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ABSTRACT

Close binary systems of compact stars, due to the emission of gravitational radiation,
may evolve into a phase in which the less massive star transfers mass to its companion.
We describe mass transfer by using the model of Roche lobe overflow, in which mass
is transferred through the first, or innermost, Lagrange point. Under conditions in
which gravity is strong, the shapes of the equipotential surfaces and the Roche lobes
are modified compared to the Newtonian case. We present calculations of the Roche
lobe utilizing the second order post-Newtonian (2PN) approximation in the Arnowitt-
Deser-Misner gauge. Heretofore, calculations of the Roche lobe geometry beyond the
Newtonian case have not been available. Beginning from the general N-body Lagrangian
derived by Damour and Schéffer, we develop the Lagrangian for a test particle in the
vicinity of two massive compact objects. As an exact result for the transverse-traceless
part of the Lagrangian is not available, we devise an approximation that is valid for
regions close to the less massive star. We calculate the Roche lobe volumes, and provide
a simple fitting formula for the effective Roche lobe radius analogous to that for the
Newtonian case furnished by Eggleton. In contrast to the Newtonian case, in which the
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effective Roche radius depends only upon the mass ratio ¢ = mj/msg, in the 2PN case
the effective Roche lobe radius also depends on the ratio z = 2(m; + mg)/a of the total
mass and the orbital separation.

Subject headings: relativity — binaries: close — stars: mass loss

1. Introduction

During the evolution of a close binary system involving compact stars, the stellar separation
shrinks due to the emission of gravitational waves. In the event that the stars are not of equal mass,
and the less massive star has a larger radius than its companion, mass transfer may ultimately occur.
Gravity wave emission generally causes the mutual orbit to circularize (Peters 1964). For circular
orbits, conservative mass transfer can be modelled as Roche lobe overflow under the assumption
that the star is not significantly disrupted due to tidal interactions. The Roche lobe is the innermost
gravitational plus centrifugal equipotential surface encompassing both stars.

In the model Roche lobe overflow, the radius of the less massive star is compared to the effective
radius of its Roche lobe. Once the two radii become equal, because the Roche lobe radius decreases
due to orbital decay, the star fills its Roche lobe and mass transfer occurs through the first, or
innermost, Lagrange point L;. Lying on the Roche lobe, L; is located between the two stars on
the axis connecting their centers and is also a saddle point of the gravitational plus centrifugal
potential between the two stars. Due to its saddle point nature, the first Lagrange point acts as a
gravitational funnel through which mass transfer occurs.

Values of the Roche lobe radii as a function of orbital separation and mass ratio ¢ = my/ma,
where my refers to the lighter star, have been tabulated by Kopal (1959) for the Newtonian case.
Paczynski (1971) and Eggleton (1982) have given analytical fits. We use Eggleton’s functional form,
which has the advantage of being a continuous function of g, as a template in our work.

In this work, we carry out calculations of Roche lobes beyond the Newtonian case. We employ
the Arnowitt-Deser-Misner (ADM) form of post-Newtonian expansion and use the corresponding
Lagrangian at the second order (2PN) level wherein terms up to (M/r)?, where M = my + mo
and r is the distance, are retained. The same procedure as used in the Newtonian case for finding
the Roche lobes is utilized. Our strategy is to (i) construct the effective potential for the point
particle in the vicinity of two stars (the 3-body problem) in the co-rotating frame; (ii) evaluate
equipotential surfaces and calculate the corresponding effective Roche volume and radius for this
potential; and (iii) provide new fitting formulae as Eggleton did for applications involving mass
transfer.

The organization of this work is as follows. In §2, we calculate the effective potential for three
bodies at the 2PN level. We establish the Lagrangian in §2.1. The transverse-traceless part of
the Lagrangian is evaluated explictly in §2.2 through the introduction of an approximation valid
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for regions near my for test particles. In §3, we evaluate the Roche lobes and their effective radii
as a function of ¢ and a relativity parameter for this potential, and provide a simple analytical
fit. In this section, we also show the impact of post—-Newtonian corrections on the positions of the
Lagrange points and on the position of the center of mass. Our conclusions are contained in §4.

Fig. 1.— The notation used in the evaluation of the Roche lobes in the 2PN approximation.
Stellar masses are denoted by mq and ms and the point-particle mass is taken to be mg. Vectors
R4 (A =0,1,2) denote positions of the three bodies with respect to the origin O, r is the position
of a generic point P, and r4 is the position of this point with respect to the mass my4 (we show
only rg). The vectors R4p indicate positions of the three bodies with respect to each other.

2. The 2PN potential for 3 bodies

Roche lobes are defined through the acceleration that a point-like particle feels in the frame
that is co-rotating with the two massive objects. While velocities of all three bodies disappear in
this frame, accelerations are vanishing only for the two massive objects with masses my and ma.
The effective potential causes acceleration on the third object, the point-particle with mass my.
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Starting from the N-body Lagrangian in ADM coordinates derived by Damour & Schéfer (1985),
we obtain the 3-body Lagrangian for the situation depicted in Figure 1. We adopt the convention
in which we denote masses with uppercase Latin indices (A, B, ...) and coordinates with lowercase
Latin indices (7, j,...). Also, we use units such that G = 1 and ¢ = 1. We express all inertial-frame
velocities in terms of the rotating-frame velocities and the remaining rotationally induced part:

VA=V dwxry, (1)

where w is the angular frequency of the rotating frame. Setting v/* = 0 for A = {0,1,2}, and
vi?t =0 for A = {1,2}, but keeping v{;’* # 0 enables us to find the acceleration on the point-like
particle (body 0) from

d (0L
= (% , (2)
dt \ 9¢;

C.T. —,
vi" =0

mo&; =

where we have denoted the coordinate of the point—like body in the co-rotating frame by £&. We
have

&=0, £€=0, and  §#0, (3)
since vg" = § . We can find the effective potential for the particle 0 by separating out the “kinetic”
part of the Lagrangian that contains terms that are quadratic in f and by treating the remaining
part of the Lagrangian as the effective potential that we have to determine. It is straighforward to
verify that this approach yields the Euler-Lagrange equations for &. After setting & = 0, we use
the resulting potential in order to trace the equipotential surfaces that correspond to the Roche
lobes.

2.1. The 2PN Lagrangian

The computation of the effective Roche radii requires the effective potential that acts on a point
particle in the vicinity of two massive bodies. In order to improve upon the existing Newtonian
results, we utilize results that were obtained by using the post-Newtonian approximation of general
relativity.

The Roche problem requires a three-body Lagrangian in the case in which one of the bodies
is a point-like particle of infinitesimal mass. Such results were derived for the more general N-body
case by Damour & Schéfer (1985) who retained terms up to the second order (2PN) in M /r in the
Arnowitt—Deser—Misner (ADM) coordinate gauge.

For completeness, we list the main results of Damour & Schéfer (1985) here. The Newtonian,
or zeroth order, result is familiar:

B 1 9 1 mamp
LN = §ZmA’L)A+§ Z 3 (4)
A A,B#A
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where r4p = |Rap|. The first order post-Newtonian correction is
1 4
L2 = g Z AUy
A

1 mam
1 > . {61’31 —T7(va-vg) — (nap-va)(nap-vp) }
TAB
AB#A

_1 Z mampmeo (5)
Aipuc TABTAC

whereas the second order post-Newtonian contribution is

1 3 mampmemp 1 mampmomp
Ly = 1_65 mAvngg E — + - E —— = Urr
A Apza, TABTBCTCD A5Za, TABTACTAD
C+#B,D#C C#A,D#A

1 Z mampmc
4 47, TABTAC
C#A

+(nap - VB)2 +16 (vp - ve) }

+ {91)124—71)%—17(“4-VB)+(nAB-vA) (nap-vp)

1 mampmc
*3 P B { —5(nap nac)vg + (nap - nac) (nac - ve)?
A,B#£A, "AB
C#A

—2(nap-va)(mac-ve) —2(map - vp) (Mac - ve) + 14 (map - ve) (nac - ve) }

mampmc

- {3 (nap+mnuc) - va(nap —npc)-ve
2 57, (rap+7Bo + roa)?
C+A,B

+ (map +mnac) - va(map —npc) - va+8(map+nuc) va(nap —npe) - ve

—16 (nap +nac) - ve(nap —npe)-va+4(nap+nuc)-ve(nap —npe) - Vc}

1 mampmc
+= 3[VA’VB —(nap-Vva nAB'VB]
2A§A, (raB+rBc +rca)ras ( )= a :
C+#A,B

[V = (map - va)?| =8 (va - vo) = (nap - va) (map - ve)

+4 {v% — (nap - VC)Q} }

1 mam?
e CRURLIR D)
A,B#£A "AB
1 mamp
+E Z . {142}?3—281)31 (va-vp) — 44 (map-va) (nap-vp) + 1oy
ABAA | AB

+2(va-va): — 1004 (nap - vB)2 +12(va - ve) (Map - va) (Map - vB)

+3(IIAB'VA)2(IIAB'VB)2}- (6)
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The term Upr refers to the transverse-traceless part of the Lagrangian potential which requires
special treatment and is explicitly evaluated in §2.2.

We now specialize to the case of three bodies with masses mg, m1, and ms. For the Newtonian
and the first order post-Newtonian correction, we obtain

1 mom mom mim
Ly = —{m0v§+m1v%+m2v§}+ oL o e (7)
2 701 702 12
and
1
L2 = g{mové—kmlv%—i-mgv%}

1] mom
+Z{ :01 ! [6'[)(2] + 6U% — 14 (V(] . Vl) —92 (n(]l . VO) (n01 . Vl)]

+m:$2 [6?)% + 61)% — 14 (V() . V2) -2 (n02 . V()) (nog . Vg)}
+m;1:1’2 [6?)% + 61)% — 14 (Vl . V2) -2 (n12 . Vl) (nlg . Vg)} }
momaim
—M{Tol + 702 + 7‘12} . (8)
T01702712

Because the second order post-Newtonian correction L4 is small, and we are interested in
computing the equipotential surfaces for a test particle, we assume

mo < mp,ms. (9)
We decompose the second order correction in order to facilitate its presentation:

Ly = > L{ +0(md) (10)

a=1

and we drop terms of O (m%) The decomposition is evident by comparing equation (6) with the

following:
g 1 6 6 6
40 = g UMovo vy +mavy g (11)
2 2 2 2 2 2
L(“) o 3{m0m1m2 momims momaimsa momaims momamms 4 momims
i - 2
4 7’017’%2 7‘027‘%2 7’317‘12 7‘827’12 01712702  T01712702
2,2 2 2 2 2
+m1m2 momimsa momnims momimsa mommnims } (12)
2 2 2 2
i 791702 T017g2 702772 T01719
3 3 3 3
L(m) 1 { momy . MMy  Mimy  Mmimsa } (13)
4 - 3 3 3 3 )
41 To2 12 12



ng) = —Upp, (14)
2
moms (9 13 17 1 2
o = Se{gd e gl T v+ g e w)?)
2
moms3 (9 13 17 15 2
P i o)+ ()
2
mims (9 13 17 15
s PR s RO JCER A,
m3ms (9 13 17 15 2
L PR i VOB RS
(15)
: momim
Ll = %{181@—7v8—17(V0'V1)+(n01'V0) (no1 - v1) + (o1 - vo)?
To1T12

+32 (V(] . V2) — 7’[)% — 17 (Vl . V2) + (Il12 . V1) (Il12 . V2) + (Il12 . V2)2}

mormi1m

%{182}8 — 71)% — 17 (V() . V1) + (n01 'VO) (n01 -Vl) + (n01 'V1)2
01702
+32 (Vl 'Vg) — 71)% — 17 (Vo . Vg) + (nog . VQ) (n02 . Vg) + (nog . V2)2}

mormi1m

%{1821% — 7’[)(2] —17 (Vo . V2) + (Ilog . V(]) (Il(]g . V2) + (Ilog . VO)2
02712

+32 (v - vy) — Tv? — 17 (vi - vo) 4 (n12 - v1) (ngg - vo) + (np2 - V1)2} ,  (16)

. momym
L& = %{ — 5 (ng; - ng2) v + (no1 - Np2) (g2 - v2)* — 2 (ng1 - vo) (g2 - v2)
01
—2 (ng; - v1) (ng2 - va) + 14 (ng; - va) (ng2 - vo) + 5 (ngy - nyz) v3
— (g1 - n12) (19 - v2)? 4 2 (ngy - v1) (12 - va) + 2 (ngy - vo) (01 - vo)
—14 (Il(]l . V2) (1’112 . V2) }
momim
%{ — 5 (101 - ng2) v% + (01 - Ng2) (N1 - v1)® — 2 (ng1 - v1) (02 - Vo)
02
—2 (npg - va) (ng1 - v1) + 14 (ng; - vi1) (ng2 - v1) — 5 (ngg - nyz) v?
+ (ng2 - n12) (032 - V1)2 —2(ng2 - v2) (n12 - vi) — 2 (ng2 - vo) (N2 - vy)
+14 (ng2 - v1) (ny2 - vy) }
momim
%{5 (no1 - n12) vg — (o1 - n12) (g1 - Vo) + 2 (n12 - v1) (Mo1 - Vo)
12
+2 (ny2 - va) (g1 - vo) — 14 (012 - vo) (ngy - vo) — 5 (012 - ngg) v3
+ (n12 - ng2) (nog2 - V0)2 —2(ny2 - va) (ng2 - vo) — 2 (n12 - v1) (ng2 - vo)

+14 (Il12 : V(]) (Il02 : Vo) } s (17)
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momms

(i) _ 1
* 2 (ro1 +ri2 + 7oz

2 {(nm vo)® + (o1 - vi)? + (a2 - vi)* + (n12 - v2)°
+(ng2 - vo)? + (np2 - v2)® + 8[(1101 -v2)? + (g2 - vi)® + (2 - Vo)z}
+32 [ (ng1 - v2) (n12 - vo) — (np2 - v1) (ny2 - vo) — (ng1 - v2) (nog - Vl)]
—|—10[(n02 - vp) (ny2 - vi) — (ng1 - vo) (ny2 - vo) — (ngy - vy) (N2 - V2)]
+6[(n01 -vo) (o1 - vi) + (ng2 - vo) (ngg - v2) + (12 - vq) (ny2 - va)

— (ng1 - vo) (ng2 - vo) + (ng1 - vi) (g2 - vi) — (M2 - va) (ng2 - va) _

—|—18[(n01 - vp) (ny2 - vi) — (ng2 - vo) (ngy - vi) — (ng2 - vo) (12 - va)

— (ng2 - v2) (ng; - vo) + (12 - Vo) (Mo1 - vi) — (M2 - vy) (N2 - va) _

-I-S[ — (no1 - vo) (12 - vo) + (no2 - vo) (n12 - vo) — (np1 - v2) (n12 - va)
+ (np2 - v2) (ng1 - va) + (ng2 - vi) (n12 - vi) + (01 - vi) (ng2 - vq) _

+8[ - (n01 : V2) (1’101 : VO) - (n01 : V2) (1’101 : Vl) - (1’102 : Vl) (Il(]2 : VO)

— (ng2 - v1) (ngg - v2) — (12 - vo) (12 - vi) — (M2 - vo) (n12 - vo) _

+24[(n01 - va) (ng2 - vo) + (no1 - vo) (ngz - vi) + (ngz - vo) (n12 - vo)

+ (ng - vi) (n12 - vo) — (o1 - Vo) (M2 - vi) — (nop - vi) (N2 - Vo)} } . (18)

7,(i) 1 mom 1M
: -
2 (ro1 + 712 + 702)

1
{E |:6 (VO . Vl) — 6(1101 . Vo) (1’]_01 . Vl) + ,Ug o (n01 . V0)2

—8 (V(] . Vg) +8 (Il(]l . V(]) (Il()l . V2) + 8’[)% — 8(1101 . V2)2 + ’U% — (Il()l . V1)2

—8 (Vl : V2) +8 (1’101 . Vl) (n01 . V2)i|
+T—12 {6 (vi-vy) —6(n12-vy) (012 - ve) + v% — (my2 - V1)2 —8(vy-v1)

+8 (n12 . Vl) (n12 . V()) + 81)8 — 8(n12 . V())2 + U% — (nlg . V2)2
-8 (VO . V2) + 8 (nlg . Vg) (n12 . Vo)]
1
—I-@ [6 (vo - va) — 6 (ngg - vo) (ngg - va) + v3 — (g2 - vo)* — 8 (vo - v1)
+8 (n02 . VO) (n01 . Vl) + 81)% — 8(n02 . Vl)2 + U% — (nog . V2)2

—8(v1 - v2) + 8 (np2 - v1) (no2 - Vz)] } : (19)



- -
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o1 Argy
mima(mi+ma) 5 o 9 20
- 2 (vf +v3 —2(v1-v2)), (20)
12
i mom
L5 = {14 (v 4 od) = 28 (vo - v1) (0 + v) — 4 (nor - vo) (o1 - 1) (15 + )

01

—|-22’U(2]’U% + 4(V0 . V1)2 — 102}8(1101 . V1)2 — 102}%(1101 . V(])2

+24 (vo - v1) (no1 - vo) (o1 - v1) + 6(no1 - vo)* (1o 'V1)2}
moimsg
167’32
+220202 + 4(vo - v2)? — 1002 (ngy - v2)? — 1002 (ngy - vo)?
+24 (vo - va) (g2 - vo) (g2 - v2) + 6(ng2 - vo)*(no2 - V2)2}
mpmsa
1672,
+220302 4 4(vy - v2)2 — 100 (nys - v2)2 — 1003 (ny; - vl)2

+24 (Vl . Vg) (nlg . Vl) (n12 . Vg) + 6(n12 . V1)2(n12 . V2)2} . (21)

+

{14 (Ué + U%) — 28 (V() . V2) (US + U%) — 4(1102 . VO) (n02 . Vg) (1)(2] + ’U%)

+

{14 (?)41l + Uél) — 28 (Vl . V2) (U% + U%) — 4(1112 . Vl) (n12 . Vg) (’U% + ’U%)

2.2. The transverse—traceless part of the Lagrangian Urr

The calculation of the 3-body ADM Lagrangian from Damour & Schéfer (1985) is somewhat
lenghty, but straightforward, except for the transverse-traceless part of the interaction potential
Urr in equations (6) and (14). It is not known in general how to evaluate this term explicitly,
except for the two-body case (see Damour & Schéfer (1985); Ohta et al. (1973, 1974)). In order to
circumvent this problem, and since we are interested only in the vicinity of the star with mass mq,
we assume

ro1 € 1r12, and rg; < ro2- (22)

and expand equations (5) and (6) in terms of 791 /r12. As in the rest of the Lagrangian, we assume
the body 0 to be a point-particle and therfore drop all terms that are of quadratic (or higher) power
in my.

Utilizing these two physically motivated assumptions, we expand Urr as
12,12 10,12 12,02
Urr = UC(FT )+ Ui(FT '+ Ui(FT "+ omd), (23)
with

1
pABeD) _E/d?’x[ 5HA.B)] (15T C.D),
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1 ma mp T
_ 23 - L D 24

where A, B,C,D =0,1,2 and g; = dg(x)/0z" for any function g(x).
The integrand 5T(A, B) is given by
o 0 N d
ORY Rﬂé 9 RQ ORY,
dij ( 2 2 2 N4 Nap nB'nAB>

5T(A,B) = ( >ln(rA+rB+rAB)

o o +2 2 2 2
TATB TATAB TBTAB "AB AR

2 ) )
ij rTA+T re(ng -n r2(nr-n

—— <2 ln(TA—i—rB—l—rAB)_ A B+ A( A2 AB) N B( B2 AB))
8 TAB 2TAB 2TAB

o ("ZA Wap + Wy NAp — NE g — Mg ni;B) : (25)
T'AB

where i = 1,2, 3 denotes spatial components. Here, as in Figure 1,
r1=r— Ry, Ra=Rp+Rap, and rg=rp+ Rup. (26)

In the preceding equations, we denote the position of the integration point with r, the position (i.e.
“trajectory”) of the body A with Ry, the vector between the integration point and the body A
with r4, and the vector defined by two bodies A and B with Rap.

Two out of three terms in equation (23) are already available or easily derived from previous
calculations of the two-body Lagrangian. The result for U:(pli,%’lz) is given in Damour & Schéfer
(1985); Ohta et al. (1973, 1974):

12,12 1 m2m3
oz _Lmin (27)
12

12,02)

It is straightforward to obtain an approximate result for U . by using an expansion in terms

of 1o, /1, and keeping only terms with nonpositive powers of 7y, /r,. This approximation has a
straightforward physical interpretation that ry, ~ ry, around R;. A quick calculation yields

1 momim?2 701
U(12,02) ~ - 2 0 ) 28
T 2 7‘%2 + T12 ( )

However, the remaining term turns out to require a much more laborious calculation. We start
from the expression

3
(10,12) d°x mo mq T
= 2/ == — L1
Urr /47r <7‘2>7,-<7"1>7j i (1:0)

9 /f’_$$i—R§xj—R{

= 2mgmims
! 4 r% 7‘:1)’
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X 88+88 In(ry + 7o+ 701)
8R§8Ré 8R{836 1 o+ o1

_% ( 2 2 2 +2n0 .2n01 _2n1 -2n01>
8 \7mro T1Tor  ToTol ro1 o1
9 ry 4T r2(ng - n, r2(n; - n
- 21n(7‘1—|—7“0—|—r01)— 1 0_|_ 0( 02 01)_ 1( 12 01)
8 To1 2rg; 2rg,
gz (s + by — ningy —nniy) } : (29)
To1

Instead of performing the entire calculation, we present all the necessary ingredients and techniques
for an (alas, still long!) example. As an illustration, we show details of the calculation for the
logarithmic term in equation (29). The procedures for the remaining terms are identical and are
omitted here for brevity.

After differentiating the logarithmic term with respect to body positions R4, expanding the
result in terms of 7y, /75, and grouping terms according to their composition in terms of n?, ,, we

obtain

3l
diﬂ&( 8' 0 + 09 )ln(r1+7‘o+r01)

4 r? r3 \ OR: 8R6 8R{ OR},
— &z ny ”_j2 (ni + njy)(—nf + ny) n 1 ngind, — 69 n (z o j)
Am 7} r3 (r1+70+ 7"01)2 1+ 70 + 701 r01
~9 dg_ﬂ?n_ﬁn_jz _}(n§+"61)("{_"é1) +1n61né1—(5ij n (H_) )
~ 272 2 J
AT ri r3 4 Ty 2 roim
2 . A3 n’l n S Nk A3z n’ln’f n’
= — — 54 —— > 24 (ntnl, — Y )n — —= 30
ro1 ( 01701 ) 4 13 13 + ( 01701 ) 0L 4x rtor3 (30)

where terms O(rq, /r,) have been dropped.

Various combinations of unit vectors can be expressed through derivatives with respect to
particles’ distances about the integration point P

nf4 1 = 1
« = i : 1
Y N_1° <rg—1> (81)

where 9; = 8/ORY,. For combinations of several ni,’s, analogous relations can be derived to be:
A A
niyn, 1 (1 1 6%
= 05 - —, 32
TIJX N(N — 2) 4 rg_2 i NTI]X ( )

wigdly 1 5 (1
ri (N =3)(N = 1)(N +1) 9%\ o3
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1 o . . 1
] ik 5. ki g
O (0P ) (@—l) B9
nangnfﬁxni‘ _ 1 5‘4‘“ 1
iy (N —4)(N —2)N(N +2) A p =1
1 . . -
ij 2 li 52 kl 52
NN T3 (6787 + %, + 6122
I Jp o 1
+ 67RO}, + 607, + 5Jza§k) <rN_2)
A
1 1 /. o
- 17 skl ik gjl il gkj
Ny (55 + ikl 1 il ) (34)

where in equations (32) through (34) we have abbreviated multiple derivatives as

o 0 0
8RQ8RQ'”8RZ '

AN
Dij. ke

(35)

N derivatives

After expressing the unit vectors in equation (30) as derivatives and taking derivatives in front
of the integral sign, all integrations are performed over integrands that are combinations of powers
of r1 and ry only. Such integrals can be evaluated by the use of the formula (see Damour & Schéfer
(1985))

AR =
(e, p) = /g%ﬂ"gz—

After performing integrations, differentiations with respect to body trajectories R4 have to be

performed. Integrations yield results that depend on R4 as powers of r]Ay 5= |Ra— RB\N and in
(10,12)

order to calculate Uy ™, we need to perform up to five consecutive differentiations with respect
to Ra:
o 1 nt
___ = _N-4B (37)
OR 1l TJAYE '
o o0 1 N < - ;
__9 - N + 2)niymnd —5z'j>, 38
8R%6Rf4 TXB 7'1]26;3_2 ( ) AB'""AB ( )
o o0 o0 1 N(N—|—2)<-» i ki i e
: : = §nlyg + 0%nl 5 + 070’
OR' OR), ORY 1 A3 AP AP AP
~(N + ) niypmgnis) | (39)
o o0 o9 0 1 N(N +2)

5 4 5k 4 5 §TE 4+ (N + 4)(N +6) n'] ]

ORYy ORI, ORY OR!, rliy riE
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—(N +4) (5”11 B—|—5"knﬁB—|—5”nf4 + 07Fnil

+ iy + iy |

ORY aRJ OR% ORL ORT ri, PN
+ <5m]5kl + 6mk5jl + 5m15jk> nt
+ <5ij5ml + 6im6jl + 6il5jm> nk
o+ (9960m 4 gk g 5
—(N +6) [5” O L A L LA
_|_5jk ilm _|_ 5jln’l m oy 5]m zkl

5klnljm+5kmnlﬂ +5lm 2%}

+(N +6)(N +8) ”’“’m} , (41)

where ngém =nlY Bni‘ 5---n'z. We also note that differentiations with respect to R} and R} can
be related through the identity
0 1 0o 1

—_— = —— . 42
8RZ TAB ORY TXB (42)

We now assemble these results. Firstly, after rewriting the unit vectors as derivatives through
equations (31) and (32), we perform the necessary integrations by employing equation (36):

. 3 j

2 (nz nl _5ij) dw”l ny _
- Mo1"o1 1 2=
01 T Ty

11 9 9
2—-al-BOR|OR)

Ia—2,8-1)], (43)

2 y
li J 5w
Jim [Tm (nrmy — 07)

3 k
d :Enlnl n2 B

("01”01—5 )”01 I 7,11 7,2—
1 1 1 0O 0 0
4—@2—@1—581%%61?%31%’16

I(Oé_Zvﬁ_l)

lim nhond — 59 )nk
0,30 ( 01'°01 ) 01

1 4 0
0 Y (o — 4, 5—1))] (44)
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Finally, the application of differentiations in equations (37) through (41) yields the result

2d3xngngaa+aal(++)
— 5 5 - - - - n(ry To T01) =~
Ar 1} r3 \ORL OR) ORI OR}
2 3
. 1 . .
_2(1101 1212) 4 (no1 31112) + (no1 31112) ' (45)
To1712 2 12 12

In order perform the full calculation for Uj(}jg’m), we need to compute the remaining terms in

equation (29). They can be calculated by applying the technique described above on the following

expressions:
nind 54
8,-83- In (7’0 +7r + r01) ~ -2 ;,2 1 + ﬁ 7 (46)
oo
ro+r ni nj — 5” 37’L7’ nﬁ o 57,]
azaj (_ 0 1> ~ 2 1771 + 1 12 (nl 'Il01)
ro1 T1T01 7?2
nin%l "{"61
R (47)
1 1
ri(r1-ro1)  7o(ro-ro1) 1 o .
88 _ ~ _ 2( 1.7 7.4 > .
Y ( 2rfy 2rg, 21701 ning; +nyng ) (01 - noy)
iJ i J 2
+2ng1mp; + 11y <3(n1 ‘ngp)” — 1) }
1 13/ . . o ,
+—=19 3 <n’1nf)1 + n{n’m) (1 —3(ny - ngp) >
27‘% { 2
+3nfynfy (n1 - noy)
3 .
+§52J (1’]_1 . nOl) (1 — (nl . n01)2>
3 i )
"‘5”1"1(111 “no1) (5(n1 ‘ng1)” — 3) (48)
njng, ning,  nind, nind,
~ —_— — (17 - 1’]_01 —|— (3 nl . n01 _ 1)
ot ot 1701 ( ) 2r2 ( )
ni nl nk nd
- 01201 (ny -ngyp) . (49)

A straightforward, but somewhat lengthy, calculation yields the following approximate result

d3$n_’1n_j2{_5”< 2 2 2 +2n0-n01_2n1-n01>
8

47 7’% T% 170 1701 roTo1 7’31 7’31
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8-2- r+ 7 rzn-n r2(ny - n,
—% <21n(7‘1+7‘0+7’01)— L 0+ 0( 0 01)— 1( ! 01))

To1 27‘81 27‘81

1,0 J 4 1] J 0
+2 B ("0 Ny + N N1 — Ny Ny — 1y "01) }

To1
111 (ngnpp)® 9 (ngrmip) 7 (ngrngp)’ (50)
16 7‘017‘%2 7‘017’%2 32 T‘il)’2 48 T%2 '
The final result for the transverse-traceless term is
Urp ~ ULP'™ 4 Uit 4 pli20)
1 m2m3 1 momim3
2 2 3
11 1 (n01 . n12)2 25 (n01 . n12) 41 (n01 . n12)3
2
— — _— e — | 51
momimy 16 7’017‘%2 7‘017’%2 32 7‘:1)’2 48 7’%2 (51)

3. Roche Lobes for 2PN

We are now ready to find the equipotential surfaces that correspond to the Roche lobes and
to compute volumes that are contained inside the lobes. We employ equations (11) through (21),
supplemented with equation (51). After setting the three bodies on quasicircular orbits around
the center of mass, we obtain the potential that gives rise to forces that act on the point—particle
of mass mg. In Figure 2, we show the potential for y = 0 (we position the three bodies on the
x—y plane so z = 0 automatically) and the corresponding Roche lobes for mass ratios ¢ = 0.1, 0.2,
0.5, and 1.0, respectively. Cusps on equipotential lines correspond to the first Lagrange points L.
All distances are scaled by the stellar radial separation a = r12. Note that we only show the lobe
around the first star, since our approximation (rg; < r12) is valid only in this region.

As in the Newtonian case, the volume within the equipotential surface (Roche volume) grows
with ¢ for fixed a. However, the potential and the equipotential surfaces acquire an additional
dependence. Unlike for the Newtonian case, the total mass modifies the result: for low ¢, the
Roche volumes become smaller as the total mass increases, whereas for ¢ greater than about 0.7
the volumes increase. As for coordinate positions, where we have eliminated the separation a, we
can introduce a new dimensionless parameter

z = —, (52)

involving the ratio of the total mass M and the separation a. This parameter also corresponds to
the ratio of Schwarzschild radius for M and the separation distance a.

Integration of volumes enclosed by equipotential surfaces is straightforward; we utilize a
Newton—Cotes type algorithm to find the enclosed volumes. Our results are shown in Figure 3
for g € [0,1], and z =0, z = 0.2, and z = 0.4, respectively.



=0)

Oo(x,y

=0)

P(x,y

Fig. 2.— Roche lobes and the corresponding potentials for y = 0. Coordinates x and y are scaled
by the stellar separation a and are shown for ¢ = 0.1, 0.2, 0.5, and 1.0, respectively. Results shown
are for values of z =0, z = 0.2, and z = 0.4, respectively.
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Fig. 3.— Effective Roche lobe radii r4,.,. scaled by the stellar separation a versus ¢ for z = 0,
z =0.2, and z = 0.4, respectively.

In Figure 3, we also show results for the fitting function. Following Eggleton (1982), we choose
the parametrization in which the scaled effective Roche radius is

TRoc]Le/a = Q(Q) C(q> Z) ) (53)

where

2/3
_ Qqq
W = Bo ¢*/3 +n(1 4 ¢'/3) (54
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is the fitting function previously given by Eggleton (1982) and
Clg,2) = 1+z(acq”—Be) (55)

is the correction function that stems from post-Newtonian effects. Fitting parameters of Q(q) are
identical to the ones obtained by Eggleton (1982) (ap = 0.49 and B, = 0.57) and values of

ac = 1.951, and Be = 1.812 (56)

refer to the fitting function for C(g,z). This functional form describes extremely well the depen-
dence of ¢ for ¢ < 1.0. We note that the crossover of reduced versus enlarged Roche lobes with
respect to the Newtonian (2 = 0) case occurs at ¢ = (8c/ac)® ~ 0.69, in which case the Roche
radius is virtually z—independent.

3.1. Lagrange points and the center of mass

While performing the computation of the effective Roche volumes and radii, it is necessary to
find the first Lagrange point L. In addition, there are two more extrema of the potential along the
r—axis that correspond to the second and third Lagrange points, Lo and L3, respectively. Moreover,
it is necessary to find the position of the center of mass of the system while setting the particles
onto quasicircular orbits. We briefly outline below how the positions of these points depend on the
mass ratio and how the results get modified compared to the Newtonian case. We consider only
the first three out of five Lagrange points (L1, Ly, and L3) as L4 and L5 become local extrema

only for nonvanishing velocity vj.

3.1.1. Lagrange points

In the Newtonian case, the positions of the Lagrange points can be fully described in terms of
the mass ratio ¢ = Mj/Ms. As the mass ratio drops towards 0, the position of the first Lagrange
point quickly shifts away from the center of mass and in the direction of the lighter star. The
positions of Lagrange points Ly and L3 show a much weaker g—dependence as can be seen in Figure
4, where the center of mass is positioned at x = 0. The second point Lo shifts towards the lighter
mass for ¢ < 0.2 after it passes through the maximum of its distance from the center of mass at
q ~ 0.22. The third Lagrange point is slowly, but steadily, pulled toward the center of mass as
qg— 0.

As we might expect from the Roche lobe analysis, effects of post—-Newtonian corrections give
rise to an additional (M; + Ms)/r12 = M/a dependence. In our model, this can be parametrized
with the quantity z = 2M/a. In Figure 4, we show two additional sets of lines for z = 0.2 and 0.4
(z = 0 corresponds to the Newtonian case). For all values of ¢ given in Figure 4, the positions of L
and Lo are slightly pulled towards the lighter mass compared to the Newtonian case. The position
of L3 is, however, pulled towards the center of mass for ¢ 2 0.45 and away from it for ¢ < 0.4.
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Fig. 4.— The positions of the Lagrange points L, Lo, and L3 as a function of the mass ratio
q = My /Ms. Results are for z =0, 0.2, and 0.4, respectively.

3.1.2.  Position of the center of mass

In order to find the Roche lobes, we set the two stars on quasicircular orbits and set the center
of mass at the origin. The post—Newtonian approximation modifies the position of the center of
mass compared to the Newtonian result since the conservation of total momentum results in a
slight shift of the position from the Newtonian case. In this section, we show how important these
corrections are and parametrize them in terms of z = 2M /a.

We denote the ratio of the distance between mj and the center of mass by a;. The separation
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between the two stars is a, and their ratio is
a a
=L =5, and 2 =1-5. (57)
a a

Setting the center of mass at the origin yields the condition (de Andrade et al. 2001)

2 4 2 2

P1 m2  p1 ma P1 P2 P1 - P2 ma (mq + ma)
| . m2 (5P 7 -
ﬂml{ + 2mi2  2a  8mq? * 4a < mi2  meo? - mims ) * a? }

2 2

P2 mp P2 mi P2 P1 P1 - P2 my(my + my)
- 1 S UL (Y 7 ,
( ﬂ)mg{ * mo?  2a  8ma? + 4a ( mo?2  my? - m1m2> + a? }

(58)

which contains an implicit dependence on 3, since for quasicircular motion we can write the veloc-
ities of the two stars as

2= p%%w?, and %= (1-p)%d*uw?, (59)
and their product as
vi-ve = —f(1—pB)a’w?, (60)
where at the 2PN level (Blanchet & Iyer 2003)
w? = g(l—l—%( —3)—1—(%)2(2741—21/—1-1/2)) , (61)
with v = ¢/(1 + q)%. Squares of the two momenta are
p? = m?ptatet + %m12aw2 (2a + 5my) 5% + ;m12aw2m25, (62)
p2? = molatw?pt — dmo2atw B + <3 22atwt + ;mg aw (2a + 6a3w? + 5m1)> 52

1 1
+ <—§m2 aw (2(1 + 6a3w? + 5m1) + §m22aw2 ( 2a — 2a3w? — 12m1)> 153
1
—§m22aw2 (—2a — 2a°w?® — 12my) . (63)

The product of the two momenta can be computed to be

1
P1 P2 = m1m2a4w4ﬁ4 — 2m1m253a4w4 + Zmlmgaw (6a3w +4a + 5mq + 5m2) ﬁ
1 7
+Zm1m2aw2 (—4a — 2a3w? 4 2my — 12mq) B — Zm1m22aw2, (64)

and their fourth powers (up to 2PN order) are

p14 = m14v14, (65)
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p24 = 777,24?]24. (66)

Inserting these results into equation (58), the position of the center of mass can be obtained

by solving the 5%

order polynomial
0 = ap+ai1B+aB +asf’ +asf* +as8°, (67)

with coefficients a; given by

ag = —16m12m2 — 16m22m1 — 8m2a4w2 + 49m1m22a2w2 — 6m2a6w4 — 16m2a2

+8momia — 28m2a3w2m1 + 120m12m2a2w2 + 2Om1m2a5w4 , (68)
a; = 32m22m1 + 16mga2 + 16m1a2 + 24m2a4w2 + 30m2a6w4 + 80m2a3w2m1

—9Om1m2a5w4 + 32m12m2 — 98m1m22a2w2 — 16momya — 230m12m2a2w2 , (69)
ag = 51m12m2a2w2 + 146m1m2a5w4 — 24m2a4w2 — 81m1m22a2w2

—T2maa’w?my — 60maa’w? (70)
ag = 48m2a3w2m1 + 8a4w2m1 + 60m2a6w4 + 10m1m22a2w2 + 10m12m2a2w2

+8maatw? — 84mymaa’w? (71)
ay = —30maalw* — 20mimoa’w?, (72)
a5 = 6moalw* + 8mimaa’w® + 6awrm; . (73)

The results obtained by numerical root-finding are shown in Figure 5, in which we show the
relative change of 8 compared to the Newtonian case:
AB BB
B g

where Sy = mo/M. The dependence on the total mass M and on the separation a is entirely

(74)

through their ratio and is parametrized in Figure 5 through the parameter z.

The post—Newtonian analysis can be expected to be reliable up to moderate values of z (z <
0.4 — 0.5). We note that in this regiont post—-Newtonian corrections to § are less than about 4%.
Moreover, in all cases of interest (¢ < 1.0), corrections to § are smaller than 0.5%. As expected,
deviations from the Newtonian case increase for close or massive configurations, whereas for large
separations or low masses the results converge toward the Newtonian case. Whereas for the more
massive star (¢ > 1.0) the distance to the center of mass increases with z compared to the Newtonian
case, the shift of the less massive star (¢ < 1.0) does not have a monotonic dependence on ¢q. As
expected from the symmetry of the problem, corrections vanish for ¢ = 1.0.

4. Conclusion

We have utilized the second order post—Newtonian approximation in the Arnowitt—Deser—
Misner gauge to calculate Roche lobe volumes. These results are an improvement over the Newto-
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Fig. 5.— The position of the center of mass as a function of the relativity parameter z shown in the
form of the ratio A3/B for ¢ = 0.1...10.0. We note an increase of 5 compared to the Newtonian
case for ¢ > 1.0. For ¢ > 1.0, 8 decreases compared to the Newtonian case.

nian case in that post—Newtonian gravity introduces corrections in the case of moderately strong
gravitational field.

In the course of our calculations, we have derived an approximate three-body Lagrangian that
is valid in the case when one of the bodies is a point particle. This calculation requires an evaluation
of the transverse—traceless term Urr of the Lagrangian for which an exact result is not available.
However, as shown in this work, utilization of an approximation valid in the vicinity of the less
massive star enables this problem to be circumvented.

Using these results, we calculated Roche lobes in the 2PN effective potential in the co-rotating
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frame and computed effective Roche lobe radii that can be used to model mass transfer through
Roche lobe overflow. In addition, we computed changes to the positions of the Lagrange points
and to the center of mass due to post—Newtonian effects. We find that corrections to Newtonian
results for Roche lobe radii can be as significant as 20-30% at low mass ratio ¢ < 0.1. Whereas for
q 2 0.7 the Roche lobe radius increases (=~ 15% for ¢ = 1.0), for low ¢’s the Roche lobe is smaller
than in the Newtonian case. We have provided our results in the form of a simple fitting formula
that depends on two physical parameters: the mass ratio and the ratio of the total mass and the
separation.

Research support of the U.S. Department of Energy under grant number DOE/DE-FG02-
87TER-40317 is gratefully acknowledged.
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