustrated by the red dashed curve

in the right panel of Fig. 2. The initial values of the run belong to the lower branch where the

rotational frequency is close to its maximum value. As seen from the corresponding curve in the

right panel of Fig. 5, the analytic theory predicts the amplitude of variations of, β, as given by

equation (84) to be ∼ 0.5. In Fig. 8 solid, dashed, dot dashed and dotted curves are for different

initial values of ˆ̟ , namely ˆ̟ 0 = π/4, π/3, 3π/4 and 5π/6, respectively. As seen from Fig. 8

both angles, β and ˆ̟ exhibit periodic motion, with the characteristic amplitude of variations of β

being ∼ 0.5 as expected. However, this quantity depends on ˆ̟ 0. Also, variations of β with respect

to β0 are asymmetric, being larger for values of β < β0. On the other hand, the system spends

somewhat longer periods of time with β > β0. The difference ˆ̟ − ˆ̟ 0 is negative when ˆ̟ 0 < π/2

and positive otherwise. Interestingly, this case illustrates the possibility of having the evolution of

the system causing it to oscillate between prograde and retrograde states.
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The second case we consider investigates the possibility of having a sharp resonance-like in-

crease of the amplitude, δ, in the low mass case near a point on the critical curve where D(σ) = 0.

To illustrate this possibility we consider a calculation with q = 10−4, e0 = 0.5, β0 = 2π/5,

σ ≈ 5.31 and ã ≈ 11.04. The results are presented in Fig. 9 with line styles as in the previous Fig.

As seen from the green dot dashed curve in the left panel of Fig. 5, when the parameters are cho-

sen in this way, even though the tidal interaction is relatively weak, δ, is expected to be relatively

large. The numerical results shown in Fig. 9 confirm this prediction, giving a typical amplitude of

variations of β order of one per cent. Though significant, in accordance with expectations from the

discussion in Section 6.1.1, the large and extremely localised maximum seen in the left panel of

Fig. 5 is absent. Note that unlike the previous case dependence of the evolution of β and ˆ̟ on ˆ̟ 0

is practically absent. Also, the variation of β relative to β0 is symmetric.

7 CONCLUSIONS AND DISCUSSION

In this work we have developed and generalised results reported in IP concerning the non-dissipative

tidal evolution of the inclination angle between the stellar and orbital angular momenta, β. This

is applicable to a binary system with a stellar primary and a compact perturbing companion. The

evolution of β is coupled to the rate of precession of the orbital line of apsides measured with

respect to the line of nodes which itself precesses. IP considered only the classical contribution to

apsidal motion due to tidal distortion (Sterne 1939). The extension to include the effects due to

rotational distortion and Einstein precession, as well as the precession of the line of nodes men-

tioned above, for arbitrary orbital eccentricity was discussed in Sections 3 - 3.4.2, with technical

details supplied in appendix A. Section 3 also included a brief review of the equation governing

the evolution of β derived in IP.

This evolution is a qualitatively new effect, arising from the symmetry breaking of the tidal

bulge and associated gravitational field by rotation, leading to the appearance of a non dissipative

torque acting between the primary star and orbit. Unlike the one leading to the usual precessional

dynamics, this is directed in the plane containing the angular momentum vectors and so can change

β. Being non-dissipative, both the orbital and rotational energies are conserved, while conservation

of angular momentum relates changes in β to changes in the eccentricity (see Section 3.4). In this

paper we provided an extensive analytic treatment of this dynamics.

We remark that this evolution occurs even when one of the binary component is point-like,

which makes it qualitatively different to that associated with the usual precessional dynamics
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driven by stellar flattening. This could also lead to changes in β, but only when both components

are subject to the action of tidal forces, see e.g. Philippov & Rafikov (2013) and references therein.

In Section 4 we considered the situation when only one physical source of apsidal precession

dominates over the others and provided estimates for the expected typical change of the inclination

angle β, ∆β. We also found conditions on the parameters defining the system for one of these

effects to dominate. We found that, when all properties of the system are fixed apart from the ratio

of the rotation frequency of the primary to the orbital mean motion, σ = Ωr/n0, ∆β approaches

its maximal value when σ increases sufficiently. This value is given by equation (47). Estimates of

∆β which are valid for smaller values of σ when different sources of apsidal motion dominate are

given by eqns. (45) and (46).

In Sections 5 and 6 we went on to consider the situation when a solution of our dynamical

system crosses a so-called ’critical curve’, on which the total apsidal precession rate is zero, for a

given value of the inclination angle, β0. In this case we expect that that variation of β in the vicinity

will be much larger than was found in Section 4 where it was assumed that one process dominated.

In Section 5 we provided an extensive analysis of the properties of critical curves finding that their

existence is possible only when cos β0 < 1/
√
5.

In Sections 6 - 6.2 we studied solutions of our dynamical system in the vicinity of these curves.

We employed an analytic approach, under the simplifying assumption that ∆β is small, in Sec-

tions 6 - 6.1.1. In addition, we performed direct numerical solutions of the dynamical equations

describing our system for two representative cases, one with q = 1 and one with q = 10−4, with

the object of confirming our analytic estimates in Section 6.2.

Solutions in the vicinity of critical curves are periodic, they demonstrate several unusual fea-

tures. Namely, unlike for the standard situation the apsidal angle can change periodically (librate),

while for a strong enough interaction, ∆β could be large enough to change the rotation of the

primary from being prograde to retrograde and vice versa.

In an accompanying paper Ivanov & Papaloizou (2023) we provide, as an addition to the stud-

ies described here, a preliminary numerical analysis of the parameter space of the problem for

mass ratios q = 10−3, q = 1 and q = 103 and eccentricity e0 = 0.5. We find that when q = 10−3

∆β is always small and the regime of critical curve crossing is not found. However, when q = 1 or

q = 103, the latter case expected to correspond to a primary of planetary mass orbiting a compact

object of stellar mass, large variations ∆β and the existence of a critical curve crossing regime

are found for a large range of the parameters of the problem considered, provided that σ is large

enough, and the initial values β0 are larger than ∼ 1.
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Clearly, it is important to extend our results to the case of two tidally interacting components

of a binary system as well as take into account the possible role of other perturbing bodies. Also,

as mentioned in IP, the contribution of the toroidal component of the displacement to the tidal

response as well as dynamic tides could be important. We intend to consider these issues within

the framework of formalisms developed by us in previous work, (see e.g. Papaloizou & Ivanov

2005; Ivanov & Papaloizou 2007; Chernov, Ivanov & Papaloizou 2017).

7.1 Potential applications

Finally, the processes leading to apsidal motion and variability of the inclination between orbital

and spin angular momentum vectors discussed here could have applications to observations of

eclipsing binaries such as DI Herculis (e.g. Shakura 1985; Albrecht et al 2009) or transiting ex-

oplanets on misaligned orbits (see eg. Albrecht, Dawson & Winn 2022). Furthermore potentially

misaligned hot and warm Jupiters can be in orbits with significant eccentricity (Ulmer-Moll et al.

2022). A particular example is HD 80606 (see eg. Winn et al. 2009) which has q ∼ 4× 10−3 and

e = 0.93.

In connection with such exoplanet systems we note the following. As discussed above expected

changed of β become quite small when q is small. Thus, while apsidal motion could potentially

be reversed or libration occur, changes to the orbital inclination will be small when the stellar

rotational axis is inclined with respect to the orbital plane.

However, in the opposite limit q ≫ 1 where it is assumed that tides operating in the exo-

planet are more important than those acting on the central star, expected values of ∆β are the

same order as in case with q ∼ 1, see Ivanov & Papaloizou (2023) for corresponding numerical

examples. Thus, when a planet rotates sufficiently fast with its spin and orbital angular momen-

tum misaligned, there may be a sizeable variation of β with a small corresponding variation of

the inclination of orbital plane with respect to the line of sight on account of the conservation of

angular momentum. Whether this possibility can be used to study rotational states of exoplanets

for realistic parameters requires further study.

7.2 The close binary DI Herculis

To provide an illustration of the expected variation of the inclination angle we consider DI Her-

culis. The parameters of this system are given in Table 1 of Philippov & Rafikov (2013). It consists

of two stars with masses M1,2 = 2.68 and 2.48M⊙, radii R1,2 = 5.15 and 4.25R⊙, with rotation ve-
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locities at their surfaces v1,2 = Ωr,1,2R1,2 = 122 and 118km/s. The orbital period Porb ≈ 10d and

eccentricity e ≈ 0.5. The observed apsidal precession rate for this system ˙̟ DI ≈ 7 · 10−10s−1 is

a factor of two smaller than expected when invoking only the contribution of Einstein precession.

This is explained by the contribution of rotationally induced terms (see eg. Shakura 1985).

DI Herculis is of course a system with two stars of comparable densities, where the stellar

spin axes can evolve by the standard mechanism associated with the interaction of the two oblate,

separately precessing, stars as analysed in e.g. Philippov & Rafikov (2013). Moreover, our analysis

above is not strictly speaking valid for such a system since we have assumed that one binary

component is point-like. However, to make a crude estimate let us consider the secondary star as

our primary star, since according to Philippov & Rafikov (2013) it has inclination, β2 ≈ π/2, while

noting that the other star has β1 within two standard deviations of π/2. Adopting this assumption

we find that our dimensionless semi-major axis and angular velocity can be estimated as ã ≈ 13.5

and σ ≈ 10, respectively. Using these data we estimate φ̇ entering equation (44) as φ̇ ≈ 200.

Also, adopting Ĩ = 0.1 we easily see that the total angular momentum is mainly determined by

its orbital part and, accordingly, the first expression in (44) should be used. This analysis leads

to ∆β1 ≈ 3 · 10−2 and the corresponding evolution timescale π/ ˙̟ DI ≈ 150yr. This is much

smaller than given by the standard mechanism, which gives ∆β1,2 ∼ O(1) for the parameters they

adopted, on a comparable timescale, see Fig. 6 of Philippov & Rafikov (2013)8.

However, this analysis neglects the possibility of evolution near a critical curve and the libra-

tion of β1 , which might be expected for this system, since apsidal precessional frequencies of

different physical origin and sign are expected to be comparable. Then ∆β1 may be significantly

larger than the above estimate. However, an accurate treatment of this possibility requires exten-

sion of our formalism on the case of two bodies of comparable densities, which is beyond of the

scope of the present paper.

In addition the phenomena considered here could also potentially modify orbital evolution on

the longer time scale associated with dissipative tidal evolution. This is a problem for future work.

8 Note that the angles β defined in Philippov & Rafikov (2013) are approximately the same as our β only for systems viewed edge on, as e.g. DI

Herculis.
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APPENDIX A: APSIDAL PRECESSION DUE TO ROTATIONAL FLATTENING OF

THE STAR

Barker & O’Connell (1975) derived a general expression for joint precession of orbital angular

momentum and precession of the apsidal line in the form

l̇ = Ω× l, ǫ̇ = Ω× ǫ, (A1)

where l is the unit vector in the direction of orbital angular momentum, l = L/L, ǫ is the unit

vector in the direction of periastron,

Ω = Ω1s + Ω2l, Ω1 = ΩQ cos β, Ω2 = ΩQ
1− 5 cos2 β

2
, (A2)

where we recall that, s, is the unit vector in the direction of stellar spin, s = S/S, cos β = (s · l),
sin β = |s× l|, and

ΩQ = −k2(1 + q)
σ2

(1− e2)2
ã−5n0. (A3)

In order to obtain an explicit expression for the apsidal precession rate it is convenient to use

the orthonormal ’orbital’ frame specified by (8) together with the law of conservation of angular

momentum written in the form

Jj = Ll+ Ss = constant. (A4)

We project equations of motion (A1) onto the the basis vectors defining the frame specified by

(8), in particular, we define projections of Ω onto this frame, Ωi = (Ω · ei), where i = x
′

, y
′

, z
′

.

These are found to be

Ωx′ = (J/S)Ω1 sin i = Ω1 sin β, Ωy′ = 0, and

Ωz′ = Ω2 + Ω1 cos β. (A5)

With the help of eq. (A1) one can find the evolution law of the basis vectors and form the

quantity ex′ · ėy′ − ey′ · ėx′ . This is independent of di/dt and found to be

ex′ · ėy′ − ey′ · ėx′ = −2Ωx′ cot i (A6)
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The vector ǫ is always perpendicular to ez′ . Accordingly, it can be represented in the form

ǫ = cos̟ex′ + sin̟ey′ , (A7)

and, from eq. (A1) we have

ǫ̇ = cos̟(Ωz
′ey′ − Ωy

′ez′ ) + sin̟(Ωx
′ez′ − Ωz

′ex′ ). (A8)

On the other hand, differentiating (A7) we get

ǫ̇ = (cos̟ey′ − sin̟ex′ ) ˙̟ + cos̟ėx′ + sin̟ėy′ . (A9)

Now we equate (A8) to (A9) and project the resulting equation on ex′ and ey′ , while noting that

these are orthogonal unit vectors. Both projections give

˙̟ = Ωz′ +
1

2
(ex′ · ėy′ − ey′ · ėx′) (A10)

respectively. Substituting (A6) into (A10) we obtain

˙̟ = Ωz′ − Ωx′ cot i. (A11)

Equation (A11) determines the apsidal precession rate.

Using eq. (A5) we see, that

Ωz′ = −ΩQ
(3 cos2 β − 1)

2
(A12)

and

Ωx′ = (J/S)ΩQ sin i cos β. (A13)

Finally, we substitute (A12) and (A13), in (A11) to find an explicit expression for the apsidal

precession rate

˙̟ = −ΩQ

(

(3 cos2 β − 1)

2
+

J

S
cos βcos i

)

. (A14)
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