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Abstract. The stability criteria of rapid mass transfer and common-envelope evolution are fundamental in
binary star evolution. They determine the mass, mass ratio, and orbital distribution of many important sys-
tems, such as X-ray binaries, type Ia supernovae, and merging gravitational-wave sources. In the limit of
extremely rapid mass transfer, the response of a donor star in an interacting binary becomes asymptotically
one of adiabatic expansion. We built the adiabatic mass-loss model and systematically surveyed the thresh-
olds for dynamical timescale mass transfer over the entire span of possible donor star evolutionary states.
Many studies indicate that new mass transfer stability thresholds play an essential role in the formation and
properties of double compact object populations and the progenitors of SNe Ia and detectable GW sources.
For example, our studies show that the mass transfer in the red giant and the asymptotic giant branch stars
and the massive stars can be more stable than previously believed. Consequently, detailed binary popula-
tion synthesis studies, using updated unstable mass transfer criteria, predicate the non-conservative stable
mass transfer may dominate the formation channel of double stellar-mass black holes and can explain the
population of the large mass ratio double stellar-mass black holes. Using our updated mass transfer thresh-
olds, binary population thesis studies by Li et al. show that Ge et al.’s results support the observational
double white dwarfs merger rate distribution per Galaxy and the space density of double white dwarfs in
the Galaxy.
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1. Introduction
Over the past two decades, many fundamental discoveries have improved our understanding

of modern astrophysics. For instance, people use the type Ia supernovae as distance indicators
and find that the universe’s expansion accelerates, providing the quantitative confirmation of
the dark energy (Riess et al. 1998; Perlmutter et al. 1999; Tonry et al. 2003; Riess et al. 2004).
The ground-base LIGO-Virgo detectors opens a new window for gravitational wave (GW)
astronomy, of which brings binary stellar physics a new era and urges our improved knowledge
about the formation and evolution of stellar-mass black hole (smBH) binaries (Abbott et al.
2016, 2020a,b). Four worldwide Pulsar Timing Array collaborations announce the detection
of nanohertz GWs by inspiring supermassive black hole binaries using millisecond pulsars
(Xu et al. 2023; Agazie et al. 2023; Reardon et al. 2023; EPTA Collaboration et al. 2023).
Binary stars’ evolution form not only type Ia supernovae, smBH binaries, and millisecond
pulsars mentioned above but also almost all kinds of exotic binaries (Figure 1) such as crucial
space LISA (Amaro-Seoane et al. 2023)/Tianqin (Li et al. 2024) GW sources double white
dwarfs (DWDs, Li et al. 2023), high/low-mass X-ray binaries, cataclysmic variables, blue
stragglers, hot subdwarfs (Ge et al. 2015, 2020; Ge, Webbink, & Han 2020; Han et al. 2020,
and references therein).

Despite the importance of binary star evolution, two fundamental questions (Figure 2), i.e.,
the criteria of unstable mass transfer (Hjellming & Webbink 1987; Soberman, Phinney, &
van den Heuvel 1997) and the common envelope evolution (CEE; Paczynski 1976; Webbink
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Figure 1. Binary star evolution tree from Han et al. (2020).

1975), have yet to be better understood over the last few decades. For example, the merger
rate of double compact binaries can vary for orders of magnitudes without the precise con-
straint CEE (Belczynski, Kalogera, & Bulik 2002). The intermediate/old populations of type
Ia supernovae arising from the symbiotic channel under a revised mass-transfer prescription
can be significantly enlarged (Liu et al. 2019). These two fundamental questions in binary star
evolution determine the evolution fate of binary stars, such as the formation channels, rates,
mass, and orbital period distributions of many binary objects. They are also critical physical
inputs for binary population synthesis codes in studying the formation and evolution of large
samples of binaries.

In the next few decades, a combination of full or multiple wavelength electromagnetic
observations with ground-based LIGO/Virgo/KAGRA collaborations and space LISA/Tianqin
low-frequency GW detectors will provide mega-data compact objects containing BHs, neu-
tron stars (NSs), or WDs. This inspires us to precisely constrain the fundamental questions in
binary star evolution.

2. Progress in mass transfer stability thresholds
Significant progress has been made in the criteria of unstable mass transfer since four

decades ago. Hjellming & Webbink (1987) used simplified polytropic stellar models under-
going adiabatic mass loss for investigating the mass transfer stability. Soberman, Phinney, &
van den Heuvel (1997) further extended the study to non-conservative mass transfer cases.
People also used detailed stellar evolution codes such as STARS and MESA and derived mass
transfer stability thresholds for different kinds of stars (Chen & Han 2003, 2008; Shao & Li
2014; Pavlovskii & Ivanova 2015).

In the series of works by Ge et al. (2010a,b, 2015, 2020), Ge et al. built the adiabatic mass
loss model for realistic instead of the polytropic equation of state stars (Z = 0.02). These stud-
ies help overcom the non-realistic effects in evolved stars with partial ionization envelopes.
The criteria of unstable mass transfer in these studies cover a full mass and evolutional state
for potential donor stars (left panel in Figure 3). The abbreviations of the main sequence,
Hertzsprung gap, red giant branch, and asymptotic giant branch are MS, HG, RGB, and AGB.
They further extend their research to metal-poor stars (Ge et al. 2023), non-conservative mass
transfer (Ge et al. 2024), and helium-donor stars (Zhang et al. 2024). The critical initial mass
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Figure 2. Two fundamental questions in binary star evolution modified and adopted from Han (2003). The
accretor can be a normal or compact star, and multiple binary mass transfer processes can happen during
binary star evolution.

ratios qcrit = Mdonor/Maccretor for dynamical timescale mass transfer nicely predict the upper
limits of observed mass ratios of cataclysmic variables (Ge et al. 2015), intermediate (Ge et al.
2023) and high-mass (Ge et al. 2024) X-ray binaries. In addition to the comparison with obser-
vation, Temmink et al. (2023) theoretically confirmed the results of low and intermediate-mass
stars from Ge et al. (2020).

Compared with the results of critical mass ratios from polytropic models, the major dif-
ferences are for massive donor stars and RGB/AGB donor stars (left panel in Figure 3). For
evolved massive MS/HG stars, the mass transfer tends to be more stable and highly related
to the evolution states rather than a constant qcrit = 3 or 4. This result predicts more massive
binary stars as GW sources of double BHs’ or neutron-stars’ (NSs) progenitors might evolve
through the stable mass transfer channel. For intermediate and low-mass RGB/AGB stars, the
mass transfer also tends to be more stable (left panel in Figure 3) than the results of polytropic
models. The unstable mass transfer for late RGB/AGB stars with qcrit >∼ 3 might be dominated
by a thermal timescale (shorter than 100 yrs) process through outer Lagrangian points (Ge,
Webbink, & Han 2020) instead of a prompt dynamical timescale case. These results can sig-
nificantly impact the formation and evolution of double white dwarfs that are essential space
GW sources of LISA (Amaro-Seoane et al. 2023) and Tianqin (Li et al. 2024) projects.

3. Application in double BHs/NSs
Ever since the first direct detection of double smBHs merger by LIGO (Abbott et al. 2016),

about a hundred merging double compact objects (DCOs), i.e., BH+BH/BH+NS/NS+NS, have
been detected (Abbott et al. 2023). Among them, the 150 M⊙ massive smBH merger (Abbott
et al. 2020a) and the large mass ratio DCO system (Abbott et al. 2020b) challeged the current
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Figure 3. The critical mass ratios qcrit of dynamical timescale mass transfer for donor stars with different
mass and evolution states (left panel) from Ge et al. (2020) and comparing of a 5 M⊙ star’s qcrit (right panel)
between color lines from Ge et al. (2020) and the black line from Temmink et al. (2023).

knowledge about single and binary star evolution. However, these observations, in turn, bring
single and binary stellar physics into a new development era.

The theoretical formation channels for DCOs include isolated binary evolution, for instance,
a stable mass transfer (initial mass ratio qi < qcrit), a CEE (Paczynski 1976) or a chemically
homogeneous evolution (two components with similar masses) channel (Marchant et al. 2016;
Mandel & de Mink 2016), and dynamical interactions in dense environments such as glob-
ular (Portegies Zwart & McMillan 2000) and young stellar clusters (Mapelli 2016). Among
the isolate binary evolution channels, the CEE is initially considered the dominant formation
channel for DCOs (Belczynski, Kalogera, & Bulik 2002).

A recent systematic study indicates that mass transfer in massive binary systems (Ge et al.
2015), i.e., double BH progenitors, is more stable than previously found. After adopting the
updated mass transfer thresholds by Ge et al. (2015), the binary population synthesis study
shows that the isolated binary BH formation scenario consisting of a stable mass transfer dur-
ing the second mass transfer phase (instead of CEE) may dominate the double BH formation
channel (Neijssel et al. 2019). Since then, together with the updated mass stability thresholds
(Ge et al. 2015, 2020; Pavlovskii et al. 2017; Marchant et al. 2021; Shao & Li 2021) and the
knowledge about the non-conserved mass transfer leading to an orbit shrinkage (e.g., Tauris &
van den Heuvel 2006; Willcox et al. 2023), the stable mass transfer channel for DCOs becomes
important in the GW community (Gallegos-Garcia et al. 2021; Marchant et al. 2021; Olejak,
Belczynski, & Ivanova 2021; Shao & Li 2021; van Son et al. 2022a,b; Briel, Stevance, &
Eldridge 2023; Picco et al. 2024; Olejak et al. 2024). Especially, Picco et al. (2024) use results
from Ge et al. (2010a, 2015, 2020) and resolve the parameter space of critical mass ratio for
CEE to non-conservative mass transfer cases (slightly different with the method by Ge et al.
2024). They find that the non-conservative stable mass transfer channel can produce merging
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Figure 4. GW sources in many kinds of WD binaries adopted from Li et al. (2024).

binary BHs with large mass ratios, consistent with the majority of inferred sources of the third
GW transient catalogue. Besides the mass transfer physics, the supernova natal kicks (e.g.,
Mandel et al. 2021; Willcox et al. 2021) and the rotation or extra-mixing (Meynet & Maeder
2003) are also critical to be addressed in massive binary evolution.

4. Application in DWDs
Figure 4 shows WD binaries, including DWDs, are essential GW sources for space LISA

(Amaro-Seoane et al. 2023)/Tianqin (Li et al. 2024) detectors. Combining GW detection and
electromagnetic (EM) wave observation should significantly improve our knowledge of WD
binaries and the binary evolution theory. The time-domain, spectroscopic observation, and
the SDSS/Gaia survey have abundantly enlarged the observed WD binaries, like WD+main
sequence (MS) stars (Ren et al. 2020; Pala et al. 2020; El-Badry, Rix, & Heintz 2021; Rebassa-
Mansergas et al. 2021; O’Brien et al. 2024; Yamaguchi et al. 2024), and DWDs (Maoz,
Hallakoun, & Badenes 2018; Brown et al. 2020; El-Badry, Rix, & Heintz 2021). These WD
binaries are crucial sources for studying two fundamental problems, mass transfer stability
and CEE in binary star evolution. DWDs are also essential sources for predicting the GW
background for LISA/Tianqin.

Using the updated mass transfer stability thresholds from Ge et al. (2010a, 2015, 2020)
including critical mass ratios of dynamical timescale mass transfer for non-conservative cases
later published by Ge et al. (2024), Li et al. (2023) perform a series of binary population syn-
thesis studies. Li et al. (2023) find that for Ge et al.’s model, most of the DWDs are produced
from the first stable non-conservative Roche lobe overflow plus the second CE ejection chan-
nel instead of the first CE plus the second CE channel. Li et al. (2023) show that the space
densities for the detectable DWDs and those with extremely low-mass WD companions pre-
dicted by using Ge et al.’s model are close to what has been shown in observation. Li et al.
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(2023) also claim the findings from Ge et al.’s model predict a Galactic SN Ia rate that perfectly
supports the observations. Finally, Ge et al.’s results support the observational DWDs merger
rate distribution per Galaxy and the space density of double white dwarfs in the Galaxy (Li et
al. 2023).
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