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ABSTRACT

We consider Roche lobe overflow (RLO) from a low-mass star on a nearly circular orbit, onto a

supermassive black hole (SMBH). If mass transfer is unstable, its rate accelerates in a runaway process,

resulting in highly super-Eddington mass accretion rates, accompanied by an optically-thick outflow

emanating from the SMBH vicinity. This produces a week-month long, bright optical/Ultraviolet flare,

accompanied by a year-decade long X-ray precursor and post-cursor emitted from the accretion flow

onto the SMBH. Such “Circular Tidal Disruption Events (TDEs)” represent a new class of nuclear

transients, occurring at up to 1 − 10% of the canonical parabolic tidal disruption event rate. Near

breakup rotation and strong tidal deformation of the star prior to disruption could lead to strong

magnetic fields, making circular-TDEs possible progenitors of jetted TDEs. Outflows prior to the

final stellar disruption produce a circum-nuclear environment (CNM) with ∼ 10−2 M⊙ at distances of

∼ 0.01− 0.1 pc, likely leading to bright radio emission, and also similar to the CNM inferred for jetted

TDEs. We discuss broader connections between circular TDEs and other recently identified classes of

transients associated with galactic nuclei, such as repeating-TDEs and Quasi-Periodic X-ray Eruptions,

as well as possible connections to luminous fast blue optical transients such as AT2018cow. We also

discuss observational signatures of the analogous RLO of a white dwarf around an intermediate mass

BH, which may be a multi-messenger source in the LISA era.

Keywords: Supermassive black holes (1663), Tidal disruption (1696), Roche lobe overflow (2155),

Ultraviolet transient sources (1854), X-ray transient sources (1852)

1. INTRODUCTION

When a star happens to pass too close to a super-

massive black hole (SMBH) residing in the center of a

galaxy, it is disintegrated by the SMBH’s tidal field, pro-

ducing a bright multi-band electromagnetic transient.

This process, known as a Tidal Disruption Event (TDE),

was first studied by theorists starting in the 1970’s (e.g.,

Hills 1975; Lidskii & Ozernoi 1979; Rees 1988; Evans &

Kochanek 1989), and became a rapidly growing observa-

tional field during the last three decades, with over 100

candidates to date (Gezari 2021; Sazonov et al. 2021;

Hammerstein et al. 2023; Yao et al. 2023; Masterson
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et al. 2024). Many thousands of additional TDEs are

expected to be discovered in the coming decade, with

upcoming wide-field surveys such as the Rubin Observa-

tory (LSST), ULTRASAT, UVEX and the Roman space

telescope.

The canonical theoretical picture regarding the forma-

tion of TDEs is as follows: Angular momentum relax-

ation within the nuclear star cluster occasionally brings

a star onto a catastrophic “loss-cone” orbit whose peri-

center distance penetrates the tidal disruption radius,

rt. As the flux of stars scattered into the loss-cone is

usually dominated by orbital separations comparable to

the SMBH’s radius of influence, rh ≈ 1 pc, the disrup-

tion of the star thus occurs on a nearly radial orbit, with

1 − e ≈ rt/rh ≲ 10−5 (e.g., Stone et al. 2020). Other

possible TDE formation channels include the capture of
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stars on retrograde orbits by a newly formed gaseous

AGN disk around the SMBH (Wang et al. 2024), or de-

viations from a spherically symmetric potential, result-

ing in “centro-philic” orbits that approach the SMBH

at distances ≲ rt (e.g., Vasiliev & Merritt 2013).

A small fraction (≈ 10−3−10−1) of the stars that feed

the SMBH approach the tidal radius on mildly eccentric

(e ≲ 0.5), or even nearly circular (e ≪ 1), orbits (Linial

& Sari 2017, 2023; Metzger et al. 2021; Lu & Quataert

2023), rather than on a parabolic orbit. Many of these

are likely formed by the disruption of stellar binaries

by the tidal field of the SMBH, in which one star is

ejected from the system at high velocities and one is

bound to the BH (Hills 1988). As a star spirals in closer

to the SMBH via the combined effects of gravitational

wave (GW) emission and angular momentum diffusion,

it may begin to secularly shed mass onto the SMBH

via Roche-lobe overflow. These GW-driven inspiralling

stars, known as “stellar-EMRIs” (Extreme Mass Ratio

Inspirals), have been invoked in the last few years as the

origin of the emerging class of Quasi-Periodic Eruptions

(QPEs) detected in X-rays (Miniutti et al. 2019; Giustini

et al. 2020; Arcodia et al. 2021; Metzger et al. 2021;

Krolik & Linial 2022; Linial & Sari 2023; Lu & Quataert

2023; Linial & Metzger 2023).

In this paper we consider the electromagnetic tran-

sient that accompanies the unstable Roche-lobe overflow

of a star on a nearly circular orbit around the SMBH,

and its eventual disruption. While the mass transfer

rate from the star to the SMBH is initially modest, it

gradually accelerates to highly super-Eddington rates

in the final months before before the final disruption of

the star, producing an extended optically thick, super-

Eddington outflow that enshrouds the system. Follow-

ing the star’s ultimate disruption, the remaining stellar

material feeds the SMBH through a viscously spread-

ing accretion disk. These ”circular-TDEs” represent a

unique and rare class of nuclear transients, which as

we show, are characterized by years-decades episodes of

bright soft X-ray emission, and a blue optical/UV flare

lasting for days-month. Rapid stellar rotation induced

by tides could lead to strong magnetic fields, making

circular-TDEs potential sites for the formation of rela-

tivistic jets, while strong outflows prior to the complete

disruption of the star may lead to bright accompanying

radio emission. We further consider the case of a white-

dwarf (WD) undergoing Roche-lobe overflow towards an

Intermediate Mass Black Hole (IMBH), and discuss the

multi-messenger detection prospects of such a system in

the era of space-based GW detectors era.

The paper is organized is as follows. We begin by

discussing the inspiral of the star and subsequent mass-

trasnfer in section 2, followed by a generic calculation

of the emission from a super-Eddington outflow engulf-

ing the star-SMBH system (section 3). We consider the

different evolutionary phases of mass transfer and accre-

tion in section 4, and calculate approximate bolometric

and band-dependent lightcurves in section 5. We discuss

formation channels and rates in section 6, and consider

the analogous scenario of a WD and an IMBH in sec-

tion 7, with conclusions and further discussion in section

8. Appendix A summarizes results concerning the tidal

heating of stars and WDs on circular and nearly circular

orbits, near the onset of mass transfer.

2. INSPIRAL AND MASS TRANSFER

Consider a star of mass m⋆ and radius R⋆ orbiting

a supermassive black hole (SMBH) of mass M•, where

m⋆ ≪ M•. Assuming a circular orbit of radius a, the

orbit decays due to GW emission on a timescale (e.g.,

Peters 1964)

τGW ≈ a

|ȧ|
≈ 5

64

Rg

c

(
a

Rg

)4(
M•

m⋆

)
, (1)

whereRg = GM•/c
2 is the SMBH’s gravitational radius.

Mass transfer ensues once the orbital separation is

of order the star’s tidal radius, rt = R⋆(M•/m⋆)
1/3.

We define the separation at which Roche lobe overflow

(RLO) first occurs as rMT = αMTrt, with a correspond-

ing orbital period

Porb = 2πα
3/2
MTτdyn , (2)

that is notably independent of M•, and where τdyn =√
R3

⋆/Gm⋆ is the secondary’s dynamical time. In the

absence of tidal heating of the orbiting star, we expect

the onset of RLO at αMT ≃ 2 for the extreme mass ratios

considered in this paper (e.g., Eggleton 1983). We show

in Appendix A, however, that except for very circular

orbits with eccentricities e ≲ 10−2−10−3 tidal heating is

likely to inflate the radius of the star once a ≃ (4−5)×rt
leading to the onset of RLO at αMT ≃ 4 − 5, prior to

when it would have occurred, in the absence of tidal

heating.

In what follows, we shall focus on a main-sequence

(MS) star of mass m⋆ ≲ M⊙. A related scenario, of a

low-mass white dwarf (WD) undergoing mass transfer

to an IMBH is discussed in §7.
Assuming a mass-radius relation of R⋆ ∝ m0.8

⋆ (Kip-

penhahn & Weigert 1994) appropriate for MS stars (ne-

glecting modifications due to tidal heating), the orbital

period at the onset of mass transfer is

Porb ≈ 22 hr
(αMT

4

)3/2(m⋆

M⊙

)0.7

, (3)



3

well outside the black hole’s horizon and innermost sta-

ble circular orbit

rMT

Rg
≈ 188

(
m⋆

M⊙

)0.47

M
−2/3
•,6

(αMT

4

)
, (4)

where M•,X = M•/(10
X M⊙).

The GW inspiral timescale at this separation is

roughly (Eq. 1, and see also Dai & Blandford 2013;

Linial & Sari 2017)

τGW ≈ 107 yr M
−2/3
•,6

(
m⋆

M⊙

)0.87 (αMT

4

)4
. (5)

2.1. Mass Transfer

The subsequent evolution of the system greatly de-

pends on the mass transfer stability - whether it satu-

rates to a self-regulating rate, or whether it accelerates

in a runaway process.

If the resulting mass transfer is stable, its rate is set

by angular momentum dissipation, such that the equi-

librium ṁ⋆ is approximately

Ṁeq,GW ≈ m⋆/τGW

ṀEdd

≈

2× 10−6 ϵ−1 M
−1/3
•,6

(
m⋆

M⊙

)0.13 (αMT

4

)−4

(MS) . (6)

where ṀEdd ≡ 4πGM•/(κcϵ) is the Eddington accretion

rate, κ ≈ 0.34 cm2 g−1 is the electron-scattering opacity

and ϵ ≡ 0.1ϵ−1 is a fiducial radiative efficiency (not nec-

essarily the true radiative efficiency). The relatively long

GW inspiral time of a main-sequence star at rMT thus

results in a sub-Eddington mass transfer rate, provided

that it is stable (e.g., Dai & Blandford 2013; Linial &

Sari 2017)1.

However, the proximity to the SMBH, the high mass

ratio, the secondary’s radial response to mass loss and

the substantial mass loss through L2 (a consequence of

the extreme mass ratio, m⋆ ≪ M•) suggest that mass

transfer is highly non-conservative for many stars (par-

ticularly those that are fully convective), and is there-

fore likely to be unstable (see further discussion in e.g.,

1 If indeed tidal heating is important, the onset and driving of
RLO is dictated by the tidal heating rate rather than the GW
inspiral time. In that case, ṁ⋆ ≈ m⋆/(E⋆/Ėtide), where E⋆

is roughly the star’s binding/internal energy, and Ėtide is the
star’s tidal heating rate - an extremely sensitive function of the
pericenter distance and the orbital eccentricity. As discussed in
Yao & Quataert (in prep), this can in principle lead to much
higher stable mass transfer rates than due to GW orbital decay
alone. We focus on unstable mass transfer in this paper and our
results are not sensitive to significant changes in the equilibrium
stable mass-transfer rate.

Linial & Sari 2017, 2023; Lu & Quataert 2023). In this

case, Ṁ⋆ ≡ ṁ⋆/ṀEdd increases in a runaway process,

up to the very final disruption of the star, where Ed-

dington rates as high as Ṁ⋆ ≲ (m⋆/τdyn)/ṀEdd ≈ 106

are achieved2. In this paper we focus on this regime of

unstable mass transfer and assess its observational con-

sequences. We note, however, that for inspiraling stars

with finite eccentricity, the mass transfer stability is also

likely sensitive to the structure of the tidally heated star,

which can be very different from a normal MS star or

WD; this will be considered in future work.

The density stratification in the outer layers of the

secondary suggests that the rate of mass transfer sensi-

tively depends on the extent to which the star overfills

its Roche lobe. We define

ξ = (R⋆ −RRL)/R⋆ , (7)

where RRL ≈ 1
2a(m⋆/M•)

1/3 is the Roche lobe radius

(Eggleton 1983). Assuming that the outer layers of the

star are well-described as a polytrope, the mass loss rate

can be approximated (e.g., Ritter 1988; Linial & Sari

2017, 2023)

ṁ⋆ ≈ m⋆

τdyn
ξk , (8)

where k ≈ 3 for a polytropic index of 3/2, appropriate

for the low-mass MS stars considered here. The value

of k may be different in tidally heated stars (Appendix

A), but we focus on k ≃ 3 for concreteness throughout

this paper.

Unstable mass transfer proceeds when the growth of

ξ is dominated by the stellar expansion following the

stripping of mass, rather than by the orbital decay due

to GWs (or, the tidal heating timescale, if tides are re-

sponsible for driving mass transfer, see footnote 1). The

system’s evolution time, or the time spent at accretion

rate ṁ⋆ is then given by

ṁ

m̈
≈ τṁ ≈ τm

(
τdyn
τm

)1/k

, (9)

where τm = m⋆/ṁ⋆, up to some order unity factor that

will depend on the details of the stellar structure and

the degree of angular momentum conservation (or lack

2 Lu & Quataert (2023) proposed that in the case of a main-
sequence star, the runaway evolution is terminated due to inter-
action between the star and the accretion flow it produces, result-
ing in an equilibrium mass accretion rate that never approaches
Ṁ• ≫ 1. Whether this equilibrium can indeed be realized is un-
certain, however, and depends sensitively on the uncertain struc-
ture of the accretion disk formed by stellar mass transfer. Here
we consider the opposite limit in which the runaway mass transfer
cannot be halted through star-disk interactions.
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of). Note that τṁ < τm up to the final disruption of the

star, namely, the time spent at around accretion rate

ṁ⋆ interval is generally shorter than m⋆/|ṁ⋆|.

3. THE EMISSION FROM AN OPTICALLY THICK,

SUPER-EDDINGTON OUTFLOW

The loss of mass from the secondary injects mass at

a rate ṁ⋆ at radius rMT, initially possessing specific

angular momentum similar to that of the secondary,√
GM•rMT, forming circular tori of gas near the L1 and

L2 Lagrange points (e.g., Shu et al. 1979; Hubová &

Pejcha 2019). The development of turbulence through

the magneto-rotational instability (MRI) leads to the

transport of angular momentum and accretion of mass

towards the SMBH at rate ṁ•. A similar setup was

studied in 3-dimensional global radiation magentohy-

drodynamical simulations by Jiang et al. (2019), show-

ing that at the super-Eddington rates we are interested

in, quasi-spherical, radiation-dominated outflows of ve-

locity vw = βwc are launched with βw ≈ 0.1, carry-

ing a significant fraction fw ≲ 1 of the total injected

mass, ṁw = fwṁ•. In general, ṁ• does not necessar-

ily trace the mass loss rate from the star. However, if

a steady-state is established, i.e., when ṁ⋆ evolves on

timescales longer than the viscous evolution time, we

have ṁ• ≈ ṁ⋆/(1 + fw), such that ṁ⋆ = ṁ• + ṁw

(excluding secular changes to the disk mass).

In what follows, we consider an idealized form of the

resulting outflow to allow for analytical estimates of

the electromagnetic emission associated with the run-

away evolution of a companion undergoing RLO near an

SMBH. We make the following simplifying assumptions:

(a) the outflow is quasi-steady and traces the accretion

rate onto the SMBH, ṁ•, (b) the outflow is spherical,

propagating as a wind of a fixed velocity vw, (c) fw
and βw are independent of Ṁ• ≡ ṁ•/ṀEdd ≫ 1 and

M•, (d) the outflow is launched from the vicinity of the

SMBH, at roughly Rgβ
−2
w .

The density of the assumed spherically symmetric

wind-like outflow is given by

ρ(r) =
ṁw

4πvwr2
, (10)

such that the optical depth from radius r to infinity is

τ(r) =

∫ ∞

r

κρ(r′) dr′ ≈ κṁw

4πvwr
, (11)

for constant opacity κ.

Radiation is trapped in the outflow as long as τ(r) ≫
c/vw, or interior to the trapping radius

rtr ≈
κṁw

4πc
= Rgfwϵ

−1Ṁ• , (12)

where we assumed that opacity is dominated by electron

scattering.

Up to r ≲ rtr, the flow is nearly adiabatic and

radiation-dominated, hence prad ∝ ρ4/3 ∝ r−8/3. The

radiative flux at the trapping radius is given by

L ≈ 4πr2trprad(rtr)c

τ(rtr)
≈ 4πr2trvwprad(rs)

(
rtr
rs

)−8/3

,

(13)

where rs ≈ Rgβ
−2
w is the sonic radius at which is the

outflow is being launched. Given the assumed βw ≈ 0.1,

the launching radius is of order rMT (Eq. 4). At this

radius, prad(rs) ≈ ρ(rs)v
2
w, and thus the luminosity can

be expressed as

L ≈ ṁwv
2
w

(
rtr
rs

)−2/3

, (14)

or

L ≈ LEdd

(
Ėw

LEdd

)1/3

, (15)

where Ėw ≡ ṁwv
2
w = LEddṀ•ϵ

−1fwβ
2
w is the kinetic

power carried by the wind (up to a factor of 2); this is

similar to the results of Strubbe & Quataert (2009). In

terms of Eddington mass accretion ratio, the luminosity

can be expressed as

L ≈ LEddṀ1/3
• ϵ−1/3f1/3

w β2/3
w . (16)

which may greatly exceed LEdd as Ṁ• ≫ 1. We assume

that fw and βw are nearly independent of Ṁ• (assump-

tion (c)), such that the luminosity may vary substan-

tially during the runaway phase, as Ṁ• increases by sev-

eral order of magnitude. Equations 15 & 16 show that

the simplest model for the radiated luminosity of super-

Eddington outflows predicts that most of the power sup-

plied to the wind at the base ends up in kinetic energy,

not radiation. If, however, there are internal processes

that dissipate the wind kinetic energy at larger radii

(e.g., ‘internal shocks,’ shear between gas with differ-

ent speeds at different polar angles), this will increase

the radiated luminosity relative to equation 16. In this

sense, our predictions that follow may underestimate the

luminosity during the super-Eddington outflow phase.

Since the outflow velocity vw is not much smaller than

c, the trapping radius and the photosphere are not too

different, and we thus evaluate the emission’s black-body

temperature at rtr
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kBTBB ≈ kB

(
Lc/vw
4πr2trσSB

)1/4

≈

kB

(
c5

GM•κσSB

)1/4

Ṁ−5/12
• (ϵ/fw)

5/12β−1/12
w =

150 eV M
−1/4
•,6 Ṁ−5/12

• (ϵ/fw)
5/12β−1/12

w , (17)

where σSB is the Stefan-Boltzmann constant. The tem-

perature decreases with increasing luminosity as

L(TBB) ≈ 4.4×1044 erg s−1

(
kBTBB

100 eV

)−4/5

M
4/5
•,6 β3/5

w .

(18)

where we assumed that efficient thermalization is

achieved in the outflow.

We note that our assumption concerning the spheric-

ity of the outflow is inaccurate in light of the strong

dependence of the flow properties on the polar angle,

as found in Jiang et al. (2019), suggestive of a conical

(i.e., hourglass shaped), rather than spherical, outflow.

Photon diffusion in the lateral direction may dominate

the cooling of the ejecta in the case of a narrow coni-

cal outflow. However, since the typical opening angle of

the outflow obtained in Jiang et al. (2019) is of order

unity, we expect this to result in mild corrections to our

estimates.

4. TEMPORAL EVOLUTION

In the previous section we discussed the emission as-

sociated with an SMBH fed at a highly super-Eddington

rate, Ṁ• ≫ 1. Here we describe the accretion rate onto

the SMBH as a function of time, and derive approximate

lightcurves. We begin by discussing three distinct tem-

poral phases, over which Ṁ• varies by several orders of

magnitude, also shown in Fig. 1: an initial mass trans-

fer driven by GW inspiral, a phase of runaway unstable

mass transfer and finally, a late time accretion phase

onto the SMBH set by viscous evolution of the tidally

stripped debris of the victim star.

4.1. Onset of mass transfer and GW driven phase

As a approaches rMT, mass transfer ensues, initially

driven by GW inspiral, bringing the secondary to pro-

gressively overfill its Roche lobe at a rate |ξ̇| ≈ τ−1
GW.

The resulting mass transfer therefore initially increases

with time as

ṁ⋆ ≈ m⋆

τdyn

(
t

τGW

)k

, (19)

where t = 0 marks the onset of mass transfer. When

in the sub-Eddington regime of Ṁ• ≲ 0.01, a radia-

tively inefficient accretion flow develops, with a radia-

tive efficiency likely ≲ 1% (e.g., Sharma et al. 2007;

Yuan & Narayan 2014). We do not model the radi-

ation from this phase in this paper but instead focus

on the brighter, shorter-lived high accretion rate phases

detectable in time-domain surveys. The long-lived low-

Eddington phase could, however, contribute to the lumi-

nosity function of low-luminosity active galactic nuclei

in nearby galaxies.

4.2. Runaway evolution

The runaway discussed in §2 dominates the evolution

once the mass transfer rate predicted by Eq. 19 exceeds

the equilibrium value associated with stable mass trans-

fer, m⋆/τGW (Eq. 6). The transition into the runaway

phase therefore occurs at time3

trunaway ≈ τGW(τdyn/τGW)1/k , (20)

and for a MS star

trunaway ≈ 2400 yr M
−4/9
•,6

(
m⋆

M⊙

)0.8 (αMT

4

)8/3
. (21)

Physically, this is the time at which Roche lobe overflow

proceeds primarily due to the radial response of the star

as a result of mass loss, rather than the GW inspiral

which brought it to overfill its Roche lobe in the first

place. Mass transfer then evolves on ever decreasing

timescales, with ṁ⋆ ∝ (tf − t)−1/(1−1/k) ≈ (tf − t)−1.5,

where tf ≈ 2trunaway is the time at which the secondary

is fully disrupted (i.e., ξ ≈ 1).

When the accretion rate increases to the range of

0.01 ≲ Ṁ• ≲ 1, a radiatively efficient, geometrically

thin accretion disk is formed, radiating at a bolometric

luminosity Lbol ≈ Ṁ•LEdd = ϵ ṁ•c
2, and a characteris-

tic blackbody temperature set by the disk’s inner radius,

Rin ≈ 4Rg, at roughly

kBTBB,disk ≈ kBB

(
3GM•ṁ•

8πσSBR3
in

)1/4

≈

100 eV ϵ
−1/4
−1 Ṁ1/4

• M
−1/4
•,6 , (22)

where σSB is the Stefan-Boltzmann constant. This ra-

diatively efficient phase commences when Ṁ• ≈ 0.01,

at time

tf − t1%Edd ≈ 9 yr ϵ
2/3
−1 M

−2/3
•,6

(
m⋆

M⊙

)0.9

. (23)

while an Eddington accretion rate Ṁ• ≈ 1 is first

achieved at time

tf − tEdd ≈ 0.4 yr ϵ
2/3
−1 M

−2/3
•,6

(
m⋆

M⊙

)0.9

, (24)

3 The onset of runaway mass-transfer may occur somewhat closer
to disruption (smaller trunaway) if stable mass transfer is set by
tidal heating, but this does not significantly modify the unstable
mass-transfer phases that are the focus of this paper.
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τ ≈ c/vw

vw

rMT

Figure 1. A schematic sketch indicating the different stages of evolution. Mass transfer from the star to the SMBH ensues
once r = rMT ≈ few× rt. At low accretion rates (ṁ⋆ ≲ ṀEdd) matter leaving the star from the inner Lagrange point produces
a thin accretion disk, emitting X-rays (alongside a circumbinary ring fed by the outer Lagrange point). Mass transfer continues
to accelerate to super-Eddington rates, producing quasi-spherical, optically-thick outflows. The extended photosphere produces
super-Eddington emission peaking at optical/UV frequencies. The star is eventually fully disrupted, with its remnants feeding
the SMBH through viscous evolution, eventually emitting X-rays from a radiatively efficient thin disk.

before the final disruption of the star. The system thus

spends multiple years as a bright source of soft X-rays,

with 0.01 ≲ Lbol/LEdd ≲ 1. There is also an extended

(but somewhat shorter) phase above Ṁ• ≳ 0.01 after

the star’s disruption, in the viscously dominated accre-

tion phase discussed in §4.3 below.

Once Ṁ• ≳ 1, the emission will continue to evolve as

described in §3, being dominated by an optically thick,

super-Eddington outflow. Assuming that ṁ• ∝ ṁ⋆, the

system’s bolometric luminosity will increase in time as

Lbol ∝ Ṁ1/3
• ∝ (tf−t)−0.5 (Eq. 16), and the correspond-

ing temperature will decrease, with the system gradually

brightening in softer bands (a result of the expanding

trapping radius/photosphere).

4.3. Viscously dominated accretion rate

At late times, the supply of mass towards the SMBH

becomes limited by the finite viscous time at radius rMT

tvisc ≈
Porb

2π

(
h

rMT

)−2

α−1 ≈

16 d

(
h/rMT

0.3

)−2

α−1
−1

(
m⋆

M⊙

)0.7 (αMT

4

)3/2
, (25)

where h is the disk scale height at rMT and α ≡ 0.1α−1

is the dimensionless viscosity parameter (Shakura &

Sunyaev 1976). Given the large uncertainties in h/rMT,

α and αMT, tvisc is constrained at best to within a factor

of ∼ 10.

Once τṁ ≲ tvisc, the assumption that the accretion

onto the SMBH traces the star’s mass loss rate (assump-

tion (a)), clearly fails, as the viscously limited supply

decouples ṁ⋆ and ṁ•. While the star’s mass loss rate

continues to increase, ṁ• is limited by the disk’s feeding

rate

ṁ• = Ṁd ≈ 3πΣ(rMT)ν ≈ πr2MTΣ(rMT)

(tvisc/3)
, (26)

where the effective viscosity, ν, is given by

ν ≈ α
√

GM•rMT

(
h

rMT

)2

. (27)

Shortly after the transition to the viscously dominated

evolution, the star undergoes complete disruption, and

the surface density, Σ(rMT) is given by the remaining

mass of the star (which is essentially the entirety of the

initial stellar mass, as most of the mass loss occurs at the
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very last few orbits), spread over an annulus of radius

and thickness ∼ rMT, namely Σ(rMT) ≈ m⋆/(πr
2
MT),

yielding an Eddington ratio of roughly

Ṁvisc,0 ≈ m⋆

tviscṀEdd

≈ α

4πα
3/2
MT

m⋆

M•

(
h

rMT

)2
cκϵ

Gτdyn
≈

9× 102
ϵ−1α−1

M•,6

(αMT

4

)−3/2
(
h/r

0.3

)2(
m⋆

M⊙

)0.3

. (28)

The subsequent evolution is akin to a viscously spread-

ing localized ring (i.e., a delta function in surface den-

sity), transporting angular momentum outward while

feeding mass towards the SMBH. Metzger et al. (2008)

obtained self-similar solutions for the time-dependent

evolution of an advective disk undergoing substantial

viscously-driven outflows, accreting at super-Eddington

rates, as is appropriate here. The feeding rate onto the

SMBH, which also sets the outflow mass flux is given by

(appendix B of Metzger et al. 2008)

Ṁ• ≈ Ṁvisc,0

(
t− tf
tvisc

)−8/3

, (29)

The exact power-law decay of the accretion rate after the

star’s disruption is somewhat uncertain. For example,

in the absence of substantial outflows, it would scale as

t−4/3 (Metzger et al. 2008). We take equation 29 as a

fiducial estimate of the late-time accretion rate but the

temporal decay could be somewhat shallower depending

on the exact strength of outflows from the disk and how

much angular momentum they carry.

A super-Eddington accretion rate proceeds for a du-

ration of roughly

∆tEdd,↓ ≈ tviscṀ3/8
visc,0 ≈ 200 d(

ϵ−1

M•,6

)3/8(
h/r

0.3

)−5/4

α
−5/8
−1

(αMT

4

)15/16(m⋆

M⊙

)0.8

,

(30)

after the final disruption of the star. Once the accre-

tion rate becomes sub-Eddington, Ṁ• no longer evolves

according to Eq. 29. Rather, the accretion flow set-

tles again into a radiatively thin disk phase, akin to the

regime discussed in Cannizzo et al. (1990) in the con-

text of the asymptotic behavior of TDE accretion disks.

Adopting their solution for a viscously spreading thin

disk, we use Ṁ• ∝ t−1.2. Ṁ• remains above 0.01 for

a duration of roughly 1001/1.2 ×∆tEdd,↓ ≈ 20 yr. Note

that Cannizzo et al. (1990) have assumed that the effec-

tive viscosity is proportional to the midplane’s gas pres-

sure ν ∝ pgas, rather than the total, radiation and gas

pressure, in order to circumvent the thermal and viscous

1000 1500 2000 2500 3000 3500 4000

10-5

100

105
MS

Figure 2. Temporal evolution of an unstable mass transfer
from a Sun-like main-sequence star onto an SMBH of mass
M• = 106 M⊙. Dashed blue curve is the mass loss rate ṁ⋆ in
units of ṀEdd as a function of time t since the onset of mass
transfer. Red solid curve is ṁ•, the feeding rate onto the
SMBH, which mostly follows ṁ⋆, almost up to the final dis-
ruption of the star at time tf ≈ 500 yr. The remnants of the
star then accrete onto the SMBH through viscous spreading,
decaying at times t > tf . Horizontal black dashed line is
roughly the steady-state accretion rate through stable mass
transfer (Eq. 6), and the two horitzontal orange dahsed lines
represent Eddington ratios of 0.01 and 1, for which a radia-
tively efficient disc forms.

instability of radiation pressure dominated alpha-disks.

This ad-hoc simplification may not be well-justified in

the inner parts of the disk when Ṁ• is still close to 1.

Figure 2 demonstrates the temporal evolution of the

stellar mass loss rate and the corresponding accretion

rate onto the SMBH, for our fiducial low-mass MS sce-

nario. Here we solved the time evolution of the Roche-

lobe overfilling, ξ,

ξ̇ = (1− ξ)

(
2

3τdyn
ξk +

1

τGW

)
, (31)

up until ξ ≳ 0.5, which we take as the star’s final dis-

ruption, at which point the assumptions of the star’s

polytropic structure near its surface certainly become

invalid. The above equation is obtained by taking the

full time derivative of ξ (using Eqs. 7, 8), assuming that

the star responds adiabatically to mass loss R⋆ ∝ m
−1/3
⋆ ,

and that mass transfer is completely non-conservative.

5. LIGHTCURVES

We now discuss the temporal evolution of the emission

associated with the system. We consider the contribu-

tion of a radiatively efficient accretion disk, prevailing
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when 0.01 ≲ Ṁ• ≲ 1, and the emission from an op-

tically thick outflow produced when the accretion onto

the SMBH is super-Eddington Ṁ• ≫ 1.

Figure 3 demonstrates the brightening of the emission

up to the star’s final disruption, followed by rapid dim-

ming, governed by the remaining disk’s viscous spread-

ing. The characteristic black-body temperature ini-

tially increases as TBB ∝ Ṁ1/4
• ∝ (tf − t)−3/8, starting

when Ṁ• ≲ 0.01. At later times, when Ṁ• ∼ 1, the

emission temperature decreases as TBB ∝ Ṁ−5/12
• ∝

(tf − t)5/8, whereas in the viscously dominated evolu-

tion, at times t > tf the temperature initially increases

as TBB ∝ Ṁ−5/12
• ∝ (t − tf )

10/9, up until the accre-

tion rate becomes sub-Eddington again, with the tem-

perature falling off as TBB ∝ Ṁ1/4
• ∝ (tf − t)−2/3. To

allow for continuous transition of temperature and lu-

minosity between these different regimes, we include a

correction factor in Eq. 17, such that it coincides with

the inner disk temperature of Eq. 22 at Ṁ• (0.55 for

βw = fw = ϵ = 0.1).

Overall, the system’s peak bolometric luminosity is

given by (combining Eq. 16 and 28)

Lmax
bol ≈ 3× 1045 erg s−1f1/3

w α
1/3
−1 β

2/3
w(αMT

4

)−1/2
(
h/r

0.3

)2/3

M
2/3
•,6

(
m⋆

M⊙

)0.1

, (32)

with a corresponding black-body temperature at peak

luminosity is roughly

kBTBB(L
max
bol ) ≈ 3.7 eV f−5/12

w α
−5/12
−1 β−1/12

w M
1/6
•,6(αMT

4

)15/24(h/r

0.3

)−5/6(
m⋆

M⊙

)−0.12

, (33)

whose spectral energy-density peaks in the Extreme-UV

(EUV), with 3kBTBB ≳ 10 eV. The typical time spent

around peak is comparable to the viscous time (Eq. 25),

such that the total emitted energy at around peak is

approximately

Lmax
bol × tvisc ≈ 4× 1051 erg

f1/3
w

(
βwM•,6

α−1

)2/3(
h/rMT

0.3

)−4/3(
m⋆

M⊙

)0.8 (αMT

4

)
.

(34)

Finally, we present the band-dependent lightcurves,

νLν(t) for a few characteristic frequencies in Fig. 4. At

early and late times, the emission is dominated by soft

X-rays originating from the inner regions of an accre-

tion disk, with peak luminosities comparable to LEdd.

Around the time of final disruption, as super-Eddington

outflows develop, the emission becomes brighter yet

-5 0 5 10 15 20
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103

Figure 3. Bolometric luminosity and characteristic black-
body temperature as a function of time for a Sun-like star
orbiting a 106 M⊙ SMBH. Time is measured relative to the
star’s final disruption, tf . Horizontal black dashed line is the
SMBH’s Eddington luminosity.

cooler, resulting in a substantial decay in X-ray flux. In

the last weeks prior to the final disruption of the star,

the emission peaks at UV/Optical/IR, which then de-

cays and is replaced by X-rays from the inner regions of

the disk as the accretion rate drops below Ṁ• ≲ 1. In

computing νLν we have assumed black-body emission

of luminosity Lbol(t) and kBTBB(t). While this is a rea-

sonable assumption for the emission produced by the ex-

panding optically thick super-Eddington outflow, we ad-

mittedly misrepresent the multicolor emission from the

resulting accretion disk, by considering only the inner-

most disk annuli (i.e., the temperature given by Eq. 22),

possibly underestimating the emission at softer bands.

Yet, this simplification does not result in a qualitative

difference, aside from changing the slopes of the rising

UV/Optical/IR fluxes in Fig. 4. Specifically, our ap-

proximation does not capture the optical/UV plateaus

seen in regular TDEs at late times, also expected to oc-

cur in circular TDEs, as the disk cools and viscously

spreads (e.g., Mummery et al. 2024).

The viscous time in the accretion flow at the radius

where the star undergoes its final tidal disruption sets

the overall timsecale for the accretion of the star onto

the BH; it thus also sets the characteristic luminosity of

the resulting transient. Unfortunately the viscous time

is not that well known a priori, and may depend on the

magnetic field in the star prior to disruption. To demon-

strate how the properties of the predicted transient de-

pend on tvisc, Figure 5 shows the peak luminosity from

the IR to the X-ray, as well as the duration of the tran-

sient, as a function of the viscous time. For somewhat
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Figure 4. Band-dependent lightcurves (νLν) from a sun-like
star undergoing unstable mass transfer to an SMBH of mass
M• = 106 M⊙. Prior to the final disruption of the star, the
emission is accretion dominated, peaking at X-rays, while
towards the final disruption of the star at time tf , super-
Eddington outflow develops, temporarily producing cooler
and brighter emission. Following the star’s final disruption
and the decay in viscously-limited accretion, the disc’s emis-
sion dominates at late times. Top panel : linear horizontal
time axis, around time t = tf . Bottom panel : Same as the
top panel, but with a double logarithmic horizontal axis, with
negative values indicating time prior to the final disruption
of the star, and vice versa. Black dashed vertical line marks
one viscous time (Eq. 25) following the star’s disruption.

longer viscous times, the optical flare predicted here is

quite similar to those of observed luminous fast blue op-

tical transients (LFBOTs), a point we return to in §8.5.
Finally, we use the time-evolution of ṁ⋆ and ṁw

to infer the density of the surrounding circum-nulcear

medium. Under the simplified assumption of constant

βw and fw, the matter found at position r at time t is

101
1040

1041

1042

1043

1044

1045

101
10-1
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Figure 5. Top panel : The maximum value of νLν in differ-
ent observational bands, as a function of tvisc, the (somewhat
uncertain) viscous time at rMT (Eq. 25). Bottom panel : The
full-width at half maximum (FWHM) as a function of tvisc.
For ν = 500 eV band, we plot the FWHM of both the pre-
and post-disruption flares (see Fig. 4) in dotted and solid
purple lines, respectively. The fiducial value used through-
out the paper is marked by the vertical black dashed line.

due to outflow launched from the BH vicinity at time

t0 = t− r/(βwc), when the outflow was launched at rate

ṁw(t0). Assuming that strong outflows with fw ≈ 0.1

are launched when Ṁ• > 1, we plot the density pro-

files at different epochs in Fig. 6. The first epoch, t =

tf − 0.3 yr, is very close to tEdd (Eq. 24), and the mass

transfer rate has not doubled yet, 1 < Ṁ ≲ 2 , such that

the density follows a wind-like ρ ∝ r−2 profile, up to a

maximal distance of rmax ≈ vw(t − tEdd) ≈ 1015 cm.

The density increases as the mass transfer rate runs

away, forming a steeper density profile, that tends to

ρ ∝ r−3.5, with 2 + (1/(1 − 1/k)) = 3.5 reflecting the

divergence in ṁw towards the disruption of the star. At
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105

1010

Figure 6. Circum-nuclear density produced by super-
Eddington outflow from a circular-TDE, for m⋆ = 1M⊙
and M• = 106 M⊙. Different colors correspond to different
epochs relative to the complete disruption of the star. Stars
indicate the distance at which nr3 is maximized, correspond-
ing to where most of the ejected mass is concentrated.

even later epochs, the outflow is fed by the viscously

spreading accretion disk, until at times t > tf +∆tEdd,↓
(Eq. 30) no additional outflow is produced, and the

ejected mass propagates as a shell traveling at veloc-

ity vw. Figure 6 neglects outflows when Ṁ• ≲ 0.01,

when the flow is also radiatively inefficient, and likely to

produce strong outflows. This early-time mass-loss will

not dominate the total ejecta mass but will produce a

circumnuclear nuclear medium at somewhat larger radii

than shown in Figure 6.

6. FORMATION SCENARIOS AND RATES

How do stars in the center of a galaxy evolve onto

tightly bound, low eccentricity orbits around the central

SMBH, ultimately resulting in mass transfer? Within a

nuclear star cluster, the vast majority of stars are on

markedly wider orbits, of ∼ pc scale. Relaxational pro-

cesses prevailing in these dense stellar environments per-

turb stellar orbits to low angular momentum (highly ec-

centric) orbits, which may then undergo circularization

and inspiral through GW emission, bringing them into

the tight orbits of interest.

The scattering rate of stars is typically dominated by

semi-major axis comparable to the SMBH’s radius of

influence, or the radius enclosing a total stellar mass

≈ M•

rh ≈ GM•

σ2
h

≈ 1.0 pc M0.5
•,6 , (35)

where σh is the cluster’s velocity dispersion, and we have

assumed the M•-σh relation, M• ∝ σ4
h (e.g., Tremaine

et al. 2002). Stars of semi-major axis ≈ rh may un-

dergo angular momentum relaxation, and be perturbed

into the loss-cone, ultimately leading to their tidal dis-

ruption, as they approach rp ≈ rt on a highly eccen-

tric, nearly parabolic orbit (e.g., Rees 1988; Stone et al.

2020).

An alternative evolutionary scenario may occur for

stars that are initially paired as binaries. Consider a

binary star system of separation ab and components

of similar mass ≈ m⋆, orbiting the SMBH at around

rh. The binary may be scattered onto a highly eccen-

tric orbit, resulting in its tidal splitting through Hills’

mechanism (Hills 1988), ejecting one star as a hyper-

velocity star, and leaving the other member on a bound

orbit of pericenter distance rp,i ≈ ab(M•/m⋆)
1/3 and

semi-major axis ai ≈ 1
2ab(M•/m⋆)

2/3 (e.g., Hills 1988;

Kobayashi et al. 2012; Cufari et al. 2022).

The subsequent evolution of the bound star depends

primarily on the rate of orbital angular momentum dif-

fusion through scattering processes (
〈
J/J̇rlx

〉
= τJrlx),

versus its orbital energy dissipation rate through GW

emission (|Eorb/ĖGW| = τEGW). We focus on uncor-

related, two-body scatterings as the dominant angular

momentum relaxation process, yielding

τJ2B
τEGW

≈ 1

lnΛ

(
ai
rh

)γ−11/2(
Rg

rh

)5/2(
rp,i
ai

)−5/2

, (36)

evaluated shortly after the binary undergoes tidal split-

ting, where lnΛ ≈ lnM•/m⋆ ∼ O(10) is the Coulomb

logarithm, and the density profile of stars around the

SMBH is assumed to scale as n⋆(r) ∝ r−γ . Substituting

rp,i/ai ≈ (m⋆/M•)
1/3 and considering a Bahcall-Wolf

density profile, with γ = 7/4 (Bahcall & Wolf 1976,

1977), we find

τJ2B
τEGW

≈ 1

lnΛ

(
M•

mb

)5/6(
Rg

rh

)5/2(
ai
rh

)−15/4

, (37)

or for fiducial values

τJ2B
τEGW

≈ 5× 10−15

(
ln Λ

10

)−1(
m⋆

M⊙

)−5/6

M2.1
•,6

(
ai
rh

)−15/4

. (38)

If τEGW ≲ τJ2B, the orbit evolves primarily due to GW

emission, with decreasing eccentricity until the onset of

mass transfer, at which point its remaining eccentricity

is

ef ≈
(
R⋆

ab

)19/12(
425

304

)145/242 (αMT

2

)19/12
, (39)
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where we used the constant of motion obtained by Pe-

ters (1964) for quadrupole GW emission, and assumed

rp,i ≈ rt(ab/R⋆) ≪ ai, and that mass transfer ensues at

a separation of rMT ≈ αMTrt.

Substituting ai = 1
2ab(M•/m⋆)

2/3, we find that the

maximal initial binary separation for which GWs dom-

inate over 2-body scattering for the orbit of the bound

star shortly after the binary is disrupted, is approxi-

mately

ab
R⋆

∣∣∣∣
2B=GW

≈

1.4

(
ln Λ

10

)−4/15(
M•

106 M⊙

)0.39(
m⋆

M⊙

)4/9(
R⋆

1R⊙

)−1

.

(40)

A similar formation scenario has been previously in-

voked as a possible origin of QPE sources, as discussed

in Metzger et al. (2021); Krolik & Linial (2022); Linial

& Sari (2023); Lu & Quataert (2023); Linial & Metzger

(2023).

For our fiducial values, the minimal residual eccen-

tricity at the onset of mass transfer is roughly ef ≈ 0.7

(Eq. 39), for which substantial tidal heating is expected

to take place (appendix A), leading to an earlier onset

of mass transfer, with αMT ≫ 2. Considering a some-

what more massive SMBH and a lower mass star, the

remaining eccentricity at r ≈ αMTrt is reduced to

ef ≳ ef,min ≈ 0.1(
R⋆

0.5R⊙

)19/12(
m⋆

0.5M⊙

)−19/27

M−0.6
•,7

(αMT

2

)19/12
,

(41)

still greatly exceeding the critical eccentricity e ≈ 10−3−
10−2 above which tidal heating likely alters the stellar

structure significantly (Appendix A).

One possible mechanism for reducing the orbital ec-

centricity prior to the onset of mass transfer and/or sub-

stantial tidal heating is via hydrodynamical drag with

gas present at distances from the SMBH commensurate

with the stellar orbit. The source of gas could be a

large scale accretion flow, typical of active galactic nu-

clei (AGN), as considered for example in MacLeod & Lin

(2020); Tagawa & Haiman (2023); Linial & Quataert

(2024). Alternatively, drag may be induced by colli-

sions between the star and a compact accretion disk

that forms following the (parabolic) tidal disruption of

another star in the same galactic nucleus. The effect

of encounters between a tightly bound MS star and a

TDE-like accretion disk has been recently studied in the

context of QPEs (e.g., Linial & Metzger 2023; Franchini

et al. 2023; Tagawa & Haiman 2023). Depending on the

efficiency of interaction between the star and a preexist-

ing accretion flow, sufficiently low eccentricity systems

may form to diminish the effects of tidal heating. How-

ever, if the star’s orbit is highly inclined relative to the

disk, the star may suffer substantial mass loss due to

ablation occurring as the star passes through the disk

(e.g., Linial & Metzger 2023; Linial & Quataert 2024).

The formation rates of both stellar-EMRIs and ”regu-

lar” TDEs are set by the angular momentum relaxation

of orbits into the loss cone, acting as the evolution bot-

tleneck. If the fraction of stars paired in binaries at the

rh is fb, and if the loss-cone is empty for both binary

splitting and TDEs, their respective rates are approxi-

mately (e.g., Cohn & Kulsrud 1978; Merritt 2013; Broggi

et al. 2024)

RTDE|e.l.c ≈
N⋆(rh)

τ2B(rh)

1

ln (rh/rt)
≈

σ3
h

GM•

(
ln Λ

ln (rh/rt)

)
≈ 10−4M−0.25

•,6 , (42)

and the stellar-EMRI rate is

R⋆−EMRI|e.l.c ≈ fb RTDE|e.l.c (1 + ln(ab/R⋆)) ≈

10−5

(
fb
0.1

)
M−0.25

•,6 , (43)

where the mostly insignificant logarithmic factor ac-

counts for the larger effective loss-cone associated with

binary splitting. As long as the distribution of ab among

the binaries is roughly log-uniform, the distribution of

eccentricities at the onset of mass transfer is expected to

be fairly flat. Tidal hardening of the binary during its

orbit around the SMBH prior to disruption could, how-

ever, lead to an excess of stars on moderately eccentric

orbits at RLO after Hills breakup of the binary, rela-

tive to stars with very low eccentricity (Lu & Quataert

2023).

7. WHITE DWARF AND AN IMBH

In this section we consider an analogous problem, of

a white dwarf on a circular orbit, undergoing unstable

mass transfer to an IMBH. A similar scenario has been

explored for for example in Zalamea et al. (2010); Xin

et al. (2024), and here we focus on the observable prop-

erties of such system. The general arguments applied in

the context of a MS star can be used here, with some im-

portant differences and subtleties which we discuss. The

key qualitative differences are the much shorter dynam-

ical time and GW inspiral timescale for a Roche-lobe

filling WD. We also note that because nearly circular

orbits are more readily achieved, tidal heating may play
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a weaker role in driving the onset of mass transfer com-

pared with MS stars, and hence we adopt αMT = 2

throughout this section.

The orbital period at a = rMT is

Porb ≈ 30 s
(αMT

2

)3/2( R⋆

0.01R⊙

)3/2(
m⋆

M⊙

)−1/2

≈

60 s
(αMT

2

)3/2( m⋆

0.5M⊙

)−1

(WD) . (44)

and in the final expression we used the mass-ratio rela-

tion appropriate for a low-mass WD, R⋆ ∝ m
−1/3
⋆ , such

that Porb ∝ m−1
⋆ .

In order to avoid direct capture by the SMBH, rMT ≥
rISCO, implying a relatively ”low-mass” SMBH andWD,

as

rMT

Rg
≈ 1.5

(
m⋆

0.5M⊙

)−2/3(
M•

106 M⊙

)−2/3 (αMT

2

)
(WD) ,

(45)

Thus, the condition for the WD to overfill its Roche

lobe outside the innermost circular orbit (ISCO) of a

Schwarzschild SMBH (rMT/Rg ≳ 6) can be stated as

m⋆M• ≲ 6.2×104 M2
⊙

(
rISCO

6Rg

)−3/2 (αMT

2

)3/2
(WD) .

(46)

In what follows, we adopt M• = 105 M⊙ and m⋆ =

0.5M⊙ for the WD case, marginally satisfying the above

criterion.

The corresponding GW timescale is

τGW ≈

200 d M
−2/3
•,5

(
m⋆

0.5M⊙

)−11/3 (αMT

2

)4
(WD) , (47)

implying that for a stable mass transfer driven by GW

orbital decay, the equilibrium rate greatly exceeds the

Eddington accretion rate

Ṁeq,GW ≈ m⋆/τGW

ṀEdd

≈

350 ϵ−1 M
−1/3
•,5

(
m⋆

0.5M⊙

)14/3 (αMT

2

)−4

(WD) , (48)

However, for the reasons discussed in the context of MS

stars, the mass transfer from a WD will be highly non-

conservative (in terms of the orbital angular momen-

tum), and we thus anticipate unstable, runaway evolu-

tion.

While the MS scenario is characterized by a long lived

secular phase, with Ṁ⋆ ≪ 1, here high mass loss rates

are obtained shortly after the onset of mass transfer.

Mass loss at the Eddington rate is first obtained during

the GW driven phase, at time

tEdd ≈ τGW

(
ṀEddτdyn

m⋆

)1/k

≈

3.9 hr ϵ
−1/3
−1 M

−1/3
•,5

(
m⋆

0.5M⊙

)−13/3 (αMT

2

)4
(WD) ,

(49)

after the onset of mass transfer (and compare with Za-

lamea et al. 2010). Ṁ⋆ ≈ 0.01 is achieved at a some-

what earlier time tEdd(0.01)
1/k ≈ 0.8 hr. However, it is

unlikely that a quasi-steady flow can develop sufficiently

fast, during merely O(10) orbital periods (e.g., Chashk-

ina et al. 2023), considering the viscous time at rMT

tvisc ≈
Porb

2π

(
h

rMT

)−2

α−1 ≈

0.3 hr

(
h/rMT

0.3

)−2

α−1
−1

(
m⋆

0.5M⊙

)−1 (αMT

2

)3/2
(WD) .

(50)

The accretion onto the IMBH from a WD EMRI com-

mences only fairly close to Ṁ⋆ ≲ 1, when the evo-

lution time becomes comparable to (or longer than)

tvisc. As mass loss and accretion continue to increase

to super-Eddington rates, the emitted luminosity is ap-

proximated by the spherical outflow picture we discussed

in §3. An important caveat in the WD case is that be-

cause the WD is disrupted so close to the BH, the frac-

tion of mass lost to an outflow and the speed of the

outflow are more uncertain than for a main sequence

star disrupted well outside the ISCO.

The runaway evolution of the WD dominates over GW

inspiral at time (compare with Eq. 21)

trunaway ≈ 1 dM
−4/9
•,5

(
m⋆

0.5M⊙

)−25/9 (αMT

2

)8/3
(WD) ,

(51)

after mass transfer first began. Given the short viscous

timescale, the peak feeding Eddington ratio is approxi-

mately

Ṁvisc,0 ≈ 6× 106

ϵ−1

(αMT

2

)−3/2

α−1

(
h/r

0.3

)2

M−1
•,5

(
m⋆

0.5M⊙

)2

(WD) ,

(52)

decaying below ṀEdd at time
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∆tEdd,↓ ≈ 10 d

(
h/r

0.3

)−5/4

α
−5/8
−1

(αMT

2

)15/16( m⋆

0.5M⊙

)−1/4

M
−3/8
•,5 (WD) (53)

after the disruption of the star. The peak luminosity

associated with super-Eddington outflow produced at

this phase is approximately

Lmax
bol ≈ 2× 1045 ergs−1f1/3

w α
1/3
−1 β

2/3
w(αMT

2

)−1/2
(
h/r

0.3

)2/3

M
2/3
•,5

(
m⋆

0.5M⊙

)2/3

(WD) ,

(54)

comparable to the peak luminosity obtained in the MS

case, yet a much smaller total radiated energy at around

peak

Lmax
bol × tvisc ≈ 5× 1048 erg f1/3

w β2/3
w M

2/3
•,6(

h/rMT

0.3

)−4/3 ( α

0.1

)−2/3
(
m⋆

M⊙

)−1/3 (αMT

2

)1/6
(WD) .

(55)

and a corresponding blackbody temperature

kBTBB(L
max
bol ) ≈ 0.15 eV f−5/12

w β−1/12
w M

1/6
•,5(αMT

2

)15/24 ( α

0.1

)−5/12
(
h/r

0.3

)−5/6(
m⋆

0.5M⊙

)−5/6

(WD) .

(56)

We demonstrate the band-dependent emission from

a WD undergoing unstable mass transfer to an IMBH

in Fig. 7. Again, we see a phase of soft X-ray emis-

sion before and after the disruption of the WD, with a

UV/optical/IR emission during a short phase of super-

Eddington outflow resulting around the disruption of the

WD.

For a WD binary, the minimal eccentricity at the on-

set of mass transfer following Hills’ mechanism is much

smaller, at approximately

ef,min ≲ 10−4

(
M•

105 M⊙

)−0.36

, (57)

precluding substantial tidal heating prior to the onset of

RLO (Appendix A).

The band-dependent lightcurve of our fiducial WD-

IMBH circular TDE is shown in Fig. 7, pre- and post

disruption (left and right subpanels, respectively).

7.1. GW emission

The inspiral of a WD towards an SMBH produces

GWs of frequency

fGW ≈ 2

Porb
=

1

πα
3/2
MT

τ−1
dyn ≈

35 mHz

(
m⋆

0.5M⊙

)(αMT

2

)−3/2

(WD) , (58)

where we assumed a ≈ rMT. This frequency is well

within the peak-sensitivity range of LISA, a future

space-based GW antenna (e.g., Amaro-Seoane 2018).

The (dimensionless) characteristic strain of such a

source is enhanced by the square-root of the number

of GW cycles completed over time T ,
√
fGWT , where

T is the shorter of the observation baseline (limited by

the mission’s duration) and the source’s coherence time,

i.e., τGW. For the fiducial parameters we considered,

the source evolves over at most τGW ≈ 200 d (Eq. 47),

or even shorter durations once unstable mass transfer

ensues, such that
√
fGWT ≲ 780. For a source at dis-

tance d, the characteristic strain is (e.g., Robson et al.

2019)

hc ≈
8√
5

Rg

rMT

Gm⋆/c
2

d

√
fGWτGW ≈

10−17

(
d

Mpc

)−1(
M•

105 M⊙

)1/3 (
m⋆

0.5M⊙

)−1/3 (αMT

2

)1/4
,

(59)

corresponding to an SNR of order O(103)× (d/Mpc)−1,

where the above expression is valid as long as τGW ≲ 5 yr

(Amaro-Seoane 2018; Robson et al. 2019). For a lim-

iting SNR ≳ C, approximately Ngal(SNR > C) ≈
(4π/3)ngal(M•)d

3
SNR=C ≈ 5 × 104 (C/10)−3 galaxies

hosting an SMBH of mass M• ≈ 105 M⊙ are expected

to be contained within a detection horizon of roughly

dSNR=C ≈ 100Mpc (C/10)−1.

Assuming steady state, the production of newly

formed WD-EMRIs is compensated by their disruption.
Thus, the number of systems expected to display both a

detectable GW signal and an EM counterpart is roughly

Nsrc(SNR > C) ≈ NgalRWD−EMRITLISA ≈

O(1)

(
RWD−EMRI

10−5 yr−1 gal−1

)(
TLISA

5 yr

)(
C

10

)−1

, (60)

where RWD−EMRI is the formation rate of WD-EMRIs,

which we normalized by according to the relaxation

rate at the radius of influence, rh of an SMBH with

M• = 105 M⊙. The number of sources grows with the

mission lifetime, TLISA. We therefore note that such

WD-EMRIs could be detected simultaneously as multi-

messenger sources both in mHz GWs, as well as a multi-

band electromagnetic flare.

8. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION
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Figure 7. Band dependent lightcurve, νLν for a m⋆ = 0.5M⊙ white dwarf and an M• = 105 M⊙ IMBH.

We studied a novel channel of stellar destruction in

galactic nuclei, involving the unstable Roche lobe over-

flow of a main-sequence star orbiting an SMBH on a

nearly circular orbit. Unlike the stable mass-transfer

considered in Dai & Blandford (2013) and Linial &

Sari (2017), here we have argued for an unstable evo-

lution, expected to occur for relatively low-mass stars

with convective envelopes (see also Linial & Sari 2023;

Lu & Quataert 2023). While stable, GW-driven mass

transfer results in modest accretion rates (≲ 10−5 ṀEdd,

Eq. 6), unstable, runaway RLO produces an ever in-

creasing mass transfer rate up to the star’s final dis-

ruption, limited only by the viscous evolution of the re-

sulting accretion disk, with Ṁmax ≳ 103 ṀEdd. The

transition from sub- to super-Eddington rates, and the

subsequent decay in accretion as the remaining stellar

debris accretes onto the central BH, produces a com-

plex electromagnetic transient. We find a decade-long,

soft X-ray precursor originating from a thin accretion
disk, with luminosity approaching LEdd. During this

phase the lightcurve may be variable on timescales set

by the orbital period ∼ hrs due to the finite eccentricity

of the star, circularization shocks, star-disk collisions,

and other processes. The variability amplitude is likely

to be small given that the viscous time is long compared

to the orbital period (for further discussion see Metzger

et al. 2021; Krolik & Linial 2022; Linial & Sari 2023;

Lu & Quataert 2023). As the accretion rate contin-

ues to increase during the final months-year prior to the

star’s full disruption, an extended super-Eddington, op-

tically thick outflow develops, resulting in an extended

photosphere, producing a bright UV/optical flare, last-

ing days-weeks. Following the star’s full disruption,

the feeding rate subsides, and the SMBH is fed by the

viscously spreading stellar remnants, producing soft X-

rays, decaying over the course of a year.

We also considered the analogous RLO of a WD onto

an IMBH, which undergoes similar qualitative evolution,

albeit with considerably shorter timescales. We find lu-

minosities of order 1042−44 erg s−1 are obtained for du-

ration ranging from hours-day. These sources produce

mHz GWs, expected to be detectable with future space-

based GW detectors up to distances of order ≈ 100Mpc

(Zalamea et al. 2010). Given their optical luminosities,

such WD-IMBH systems could be promising candidates

for simultaneous multi-messenger detection in the era of

LISA and wide-field, high cadence transient surveys.

In the following subsections we discuss a few addi-

tional implications and broader connections between our

work and other observations.

8.1. Circular vs. Parabolic Tidal Disruption Events

The “circular TDEs” considered here bear several key

similarities to the standard tidal disruption of a star by

an SMBH, on a highly eccentric/parabolic orbit. From

a theoretical standpoint, both “regular/parabolic” and

“circular” TDEs involve the disruption of a star through

the action of the SMBH’s tidal field, occurring over just

a few stellar dynamical times, τdyn. The resulting emis-

sion is powered by the conversion of the star’s rest-

mass energy into radiation, with some (time-varying)

efficiency. Both phenomena involve an evolution from

super- to sub-Eddington mass accretion rates onto the

SMBH, producing complex time evolving lightcurves

and spectra.

Circular and parabolic TDEs share several observa-

tional similarities as well. Much like regular TDEs,

circular-TDEs appear brightest in optical/UV bands,

with luminosities that are typically commensurate with
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(or somewhat brighter than) parabolic TDEs (within

our model’s uncertainties), of order LEdd. This bright

optical/UV flare persists for a typical timescales of or-

der weeks, somewhat shorter than the fallback time of

the most bound stellar debris that follows the disruption

of a star on a parabolic orbit (∼month). We find that

the circular-TDE peak flare is generally blue (possibly

peaking in the EUV, Eq. 33), similarly to what is seen

in regular TDEs. The late time behavior of both TDE

flavors is also qualitatively similar - as the optical/UV

emission subsides, the emission is then dominated by X-

rays powered by accretion of the remaining stellar debris

onto the SMBH, decaying with time as the disk viscously

evolves. Optically selected circular TDEs may thus be

misclassified as regular TDEs, or other forms of AGN

activity.

One important theoretical difference between these

two classes concerns the temporal evolution of accretion

onto the SMBH. In a parabolic TDE, the feeding rate

is initially limited by the fallback of marginally bound

stellar debris, with the characteristic t−5/3 power-law

decay (Rees 1988; Phinney 1989). In circular TDEs,

the victim star is initially on a tightly bound orbit at

rMT = αMTrt, with black hole feeding driven by mass

transfer from the Roche-lobe overfilling star and viscous

angular momentum transport. We note that the corre-

sponding peak accretion rate in a circular-TDE is coin-

cidentally not too different from the peak fallback rate

occurring in regular TDEs, with their ratio given by

ṁmax
TDE

ṁmax
C−TDE

≈ tvisc
3 tfb

≈

0.1

α−1

(
h/rMT

0.3

)−2 (αMT

4

)3/2(m⋆

M⊙

)1/2

M
−1/2
•,6 (MS)

0.1

α−1

(
h/rMT

0.3

)−2 (αMT

2

)3/2( m⋆

0.5M⊙

)1/2

M
−1/2
•,5 (WD) ,

(61)

where tfb ≈ πτdyn(M•/m⋆)
1/2 is the fallback time of the

most bound debris following the disruption of a star on

a parabolic orbit, and ṁmax
TDE ≈ m⋆/(3 tfb) (e.g., Guillo-

chon & Ramirez-Ruiz 2013).

Another key observational difference between these

two flavors of stellar destruction, is that circular-TDEs

are characterized by a long-lasting precursor prior to

the final disruption of the star, initiated at the onset

of mass transfer and corresponding accretion onto the

SMBH. For MS stars, substantial disk emission at a frac-

tion of the Eddington luminosity begins years-decade

prior to the final disruption, and super-Eddington out-

flows commence months-year before the star is fully de-

stroyed (Eq. 23, 24). Thus, early X-ray emission at a

fraction of LEdd, preceding the optical/UV flare may be

a unique signature of circular TDEs. This also high-

lights the importance of not selecting against previous

nuclear X-ray evidence for an AGN in ‘TDE’ searches;

such an observational selection could exclude circular

TDEs. We expect circular TDEs to be quite distinct

relative to normal AGN in the year-decade leading up

to stellar disruption, with bright and soft X-ray emission

but comparatively little optical emission, no broad line

region, and at most a faint narrow line region confined

to close to the SMBH.

8.2. Circular TDEs vs. QPEs

Stars on tight, mildly eccentric orbits around SMBHs

have been recently invoked as a potential channel for

producing Quasi-Periodic Eruptions (QPEs), detected

in soft X-rays (Krolik & Linial 2022; Linial & Sari 2023;

Lu & Quataert 2023; Linial & Metzger 2023; Franchini

et al. 2023; Tagawa & Haiman 2023). Specifically, Linial

& Metzger (2023) have demonstrated that a star on a

few hours-day orbital period, colliding twice per orbit

with an inclined accretion disk, produces bright and hot

flares that may outshine the disk emission in the 0.2 −
2 keV band, consistent with the observed properties of

QPE sources.

Given the overall similarity between typical QPE pe-

riodicites and the orbital period at rt (of a few hours,

Eq. 3), Linial & Metzger (2023) have further suggested

that the origin of the impacted disk in their model is

the tidal disruption of a second star, producing a com-

pact accretion. Comparison of TDE rates and GW

inspiral timescales establishes that a coincidence be-

tween such stellar-EMRIs and TDEs is likely unavoid-

able - stars orbiting the SMBH just outside rMT migrate

on a timescale τGW ≈ 106−7 yr (Eq. 5), much longer

than the typical interval between consecutive TDEs,

R−1
TDE ≈ 104 yr (Eq. 42).

Within this picture, circular TDEs and QPEs repre-

sent different evolutionary endpoints of stellar-EMRIs

produced in galactic nuclei. If QPEs indeed occur when

slowly migrating stellar-EMRIs are intercepted by the

accretion disks that follow parabolic TDEs, the exis-

tence and rates of circular TDEs will depend on the

survivability of a star following a phase of disk interac-

tion. As discussed in Linial & Metzger (2023); Linial

& Quataert (2024), and in Yao & Quataert (in prep.)

star-disk collisions play an important in the ablation

of the impacting star’s outer layers. We discuss pos-

sible scenarios based on the ablation efficiency and the

stellar-EMRI survivability.

One possibility is that a single encounter between a

stellar EMRI (at a few rMT) and a TDE disk suffices
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to entirely destroy the star. Linial & Metzger (2023,

2024) have estimated that the collisions required to pro-

duce the observed QPE flares also result in substan-

tial stellar ablation, occurring on a timescale that is

shorter than the orbital migration time (either due to

disk-induced drag or GWs). Given the above argument,

τGWRTDE ≫ 1, essentially all stellar-EMRIs coincide

with a TDE, resulting in a phase of QPE activity, with

circular TDEs being exceedingly rare. It is, however,

possible that a small stellar core does survive the disk

interaction, continues to inspiral until it fills is Roche

lobe and produces a circular-TDE, which will follow a

phase of QPE activity.

Another possible outcome is that as the stellar-EMRI

interacts with the TDE disk (produced by second star’s,

parabolic TDE), it begins to simultaneously shed mass

towards the SMBH, triggering a circular-TDE. This

could occur, for example, if collisional energy deposited

in the stellar envelope causes the star to to inflate up

until it overfills its Roche lobe.

Stellar-EMRIs may survive the multiple TDEs they

encounter as they migrate from say 2rMT to rMT if the

ablation efficiency is sufficiently low and/or the viscous

evolution of the TDE disk is relatively rapid, such that

the ablation time is longer than the migration time due

disk-induced drag or the timescale for the TDE disk to

disappear due to viscous spreading. Stellar-EMRIs then

experience multiple TDEs mostly unscathed, until they

eventually approach rMT resulting in a circular TDE.

8.3. Connection to Jetted-TDEs

A small fraction of TDEs appear to produce strong rel-

ativistic jets as indicated by their radio emission, highly

variable non-thermal X-ray (and even gamma-ray) emis-

sion, and afterglows (Bloom et al. 2011; Andreoni et al.

2022). The beaming corrected fraction of jetted TDEs

is ∼ 1%, with large uncertainties due to small-number

statistics and uncertain beaming corrections. It is un-

clear what distinguishes this small population of jetted

TDEs from the bulk of the TDE population (e.g., Teboul

& Metzger 2023).

Theoretically, an important challenge in understand-

ing jetted TDEs is that the magnetic flux required

to power a jet similar to that observed in J1644 is

∼ 1030 Gcm2 (e.g., Tchekhovskoy et al. 2014) which cor-

responds to a coherent stellar magnetic field of ∼ 108

G, much larger than the magnetic fields of even mag-

netic stars. Although an accretion disk dynamo origin of

this magnetic flux cannot be ruled out (e.g., Liska et al.

2020), it is also possible that the small rate of jetted

TDEs reflects a second TDE channel, such as the circu-

lar TDEs considered here. Circular TDEs are attractive

candidates for producing relativistic jets because of the

unusual stellar evolution leading to breakup. The near-

breakup rotation and strong tidal deformation of the

progenitor star naively appear conducive to generating

strong magnetic fields. The magnetic flux could in prin-

ciple approach the maximum allowed by the self-gravity

of the star, ΦB ∼
√
6π2Gm2

⋆ ∼ 4×1030 (m⋆/M⊙)G cm2.

This is sufficient to power a jet similar to that observed

in relativistic TDEs.

The bright on-axis jet emission would make it chal-

lenging to detect the thermal signatures of circular

TDEs highlighted in the bulk of this paper. However, if

circular TDEs indeed account for jetted TDEs, then the

thermal signatures predicted here should be detected in

∼ 1% of TDEs, given beaming corrected jetted-TDE

rates; e.g., ∼ 1% of optically selected TDEs should have

bright pre-TDE X-ray emission.

8.4. Radio Emission and the Circum-nuclear medium

The long phase of increasing ṁ⋆ prior to the final

disruption of the star is likely to lead to a dense circum-

nuclear medium (CNM) into which later outflows will

propagate, as summarized in Fig. 6. This is a natural

environment for producing strong radio emission. Al-

though the exact radio fluxes will depend on whether

or not a relativistic jet is present and the relative veloc-

ity between late and early-time outflows, we can more

confidently estimate the CNM properties expected since

these are primarily set by the dynamical increase of ṁ⋆

prior to disruption. To order of magnitude, we expect

outflows to be present for at least the last ∼ year prior to

disruption, when the accretion rate is super-Eddington

(eq. 24). As demonstrated in Fig. 6, near the final

disruption of the star, when Eddington rates of up to

Ṁ• ∼ 103 are achieved, a wind-like CNM density profile

containing ṀEdd(tf − tEdd) ≈ 0.01fwM⊙, and extend-

ing out to distances of up to vw(t − tf ) ≳ βw 1017 cm,

is present. These CNM conditions are in fact intrigu-

ingly similar to those inferred for the relativistic TDE

AT2022 cmc (see, e.g., Fig. 2 of Matsumoto & Metzger

2023). In Swift J1644+57, however, the inferred CNM

density extends to 1018 cm (Eftekhari et al. 2018), re-

quiring multiple years of outflow prior to the complete

disruption of the star in our model. This is most likely

to be produced by the sub-Eddington radiatively ineffi-

cient phase of accretion prior to full disruption that we

have not included in Figure 6.

8.5. Circular TDEs vs. Luminous FBOTs

The model developed here for circular TDEs makes

predictions that bear some resemblance to the class of

luminous fast blue optical transients (LFBOTs), the
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prototype of which is AT2018cow (Margutti et al. 2019;

Perley et al. 2019; Ho et al. 2019). The optical flares pro-

duced by circular TDEs around SMBHs can have lumi-

nosities and timescales similar to those of LFBOTS (Fig.

5), and the self-generated CNM and possible jet that we

predict (§8.3 & 8.4) would produce nonthermal emission

across the electromagnetic spectrum, qualitatively sim-

ilar to what is seen in LFBOTs. AT2018cow even has

late-time UV and X-ray emission years after the initial

transient detection that is consistent with continued ac-

cretion onto a central compact object (Inkenhaag et al.

2023; Chen et al. 2023; Migliori et al. 2024). While the

off-nuclear location of AT2018cow rules out its associa-

tion with an SMBH, many of the models for its unusual

properties invoke a stellar merger with a BH (Metzger

2022) or a TDE by a solar mass or intermediate mass BH

(Perley et al. 2019; Kremer et al. 2021). The qualitative

similarity between our predictions and observations of

LFBOTs may then indicate that there is a continuum

of events with some overlap in observational properties,

from the circular TDEs around SMBHs predicted here

to the disruption of stars by a much lower mass BH. The

common physics responsible for this similarity would be

the presence of super-Eddington accretion onto a BH in

these diverse environments. Within this broad class of

events, BHs fed by stars on bound orbits (as in our cir-

cular TDE model or stellar merger models for LFBOTs)

are the ones likely to produce their own CNM via mass

transfer prior to full stellar disruption. It is possible

that some (off-nuclear) LFBOT-like transients could be

produced by the tidal disruption of a star on a roughly

circular orbit around an IMBH.
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APPENDIX

A. TIDAL HEATING PRIOR TO MASS TRANSFER

In this Appendix we collect some results on the tidal heating of stars close to supermassive black holes. We begin

by considering stars on a circular orbit and then quantify the eccentricity above which tidal heating can be important

enough to significantly change the structure of the star at radii larger than the nominal onset of mass transfer at ≃ 2rt.

We show that for circular orbits tidal heating is unlikely to significantly change the structure of the star prior to RLO.

However, this is only true for e → 0. For finite eccentricity, tidal heating strongly modifies the stellar structure, leading

the star to expand and initiate RLO when rp ∼ 4− 5rt; this corresponds to αMT ∼ 4− 5 in the main text.

A.1. Circular Orbits

Gravitational wave inspiral of a star on a circular orbit leads to a finite difference between the stellar spin frequency

and orbital frequency even in the presence of tidal dissipation driving the star towards synchronous rotation. This

in turn leads to finite tidal heating of the star. In this sub-section we evaluate the magnitude of this heating and its

possible impact on the pre mass-transfer stellar structure for both a white dwarf and a sun-like star.

A.1.1. White Dwarfs

Fuller & Lai (2012a) and Burkart et al. (2013) calculate the tidal dissipation in a white dwarf inspiraling on a circular

orbit due to the excitation of internal gravity waves. Fuller & Lai (2014) show that the influence of rotation on the

excitation and damping of the waves is small for the approximately synchronously rotating case of interest here. Absent

tidal heating, mass transfer is initiated when the semi-major axis is a ≃ rMT ≃ 2(αMT/2)rt or equivalently when the

orbital frequency is comparable to the stellar dynamical frequency. In what follows in this section we consider a 0.5M⊙
WD and do not keep the dependence on the WD mass and radius because the uncertainties in the tidal physics are

much larger than the dependence on the WD properties.

Equation 91 of Fuller & Lai (2012a) implies a tidal heating rate of

Ėheat ∼ 3× 1039 erg s−1 f−1/5

(
M•

105 M⊙

)4/5(
a

rMT

)−27/5 (αMT

2

)−27/5

(A1)
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The dimensionless factor f depends on the WD thermal and compositional structure (which influence the buoyancy

frequency and thus the excitation and propagation of internal gravity waves). f ∼ 10− 103 for longer orbital periods

≫ τdyn but must approach ≲ 1 as Porb ∼ τdyn. In more detail, the tidal heating rate in Fuller & Lai (2012a) and

Burkart et al. (2013)’s calculations varies strongly with frequency with the estimate in equation A1 corresponding to

the upper envelope (see Fuller & Lai 2012a Fig. 8 and eq. 78 or Burkart et al. 2013 Fig C1).

Equation A1 predicts super-Eddington tidal heating rates as a → rMT (Burkart et al. 2013’s results yield tidal heating

rates of similar magnitude). However the tidal heating is only active for a time τGW at a given orbital separation so

that the total tidal heating at a given a is

Eheat ≈ Ėheat τGW ∼ 1047 erg f−1/5

(
M•

105M⊙

)2/15(
a

rMT

)−7/5 (αMT

2

)−7/5

. (A2)

The total dissipated tidal energy prior to a ∼ rMT is a small fraction ∼ 0.1% of the WD binding energy so that only

a small fraction of the WD mass can be directly unbound by tidal heating.

For the large tidal heating rates present when a ∼ rMT, the internal gravity waves excited by the tidal forcing

dissipate by wave breaking near the surface of the star (i.e., when the wave displacement in the radial direction is

sufficiently large to overturn the stable stratification). Inspection of typical WD models shows that for a ∼ rMT, the

waves break in the very outer layers of the star where the exterior mass is ≲ 10−4M⊙. Because there is no significant

change to the stellar structure in the interior where the tidal internal gravity waves are generated, equations A1 and

A2 should remain valid even in the presence of tidal heating. As a result, the most likely outcome of tidal heating in

the WD case is a modest outflow generating accretion onto the central BH prior to the onset of unstable mass-transfer.

An upper limit on the mass-loss rate generated is 2̇Ėheat/v
2
esc ≲ 10−3M⊙ yr−1 (given eq. A1) but as argued after

equation A2 the cumulative mass lost is small given the short GW inspiral times. It is also possible that tidal heating

generates runaway fusion of the surface H layer where the tidel heating is concentrated (Fuller & Lai 2012b), but this

is only the exterior ∼ 10−4M⊙ of the WD. Overall, we conclude that the small mass loss due to tidal heating on

circular orbits is unlikely to significantly change the observational signatures estimated in §3.

A.1.2. Solar-type Stars

For stars with a finite size radiative core and outer convection zone, internal gravity waves are excited at the

radiative-convective boundary and can dissipate by wave breaking in the core of the star where the amplitude of

the wave grows due to geometrical convergence (Goodman & Dickson 1998). Standard calculations (e.g., Zahn 1977;

Goodman & Dickson 1998; Kushnir et al. 2017) of the wave energy flux for a sun-like star on a circular orbit with a

small asynchronous rotation due to GW inspiral predict tidal heating rates of

Ėheat ∼ 4× 1030 erg s−1

(
M•

106M⊙

)11/12(
a

rMT

)−85/16 (αMT

2

)−85/16

(A3)

where rMT = αMTrt is now for a sun-like star. This tidal heating rate is negligible compared to the stellar luminosity

and thus tides (for circular orbits) have no significant effect on the stellar structure prior to the onset of unstable mass

transfer. Physically, the reason that the tidal heating rate for the MS star is much less than for a WD is the smaller

tidal energy for the MS star (due to the lower stellar binding energy) and the much longer GW inspiral time for a

main sequence star approaching tidal disruption.

Equation A3 is not applicable to low mass fully convective stars because such stars do not support internal gravity

waves. However, the resulting tidal heating rate for circular orbits is still negligible due to the general considerations

elucidated above (in particular, long GW inspiral times leading to low heating rates for circular inspiral driven by

gravitational waves). We consider fully convective stars on eccentric orbits in the next section.

A.2. Eccentric Orbits

For a star on an eccentric orbit with e ≪ 1 and synchronous spin, the tidal heating rate is approximately 1/3 of

the orbital energy transferred from tides to the primary star, with the remaining energy goes into spinning up the

star to maintain synchronous rotation (e.g., Zahn 1977). We now quantify the magnitude of this tidal heating rate

for both white dwarfs and main sequence stars, respectively. A useful governing equation capturing all of the regimes

considered below is that

Ėheat ∼ A

(
E∗

τdyn

)
e2
(

a

rMT

)−γ

α−γ
MT (A4)
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where E∗ = GM2
∗/R∗ is of order the stellar binding energy, τdyn is the star’s dynamical time, and the dimensionless

constants A ≲ 1 and γ ≫ 1 vary somewhat depending on the stellar type and tidal physics.

A.2.1. White Dwarfs

For a synchronously rotating white dwarf on a mildly eccentric orbit the tidal heating rate due to the excitation of

internal gravity waves is

Ėheat ∼ 3× 1045 erg s−1 e2 f

(
a

rMT

)−15 (αMT

2

)−15

. (A5)

In equation A5 we have again used Fuller & Lai (2012a)’s analytic approximation to the numerical calculation of the

tidal excitation rate (their eq. 78) and f is the same dimensionless number discussed in §A.1.1.

A corollary of the very large tidal energy input in equation A5 is that the orbit can in principle circularize due to

tides at sufficiently small orbital separation. We find, however, the tidal circularization time is at best comparable to

the gravitational wave inspiral time even when a ≃ rMT and so circularization is only a modest effect.

The total heating of the WD during GW inspiral is

Eheat ≃ 2× 1052 erg e2 f

(
M•

105M⊙

)−2/3(
a

rMT

)−11 (αMT

2

)−11

. (A6)

If the orbital eccentricity is sufficiently small as a → rMT (due to GW decay of the eccentricity) the total tidal heating

during GW inspiral is much less than the binding energy of the WD; the critical eccentricity is perhaps e ∼ 0.01. In

this case it is plausible that the WD remains globally unscathed and mass transfer is primarily initiated when r ≃ rMT

(similar to our argument in §A.1.1). For more eccentric orbits the WDs stellar structure will be strongly modified by

the cumulative tidal heating. This could initiate mass transfer at somewhat larger orbital separation by inflating the

stellar radius. Alternatively, it is possible that tidal heating would lead to a thermonuclear runaway and the explosion

of the WD.

A.2.2. Solar-Type Stars

For a solar type star with tidal heating set by the excitation of internal gravity waves, the tidal heating rate from

standard calculations (Goodman & Dickson 1998) is independent of the companion BH mass4 and is

Ėheat ≃ 4× 1038 erg s−1e2
(

a

rMT

)−23/2 (αMT

2

)−23/2

. (A7)

Note that this is much smaller than the corresponding heating rate for a WD in the previous section because the tidal

heating rate ∝ (GM2
∗/R∗)/τdyn ∝ R

−5/2
∗ . This is a factor of 105 for a WD vs. a main sequence star.5

For tidal heating to be negligible until mass transfer commences requires Ėheat ≲ L⊙, i.e., e ≲ 0.003. For larger

eccentricities, the structure of the star will change in response to the tidal heating. The total heating of the star during

the GW inspiral time is approximately

ĖheatτGW ≈ 1052 erg e2
(

a

rMT

)−15/2 (αMT

2

)−15/2
(

M⊙

106M⊙

)−2/3

, (A8)

valid for e ≪ 1 (such that τGW was taken for a circular orbit). We thus conclude that the cummulative effect of

tidal heating when a ≳ rMT is expected to drastically change the stellar structure when e ≳ 0.01, with the deposited

energy exceeding the star’s binding energy. We also note that the tidal heating rate of Eq. A7 implies a circularization

timescale at most of order the GW inspiral time and so is reasonable to neglect.

4 There is a typo in Goodman & Dickson (1998) eq. 15; the term
(M1 +M2)/M1 should be raised to the −5/3 power.

5 The actual heating rate in eq. A7 is yet smaller because it is
suppressed by dimensionless factors related to the density at the
solar radiative-convective boundary and the size of the solar con-
vection zone.
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A.2.3. Fully Convective Stars

The estimated tidal heating rate in equation A7 is not appropriate for a fully convective low mass star which does

not support internal gravity waves. Instead, in such stars, excitation of inertial waves is plausibly the dominant source

of tidal dissipation. Ogilvie (2013) provides an elegant estimate of the tidal frequency-averaged excitation rate of

inertial waves by considering the response of a star to an impulsive (in time) tidal force. Barker (2020) applies this

estimate to main sequence low mass stars and shows that the dimensionless tidal quality factor Q′ ≃ 200(ω∗/ωrot)
2 ≡

200Q′
200(ω∗/ωrot)

2 for fully convective stars, where ω∗ is the stellar dynamical frequency and ωrot is its rotation

frequency6. Here we have defined Q′
200 to encapsulate uncertainty in the tidal excitation rate and variation with

stellar mass. Even in sun-like stars, however, which have comparatively, modest convection zones, Q′ is only a factor

of ∼ 5 larger in Barker (2020)’s calculation (see his Fig 4). Assuming synchronous rotation, this tidal quality factor

corresponds to a stellar heating rate of

Ėheat ∼ 3× 1040 erg s−1

(
e2

Q′
200

) (
a

rMT

)−21/2 (αMT

2

)−21/2

. (A9)

We stress again that equation A9 averages over the resonant response of individual inertial waves and is thus only a

rough estimate of the heating rate due to inertial waves. Nonetheless this estimate indicates that the inertial wave

heating rate is perhaps ∼ 100 times larger than that associated with internal gravity waves in solar type stars (eq.

A7). This demonstrates that quite circular orbits e ≲ 10−3 are probably necessary for tidal heating to not significantly

change the stellar structure prior to the onset of mass-transfer. Most low mass stellar EMRIs will thus have their

structure strongly modified by tidal heating at semi-major axes of a few rt, initiating mass transfer somewhat earlier

than expected in the absence of tidal heating.
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