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ABSTRACT

The large spin-orbit misalignments in the DI Herculis stellar binary system have resolved the decades-

long puzzle of the anomalously slow apsidal precession rate, but raise new questions regarding the origin

of the obliquities. This paper investigates obliquity evolution in stellar binaries hosting modestly-

inclined circumbinary disks. As the disk and binary axes undergo mutual precession, each oblate

star experiences a torque from its companion star, so that the spin and orbital axes undergo mutual

precession. As the disk loses mass through a combination of winds and accretion, the system may be

captured into a high-obliquity Cassini state (a spin-orbit resonance). The final obliquity depends on

the details of the disk dispersal. We construct a simple disk model to emulate disk dispersal due to

viscous accretion and photoevaporation, and identify the necessary disk properties for producing the

observed obliquities in DI Herculis. The disk must be massive (at least 10% of the binary mass). If

accretion onto the binary is suppressed, the observed high stellar obliquities are reproduced with a

binary-disk inclination of ∼ 5◦−10◦, but if substantial accretion occurs, the inclination must be larger,

∼ 20◦ − 30◦. If moderate accretion occurs, initially the disk must lose its mass slowly, but eventually

lose its remaining mass abruptly, analogous to the observed two-timescale behavior for disks around

T-Tauri stars. The spin feedback on the binary orbit causes the binary-disk inclination to decay as

the obliquity evolves, a feature that is absent from the standard Cassini state treatment.

Keywords: (stars:) binaries: general

1. INTRODUCTION

A natural expectation of stellar binary formation is an

orbital angular momentum axis aligned with the stel-

lar spin axes, reflecting the rotation axis of the initial

proto-stellar cloud. Indeed, stellar binaries with semi-

major axes less than about 40 AU may exhibit evi-

dence for spin-orbit alignment, whereas wider binaries

are more randomly oriented (Hale 1994; but see Justesen

& Albrecht 2020). In any case, the existence of closely-

orbiting (with semi-major axis < 1 AU) stellar binaries

with significantly misaligned sky-projected spin and or-

bital axes is of great interest. Such misalignments may

suggest an anomaly in the usual star formation process,

or post-formation dynamical interactions. This paper

focuses on the latter process.

Corresponding author: Kassandra Anderson
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An extreme example of a binary exhibiting spin-orbit

misalignment is DI Herculis, which consists of a pair of B

stars (masses 5.15M� and 4.52M�) in a 10.5 day orbit

(Popper 1982). From the Rossiter-McLaughlin effect,

Albrecht et al. (2009) obtained sky-projected obliqui-

ties of 72◦ and −84◦ for the primary and secondary re-

spectively, and the 3D configuration of the system was

further constrained by gravity-darkening (Philippov &

Rafikov 2013). Prior to the obliquity measurements by

Albrecht et al. (2009), DI Herculis had gained consider-

able attention over several decades, due to an observed

apsidal precession rate that appeared to be in contra-

diction with general relatively (Martynov & Khaliullin

1980; Guinan & Maloney 1985; Claret 1998). Assum-

ing spin-orbit alignment, the net apsidal precession rate

(due to contributions from general relativity, tidal dis-

tortion and stellar oblateness) appeared to be too slow

compared with theoretical predictions. The large obliq-

uities in the DI Herculis system resolve the longstanding

puzzle of the apsidal precession by reversing the direc-
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tion of the contribution from stellar oblateness, as pre-

dicted by Shakura (1985). However, a new puzzle has

emerged regarding the origin of the obliquities.

An unseen tertiary companion within several AU

could be responsible for generating the observed obliqui-

ties (see Fig. 13 of Anderson et al. 2017). In this paper

we discuss another possible mechanism for the nearly

perpendicular spins of the DI Herculis components, due

to the presence of an inclinated circumbinary disk. The

binary-disk interaction introduces nodal precession of

the binary orbital axis. Meanwhile, each oblate star ex-

perience a torque from its partner star, causing mutual

precession of the spin and binary axes. As the circumbi-

nary disk evolves due to a combination of accretion and

winds, a secular spin-orbit resonance may be encoun-

tered (equivalently, the system may become captured

into a Cassini state; e.g. Ward & Hamilton 2004). As

the disk mass continues to decrease with time, the sys-

tem tracks the Cassini state, causing the obliquities to

approach 90◦ under some circumstances.

This paper evaluates the prospects for reproducing the

observed obliquities in DI Herculis, starting from spin-

orbit alignment. We identify the necessary conditions

for sustained obliquity growth, accounting for the mu-

tual torques within the spin-binary-disk system, and al-

lowing for mass accretion from the disk onto the binary

in a parameterized manner.

In recent years, the dynamical role of dissipating pro-

tostellar disks on orbital architectures has been recog-

nized, and secular resonances similar to the one dis-

cussed in this paper have been invoked to explain vari-

ous observed features of exoplanetary systems (Batygin

& Adams 2013; Lai 2014; Zanazzi & Lai 2018a; Petro-

vich et al. 2019). During the completion of this work,

a similar mechanism to the one discussed in this pa-

per (for exciting stellar obliquities) was independently

proposed by Millholland & Batygin (2019) for exciting

planetary obliquities. However, in this paper, we high-

light a rich dynamical feature not often appreciated in

previous work: We demonstrate the importance of the

spin feedback on the binary orbit, in spite of the fact

that the spin angular momentum is much smaller than

the binary and (initial) disk angular momenta. In con-

trast, the standard treatment of Cassini states assumes

negligible spin.

This paper is organized as follows: In Section 2 we re-

view the dynamics of mutually inclined spin-binary-disk

systems, including “generalized” Cassini states, which

differ from the classical Cassini-state problem by ac-

counting for the finite spin angular momentum. We

then demonstrate how a dispersing disk may generate

the observed obliquities in DI Herculis. In Section 3 we

discuss how mass accretion from the disk onto the bi-

nary may under some circumstances suppress obliquity

growth. We then identify the the necessary initial disk

properties that may reproduce the observed obliquities

in the DI Herculis system, using a disk dispersal model

motivated by viscous accretion and photoevaporation.

We conclude in Section 4.

2. SPIN-ORBIT DYNAMICS

2.1. Setup and Equations

We consider a binary with component masses m0 and

m1, reduced mass µb, total mass Mb, semi-major axis ab
and angular momentum Lb = µb

√
GMbab. An inclined

circumbinary disk has mass Md, and inner and outer

radii rin and rout, with ab < rin � rout. We adopt a

power-law surface density profile, with

Σ(r) = Σout

(
r

rout

)−3/2
' Md

4πr2out

(
r

rout

)−3/2
. (1)

The angular momentum of the disk, Ld, is given by

Ld '
Md

2

√
GMbrout. (2)

We allow the disk mass to decrease with time according

to

Md(t) =
Md,0

1 + t/tdisk
, (3)

where Md,0 and tdisk are free parameters. The total

mass-loss rate of the disk is therefore

Ṁd = − Md,0

tdisk(1 + t/tdisk)2
. (4)

Due to their mutual inclination, the binary axis l̂b =

Lb/Lb and disk axis l̂d = Ld/Ld undergo mutual pre-

cession. The precession rate of l̂b around l̂d is ωbd(l̂b·l̂d),

with

ωbd =
3

20

Md

Mb

a3b
r3out

ε−5/2nb, (5)

where nb =
√
GMb/a3b = 2π/Pb is the binary mean

motion, and ε ≡ rin/rout. Equation (5) can be de-

rived by calculating the torque on the binary due to

the quadrupole-order perturbation from each mass el-

ement dMd(r) in the disk, integrating over the entire

disk, and relating the torque to the change in angu-

lar momentum of the binary (see, e.g. Owen & Lai

2017). The precession rate of l̂d around l̂b is ωdb(l̂b · l̂d),

with ωdb = (Lb/Ld)ωbd. Equivalently, both l̂b and

l̂d precess around their total angular momentum axis

ĵ = J/J = (Lb +Ld)/J . The precession of l̂b around ĵ

has the rate

ωbj =
J

Ld
ωbd(l̂b · l̂d) (6)

' 3

10

µb

Mb

(
ab
rout

)7/2

ε−5/2nb(l̂b · l̂d) for Lb � Ld.
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In the limit Lb � Ld, ωbj is independent of the disk

mass. Thus, for a fixed disk profile, ωbj settles to a

constant as the disk loses mass. Note that throughout

this paper, we treat the disk as a “rigid plate”, i.e. it has

a negligible warp. This is a reasonable approximation for

protostellar disks, because bending waves can efficiently

communicate different regions of the disk (e.g. Foucart

& Lai 2014; Zanazzi & Lai 2018b).

Meanwhile, due to the stellar oblateness, the spin axis

of m0 (ŝ = S/S) experiences a torque from m1
1, and

precesses around l̂b with the characteristic frequency

ωsb =
3kq
2k?

m1

m0

(
R?

ab

)3

Ω?, (7)

where R? and Ω? are the stellar radius and rotation fre-

quency, and k? ' 0.06 and kq ' 0.01 are dimensionless

constants describing the interior structure of the star2.

The binary experiences a backreaction torque from m0,

causing l̂b to precess around ŝ with much lower fre-

quency ωbs = (S/Lb)ωsb. We neglect the small coupling

between the stellar spin and the disk.

The secular equations of motion for the spin, binary,

and disk unit vectors, encapsulating the mutual torques

are thus

dŝ

dt
=ωsb(ŝ · l̂b)(ŝ× l̂b),

dl̂b
dt

=ωbd(l̂b · l̂d)(l̂b × l̂d) + ωbs(ŝ · l̂b)(l̂b × ŝ),

dl̂d
dt

=ωdb(l̂b · l̂d)(l̂d × l̂b) (8)

The resulting spin-orbit dynamics depend on the rel-

ative precession frequencies and angular momentum ra-

tios (Henrard & Murigande 1987; Ward & Hamilton

2004; Boué & Fabrycky 2014; Lai et al. 2018).

2.2. Generalized Cassini States

As the disk disperses, the binary-disk precession fre-

quencies change with time, allowing for the possibility

of capture into a high obliquity Cassini state. Cassini

states are equilibrium states of the vector trio ŝ, l̂b and

l̂d. We orient l̂b along the ẑ-axis (i.e. l̂b = ẑ) and place

the disk axis in the ŷ-ẑ plane. The unit vectors l̂d and

ŝ can be written as

l̂d = sin θbdŷ + cos θbdẑ, (9)

ŝ= sin θsb sinφx̂− sin θsb cosφŷ + cos θsbẑ, (10)

1 Throughout this paper, we consider only the torque on the oblate
m0; identical expressions for m1 are obtained by switching the
indices “0” and “1”.

2 k? and kq are defined through the stellar moment of inertia and

quadrupole moment: I3 = k?M?R2
?, and I3 − I1 = kqΩ̂2

?M?R2
?,

with Ω̂? = Ω?(GM?/R3
?)−1/2.

where the obliquity and binary-disk inclination are de-

fined through cos θsb = ŝ · l̂b and cos θbd = l̂b · l̂d respec-

tively, and φ is the phase of ŝ around l̂b. In terms of the

unit vectors, φ can be expressed as

tanφ =
ŝ · (l̂b × l̂d)

ŝ · l̂d − (ŝ · l̂b)(l̂b · l̂d)
. (11)

The equilibrium states occur when the relative orienta-

tions of all three axes are fixed in time (see also Boué

& Laskar 2006; Fabrycky et al. 2007; Correia 2015; An-

derson & Lai 2018), and satisfy[
ŝ · (l̂b × l̂d)

]
= 0,

d

dt

[
ŝ · (l̂b × l̂d)

]
= 0. (12)

The first condition implies that φ = 0, π, i.e., the three

axes are coplanar. The second condition specifies the

Cassini state angles, which becomes (Anderson & Lai

2018)

ωbd

ωsb
cos θbd

[
cos θbd cos(θsb − θbd)− cos θsb

]
+
S

Lb
cos θsb

[
cos θbd − cos(θsb − θbd) cos θsb

]
− sin θbd sin θsb

[
cos θsb −

Lbωbd

Ldωsb
cos θbd

]
= 0. (13)

After specifying values of the precession frequencies and

angular momentum ratios, along with a binary-disk in-

clination θbd, the Cassini state obliquity may be ob-

tained by numerically solving equation (13) for θsb.

Alternatively, the Cassini states can be thought of as

an ordered pair of the obliquity and binary-disk incli-

nation (θsb, θbd), which depends on the total angular

momentum of the system and precession frequencies.

Following Correia et al. (2016), we define the angular

momentum constant K0:

K0 =SLb cos θsb + SLd cos θsd + LbLd cos θbd

=
1

2

(
K2 − S2 − L2

b − L2
d

)
. (14)

where K = S + Lb + Ld. Since,

cos θsd = cos θsb cos θbd − sin θsb sin θbd cosφ, (15)

equation (14) can be solved as (Correia et al. (2016),

equations 78-80)

cos θbd =
Z(Lb + S cos θsb)− S sin θsb cosφ

√
1− Z2

G
,

(16)
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where

Z=
K0 − SLb cos θsb

LdG
(17)

G=

√
(Lb + S cos θsb)2 + S2 sin2 θsb cos2 φ. (18)

Setting φ = 0 or π, equations (13) and (16) specify the

ordered pairs of Cassini state obliquity and inclination,

given values of ωsb, ωbd, S, Lb, Ld,K0. These equations

must be solved numerically. For the purposes of the

numerical root-finding algorithm there is a maximum

possible value of θ (θmax), from requiring that Z2 < 1,

given by

cos θmax =
K0 + L2

d − Ld

√
2K0 + S2 + L2

b + L2
d

SLb
. (19)

The number of Cassini states depends on the relative

precession rates and the angular momentum ratios. In

the classical Cassini state problem (neglecting the feed-

back of the spin on the orbit), four Cassini states exist,

two of which are stable, denoted as the ordered pairs

(θ1, I1) and (θ2, I2). In the limit of strong spin-orbit

coupling (ωbd/ωsb � 1), θ1 → 0 and θ2 → π/2. In the

limit of weak spin-orbit coupling (ωbd/ωsb � 1) only one

stable state exists (θ2, I2). Cassini state 1 ceases to exist

when the ratio ωbd/ωsb is of order unity. See, for exam-

ple, Fig. 3 of Ward & Hamilton (2004) or Fig. 3 of An-

derson & Lai (2018). When the feedback of the spin on

the orbit is included, the behavior of the Cassini states

is usually qualitatively similar to the idealized case, with

the exceptions that for large values of S/Lb, the limiting

Cassini state 2 obliquity may not always approach π/2
in the limit of strong spin-orbit coupling, and additional

Cassini states can emerge (see Fig. 6 of Anderson & Lai

2018).

Beginning with a sufficiently massive disk, the spin

and binary orbit will initially be weakly coupled, so that

the system may be driven into libration around Cassini

state 2 (θ2, I2). As the disk mass decreases, the obliquity

and binary-disk inclination will track (θ2, I2) as the ratio

ωbd/ωsb decreases. Following the dispersal of the disk,

the obliquity will freeze to a fixed value corresponding to

the asymptotic value of θ2, in the limit of ωbd/ωsb � 1.

2.3. Fiducial Parameters & Relevant Timescales

For the remainder of this paper, we will fix the binary

properties to values appropriate for a DI Herculis-type

system3, choosing m0 = m1 = 5M�, R? = 2.5R�, P? =

1.25 days (Philippov & Rafikov 2013), and ab = 0.2 AU.

To identify and characterize the key dynamical features,

we will first simplify the problem by ignoring the mass

accretion onto the binary. We thus begin by holding the

stellar masses constant and neglecting possible changes

in the orientations of the spin, binary, and disk axes

due to accretion. More realistic models are explored in

Section 3.

In order for the system to become captured into

Cassini state 2, the disk perturbation must initially be

sufficiently strong so that the low-obliquity Cassini state

1 does not exist. As a result, an approximate require-

ment for obliquity excitation is ωbd/ωsb & 1 initially.

This places constraints on the necessary disk properties,

with a minimum disk mass (in units of the binary mass)

given by

Md,0

Mb
& 0.21λ

m1

m0

(
Mb

10M�

)−1/2 ( ab
0.2AU

)−3/2
×
(

R?

2.5R�

)3(
P?

1.25d

)−1(
rin
2ab

)3(
ε

10−2

)−1/2
,(20)

where λ ≡ 6kq/k? ∼ 1. Equation (20) shows that for

DI Herculis-type systems, ωbd/ωsb & 1 is satisfied for

an initial disk mass of order 10% of the binary mass or

larger. For the remainder of Section 2, we will fix the

disk properties to rin = 2ab, rout = 100rin, and initial

mass Md,0 = 0.5Mb = 5M�, so that equation (20) is

comfortably satisfied.

In order for the system to be permanently trapped in

Cassini state 2, the mass loss must be “adiabatic,” with

the mass loss timescale τd ≡ Md/|Ṁd| sufficiently large

compared to other timescales in the problem. For the

power-law mass loss law (equation 3), τd increases with

time. As a result, if the evolution is adiabatic at the

beginning of the disk evolution, it will be satisfied for

all times. Inspecting the precession frequencies in the

bottom panel of Fig. 1 indicates that tdisk & 103 years

will satisfy the adiabatic condition. In this paper we

adopt tdisk = 104 years to speed up numerical calcula-

tions, and note that identical results are obtained for

larger tdisk.

For other mass-loss laws, such as an exponential decay

law (so that τd = constant), adiabaticity may be satis-

3 DI Herculis has an observed eccentricity of 0.49, which we ne-
glect in this paper, since such an eccentricity would only intro-
duces slight changes in ωsb and ωbd of order 1. We note that
the response of an eccentric binary to a circumbinary disk is a
complicated problem, and detailed modelling of the eccentricity
evolution due to the binary-disk torque is beyond the scope of
this paper (see the discussion in Section 4.2).
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fied at the beginning of the evolution but not at later

times. By requiring that τd & 2π/ωbd, adiabaticity is

maintained as long as the disk mass satisfies

Md

Mb
& 10−3

(
rin
2ab

)3(
ε

10−2

)−1/2(
Pb

10d

)(
τd

104yr

)−1
.

(21)

As a result, for the fiducial parameters, adiabaticity may

only be broken when the disk mass is small.

Fig. 1 illustrates how the precession frequencies,

binary-disk mass ratio, and angular momentum ratios

evolve with time, assuming our fiducial parameters. In-

specting the top panel, the disk angular momentum is

initially greater than the binary angular momentum by

a factor of ∼ 10. As the disk mass decreases, the ratio

Lb/Ld increases and reaches unity after a time 15tdisk
has elapsed. Since we expect the disk homology to

change as the disk mass becomes small, in this section

we do not consider the disk evolution for times beyond

15tdisk.

Inspecting the bottom panel of Fig. 1, the binary

nodal precession frequency around the disk (ωbd) is ini-

tially greater than the stellar spin axis precession fre-

quency around the binary axis (ωsb), so that the spin is

relatively weakly coupled to the orbit. When the disk

mass becomes small, the spin becomes strongly coupled

to the binary orbit. Since Lb � S, the binary axis pre-

cesses with a very low frequency ωbs = (S/Lb)ωsb �
ωsb.

2.4. Examples: Importance of the Spin Feedback on the

Binary Orbit

Next, we conduct numerical integrations of the spin-

binary-disk system depicted in Fig. 1, and show the

results in Fig. 2. Since S/Lb � 1, it is reasonable

to begin by neglecting the spin-feedback on the binary

orbit (artificially setting ωbs = 0 in equation 8). Us-

ing the total angular momentum obtained from the nu-

merical integration as a function of time, we calculate

the instantaneous Cassini state obliquity and inclination

(θ2, I2) using equations (13) and (16). As expected,

the system tracks the Cassini state. Starting with an

initial binary-disk inclination θbd,0 = 2◦, the system

is quickly captured into libration around Cassini state

2, and steadily tracks this equilibrium state to a large

obliquity (θsb ' 70◦), as shown in the left panels of

Fig. 2. The binary-disk inclination remains constant,

due to the fact that the binary experiences no torque

from the star, and simply precesses around the disk.

Notice that in this example, we have only integrated

the system up to a time 15tdisk. The system may con-

tinue to evolve at later times, but over such timescales

the assumption of a fixed disk profile may become

10-2

10-1

100

101

R
a
ti
o

Mb/Md

Lb/Ld

S/Lb

0.0 2.5 5.0 7.5 10.0 12.5 15.0
t/tdisk

10-3

10-2

10-1

F
re

q
u
en

cy
 (y

r−
1
)

ωsb

ωbs

ωbd

ωdb

Figure 1. Mass and angular momentum ratios (top) and
precession frequencies (bottom) as a function of time. The
binary parameters have been set to values appropriate for DI
Herculis (m0 = m1 = 5M�, R? = 2.5R�, ab = 0.2 AU), and
the disk properties are rin = 2ab, rout = 100rin, and initial
mass Md,0 = 0.5Mb = 5M�. These fiducial binary and disk
parameters are adopted in Figs. 2 and 3.

progressively problematic. For very low disk masses,

holding the disk surface density profile and inner and

outer disk radii fixed can cause the obliquity to stall at

θsb < 90◦. This occurs because in the limit Lb � Ld,

the relevant precession frequency in determining the

Cassini states is ωbj, which becomes independent of

the disk mass (see equation [7]). Thus, as Md → 0,

ωbj → constant in this simple disk model. Clearly such

behavior is merely an artifact of holding the disk homol-

ogy fixed. In Section 3.2 we explore a more realistic disk

model, constructed such that ωbj → 0 as Md → 0.

The right-hand panels of Fig. 2 show results for the

same system parameters, but now including the spin

feedback on the binary orbit (so that ωbs 6= 0). In spite

of the fact that S/Lb � 1, including the spin feedback

causes θbd to decay to less than 0.1◦. At such a low

inclination, the corresponding Cassini state 2 obliquity

is only θ2 ' 31◦. Thus, the spin feedback on the binary

orbit can drastically affect the final obliquity and cannot

be neglected for these parameters.

Next, we repeat the calculations shown in Fig. 2, but

varying the initial binary-disk inclination in the range



6 K. R. Anderson & D. Lai

0

30

60

90
θ s

b
,θ

2
 (
◦
)

No spin feedback

θsb

θ2

0

1

2

θ b
d
,I 2

 (
◦
)

θbd

I2

0 5 10 15
t/tdisk

−π

0

π

φ
With spin feedback

0 5 10 15
t/tdisk

14.95 15.00
t/tdisk

Figure 2. Obliquity (θsb), binary-disk inclination (θbd), and spin axis phase angle (φ) versus time, adopting the fiducial
parameters (as in Fig. 1). The results from the numerical integration of equations (8) are shown in black, and the instantaneous
pair of Cassini state 2 angles (θ2, I2) are calculated analytically from the total angular momentum obtained from the numerical
integration (shown in cyan). The left panels show the result without including the spin feedback on the orbit (i.e. setting ωbs = 0
in equation 8), and the middle and right panels show the same example with the spin feedback included (ωbs 6= 0). We see that
although S/Lb � 1 so that ωbs � ωbd (see Fig. 1), including the spin feedback has a dramatic effect, causing θbd to damp to
nearly zero, and the final obliquity to settle to a value far below 90◦.

1◦ − 10◦. As before, we compare the results with and

without spin feedback included. Fig. 3 shows the final

obliquity (top panel) and inclination (bottom panel) at a

time 15tdisk. For initial binary-disk inclinations θbd,0 .
4.5◦, the spin-feedback dramatically reduces the binary-

disk inclination, leading to a final obliquity far less than

90◦.

In summary, we have demonstrated that at small in-

clinations, the backreaction torque from the oblate star

on the orbit plays an essential role in the spin-binary-

disk dynamics, leading to damping of the mutual incli-

nation, and a final obliquity that can be far less than

90◦. Somewhat counter-intuitively (since S/Lb � 1),

the spin-feedback on the binary orbit often cannot be

neglected, and the classical Cassini state treatment is

invalid.

3. EFFECTS OF ACCRETION ONTO THE

BINARY

3.1. Accretion Torques

We now allow for the possibility of accretion onto the

binary. The total mass accreted onto the binary is spec-

ified as

Ṁacc,b = fb|Ṁd|, (22)

with fb a free parameter between 0−1. Since we consider

an equal-mass binary, we assume each star accretes at

the rate ṁ0 = ṁ1 = fb|Ṁd|/2. In this section we will

hold the stellar masses fixed even for non-zero fb to

make the problem cleaner, but allow the stellar masses

to increase in Section 3.2.

The mass accreted from the misaligned disk onto the

binary introduces torques, which act to align the disk

and binary axes, as well as the spin and binary axes.
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No spin feedback

With spin feedback
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d
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Figure 3. Final obliquity (top panel) and binary-disk in-
clination (bottom panel) at a time t = 15tdisk. The calcula-
tions are the same as in Fig. 2, but for various values of θbd,0.
The solid lines show results including the spin feedback (fi-
nite ωbs), and the dashed lines show results with the spin
feedback neglected (by setting ωbs = 0). For small initial
binary-disk inclinations (θbd,0 . 4.5◦), inclusion of the spin
feedback can drastically reduce the final inclination, thereby
reducing the final obliquity.

We write the accretion torques as(
dLb

dt

)
acc

=Nbdl̂d,(
dS

dt

)
acc

=Nsbl̂b. (23)

with

Nbd' Ṁacc,b

√
GMbab,

Nsb' Ṁacc,s

√
Gm0R?. (24)

Note that the precise values for the torques in equation

(24) may be smaller by a factor of ∼ 2 (see Miranda

et al. 2017; Muñoz et al. 2019, 2020). We ignore such

a correction in this paper, as this correction can be ab-

sorbed into the accretion efficiency factor fb. Equation

(23) implies that the alignment torques on l̂b and ŝ are(
dl̂b
dt

)
acc

=
Nbd

Lb

(
l̂d − cos θbdl̂b

)
,(

dŝ

dt

)
acc

=
Nsb

S

(
l̂b − cos θsbŝ

)
. (25)

We add equations (25) to the expressions for dl̂b/dt and

dŝ/dt in equations (8). For simplicity, we ignore the evo-

lution of Lb and S. This is because other torques may

change the angular momentum magnitudes (e.g. accre-

tion onto the star may lead to magnetic stellar wind

torques that balance the accretion torque). In any case,

we do not expect the evolution of S and Lb to signifi-

cantly influence the evolution of ŝ and l̂b. In all remain-

ing calculations, we include the feedback of the spin on

the binary orbit.

Sustained obliquity excitation requires that the binary

and disk maintain a sufficiently high inclination through

time. In order to prevent immediate alignment of l̂b
and l̂d, the alignment timescale must be greater than

the disk mass loss timescale: Lb/Nbd &Md/|Ṁd|. This

implies a maximum initial disk mass in order to prevent

alignment:

Md,0 .
µb

fb
. (26)

There also exists a minimum initial disk mass neces-

sary for capture into Cassini state 2 (equation [20]). To-

gether, these conditions specify a range of initial disk

masses allowing obliquity excitation due to capture into

Cassini state 2, but preventing immediate star-binary-

disk alignment due to accretion. This range of disk

masses is shown in the left panel of Fig. 4, assuming the

canonical binary and disk parameters. At large fb, the

available parameter space for obliquity growth narrows.

The right panels in Fig. 4 show the obliquity and incli-

nation evolution for two different accretion efficiencies:

Suppressed accretion (fb = 0.2), and moderate accre-

tion (fb = 0.6). For the suppressed accretion example,

the system retains a binary-disk inclination above a few

degrees, leading to a ∼ 75◦ final obliquity. In contrast,

in the moderate accretion example (fb = 0.6), the accre-

tion torques act to quickly align the entire spin-binary-

disk system.

The left panel of Fig. 4 roughly delineates the param-

eter space for obliquity excitation to be possible, but

does not yield information on the actual degree of obliq-

uity growth, or whether the obliquity can be maintained

with time. Thus, the boundaries in Fig. 4 are a neces-

sary, but not sufficient condition for sustained obliquity

growth. Indeed, if the fb = 0.2 example shown in Fig. 4

is integrated three times longer, the binary-disk inclina-

tion is eventually damped to less than 1◦, causing the

obliquity to settle to ∼ 55◦. However, the simplified

model for disk dispersal adopted (equation 3) is not ex-

pected to hold for arbitrary times. The final obliquity

thus depends on the details of the disk dispersal, and we

explore this issue in Section 3.2.
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Figure 4. Left: Estimated parameter space allowing sustained obliquity excitation. The solid curve indicates the maximum
initial disk mass needed to prevent binary-disk realignment (equation 26), while the dashed line indicates the minimum initial
disk mass needed for capture into Cassini state 2 (equation 20). The colored crosses indicate the adopted parameters in the time-
evolution examples depicted in the right-hand panels. Right panels: Examples of the obliquity evolution (top) and binary-disk
inclination (bottom) for suppressed accretion (fb = 0.2), and moderate accretion (fb = 0.6).

3.2. Dependence on the Disk Dispersal: Viscous

Evolution & Photoevaporation

In the previous examples we have adopted a simple

model for the disk dispersal, by specifying the mass-loss

rate through equation (3) and holding the disk homology

fixed. We now explore a more realistic disk dispersal

model.

Disk dispersal occurs due to a combination of viscous

evolution and disk winds/photoevaporation. Significant

uncertainties remain regarding the relative importance

of these dispersal agents. Photoevaporation can occur

due to the high-energy radiation emitted by the stellar

binary members, as well as that from the external envi-

ronment. In the case of internal photoevaporation (due

to the host binary), the evolution may proceed quali-

tatively similarly to the photevaporation of circumstel-

lar disks around isolated stars (Alexander 2012). High-

energy photons are incident upon the inner disk, heat-

ing the gas so that the sound speed exceeds the escape

velocity at a distance of ∼ several AU from the host

star. A photoevaporative wind thus develops in concert

with inward viscous accretion, causing an inner hole to

develop. Eventually the hole completely cuts off mass

supply from the outer disk, so that the inner disk drains

onto the host star. At this point, the weakly-bound

mass in the outer disk is exposed to the full amount of

radiation from the star and is rapidly destroyed from

the inside-out, over a timescale much shorter than the

disk lifetime. The well-known “two-timescale” behavior

for disk dispersal around observed T-Tauri stars (e.g.

Andrews & Williams 2005; Alexander et al. 2014) is

consistent with the predictions of internal photoevap-

oration (Clarke et al. 2001). Similar dispersal processes

may occur for disks around massive binaries such as DI

Herculis.

If the external FUV field is sufficiently strong, a pho-
toevaporative flow is initiated in the outer disk (e.g.

Adams et al. 2004). The external radiation acts to

truncate the size of the disk, causing the overall viscous

timescale to be short, so that the disk quickly disperses

due to a combination of mass accretion onto the host

star and winds in the outer disk. The disk may thus

first be destroyed from the outside-in before the radia-

tion from the host is able to destroy the disk (Anderson

et al. 2013). We will not explore this scenario further in

this paper, but simply point out the possibility for this

qualitatively distinct dispersal process.

We adopt a toy-model to emulate the dispersal of the

disk due to photevaporation from the stellar hosts, by re-

quiring that the disk mass initially decrease slowly with

time according to a power-law (as in equation [3]), be-

fore rapidly dispersing on an exponential timescale. The
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disk mass thus takes the form

Md(t) =


Md,0

1 + t/tdisk
, t ≤ tcrit

Md,0

1 + tcrit/tdisk
exp

[
− (t− tcrit)

tdisk

]
, t > tcrit.

(27)

We choose tcrit = 10tdisk. Equation (27) mimics the

two-timescale behavior for disk dispersal, by allowing

the disk to evolve slowly when t < tcrit, with a sudden

dispersal when t > tcrit.

To capture the effect of viscous spreading, we allow

the disk radius to increase with time according to

rout(t) = rout,0

(
1 + c

t

tdisk

)
. (28)

We choose rout,0 = 100rin and c = 1, setting rin = 2ab
and fixing the surface density profile to that of equa-

tion (1) as before. By allowing the outer radius to in-

crease with time, the precession frequency ωbj → 0 as

Md → 0. We therefore avoid the artificial behavior dis-

cussed in Section 2.4. We hold the inner disk radius

constant. Although this model is simplistic, it captures

the key features of disk evolution due to a combination

of viscosity and photoevaporation from the host star.

Finally, here we allow the binary mass to increase with

time due to the mass accretion from the disk according

to

Mb(t) = Mb,0 + fb
[
Md(t)−Md,0

]
, (29)

For a given value of fb, we specify the initial binary mass

Mb,0 such that Mb = 10M� (the total mass of the DI

Herculis members) at a time t = 10tdisk.

To explore the parameter space and ascertain the

prospects for obliquity growth, we conduct numerical

integrations of a large number of star-binary-disk sys-

tems, using the updated disk model and integrating up

to a time 15tdisk, at which point the disk mass is negli-

gibly small (see equation 27). We explore two different

initial binary-disk inclinations: θbd,0 = 10◦ and 30◦.

For each θbd,0, we generate 1000 systems, with the ac-

cretion efficiency fb sampled uniformly in [0, 1], and the

initial disk-binary mass ratio Md,0/Mb,0 uniformly sam-

pled from [0.1, 1]. The largest mass ratios are probably

unrealistic but included for the purposes of illustration.

Figure 5 shows the final obliquities after the disk dis-

persal. In the left panel, with θbd,0 = 10◦, obliquity

growth is prevented unless accretion onto the binary

is highly suppressed (fb . 0.1). In the right panel,

with θbd,0 = 30◦, large obliquities can be generated,

even for moderate accretion (fb & 0.5). The solid and

dashed lines indicate the estimated parameter space for

sustained obliquity growth, as shown in Fig. 4. When

θbd,0 = 30◦, these estimates well-predict the systems

with large final obliquities.

Throughout this paper we have adopted binary prop-

erties similar to the observed properties of the DI Her-

culis system. However, since the obliquity growth must

occur early, the initial binary properties may have dif-

fered. In particular, the initial stellar radii may have

been larger or smaller, depending on whether the binary

has accreted a significant amount of mass from the disk.

Furthermore, the binary semi-major axis may have been

larger or smaller, due to the possibilities for the binary

to gain or lose angular momentum from the disk (see the

discussion in Section 4, as well as the discussion follow-

ing equation 25). Given the uncertainties involved, we

do not attempt to model either the stellar radius evolu-

tion or the possible evolution of the binary semi-major

axis.

Figure 6 shows how the parameter space for sustained

obliquity excitation widens or narrows with stellar ra-

dius and binary semi-major axis. Due to the increase

in the stellar quadrupole moment, enlarging the stellar

radius by a factor of 2 significantly narrows the available

parameter space for obliquity excitation, and shifts the

available parameter space to unrealistically large disk

masses. However, enlarging the binary semi-major axis

widens the available parameter space. We thus conclude

that an enlarged stellar radius may still allow for reso-

nant obliquity growth, provided that the initial binary

separation was also larger.

4. CONCLUSION

4.1. Summary of Results

Motivated by the large spin-orbit misalignments ob-

served for both members of the DI Herculis stellar bi-

nary system, this paper has considered obliquity exci-

tation in stellar binaries due to the presence of an in-

clined circumbinary disk. While the disk induces nodal

precession of the binary orbit, each oblate star experi-

ences a torque from its companion star, causing mutual

precession between the spin and binary axes. As the

disk mass decreases due to a combination of accretion

onto the binary and disk winds, the system may become

locked into a particular spin-orbit resonant configuration

(Cassini state 2), which may cause the obliquity to be

driven towards 90◦. In this paper we identify the disk

properties needed to reproduce the nearly polar obliq-

uities observed in the DI Herculis system. We allow

for the possibility of alignment torques due to accretion

from the disk onto the binary; under some circumstances

these torques can suppress obliquity growth. Our main

findings are as follows:
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Figure 5. Results of a large number of numerical integrations of star-binary-disk systems, exploring a range of accretion
efficiencies fb and initial disk-binary mass ratios Md,0/Mb,0. The color indicates the obliquity following the disk dispersal (see
Section 3.2). The solid and dashed lines indicate the estimated parameter space for sustained obliquity growth, as shown in
Fig. 4. For the 10◦ initial binary-disk inclination, accretion onto the binary must be highly suppressed in order for the obliquity
to reach ∼ 90◦. For the 30◦ inclination, 90◦ obliquities may be achieved even when the accretion efficiency fb is substantial.

• In spite of the fact that the stellar spin angular

momentum is much smaller than the binary an-

gular momentum, the feedback of each oblate star

on the binary orbit can have a dramatic effect on

the binary-disk inclination. This feature makes

the spin dynamics quite different from the usual

Cassini state problem. For initial binary-disk in-

clinations less than ∼ 5◦, the spin feedback causes

the inclination to damp to nearly 0◦, and the obliq-

uity to settle to a value far less than 90◦ (see Figs. 2

and 3).

• In order to produce the observed obliquities in the

DI Herculis system, the initial disk mass must be

∼ 10% of the initial binary mass or larger. If ac-

cretion onto the binary is suppressed (so that the

disk mass is lost primarily through photoevapo-

ration/winds), the initial binary-disk inclination

must be at least 5◦.

• Allowing for accretion from the disk onto the bi-

nary in a parameterized manner, we find that ac-

cretion torques can sometimes suppress obliquity

growth by aligning the binary and disk. For a spec-

ified accretion efficiency, we estimate the range

of necessary binary-disk mass ratios allowing sus-

tained obliquity growth (see Fig. 4). If moderate

accretion occurs, the initial binary-disk inclination

must be sufficiently large (∼ 20◦ − 30◦).

4.2. Discussion

Since the model proposed in this paper contains sev-

eral simplifying assumptions, this paper is meant to

serve as a proof-of-concept. Below we discuss several

issues that deserve further study.

This paper has neglected changes in the magnitude of

the binary angular momentum due to the torque and

accretion from the disk. While 1D models of circumbi-

nary disks assume the binary loses angular momentum

due to the disk torque (so that the orbital separation

shrinks, e.g. Armitage & Natarajan 2002), recent nu-

merical simulations indicate that the binary gains angu-

lar momentum (and hence probably grows) over a wide

range of parameters (Miranda et al. 2017; Muñoz et al.

2019, 2020), although see Tiede et al. (2020). This fea-
ture also arises in a 3D numerical study by Moody et al.

(2019). Given the uncertainties, here we considered the

role of the accretion torques only on the direction of the

binary axis. A modest increase in ab would not change

our results, but if the binary does grow significantly,

obliquity growth may be suppressed in some cases, due

to difficulties in encountering the spin-orbit commen-

surability responsible for capture into a high-obliquity

Cassini state. If the binary shrinks, capture into the

high-obliquity Cassini state may be achieved with lower

initial disk masses.

Similarly, this paper has neglected the eccentricity

evolution of the binary, in spite of the observed 0.5 ec-

centricity of DI Herculis. For this eccentricity, the stellar

spin and binary nodal precession frequencies would ex-

perience only order unity changes. More importantly,
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Figure 6. Similar to the left panel of Fig. 4, illustrating how
the stellar radius and binary semi-major axis affect the avail-
able parameter space for sustained obliquity excitation. In
both panels, the black curve shows the maximum estimated
disk mass to excite the obliquity without realigning the bi-
nary and disk (equation [26]), and the dashed lines show the
minimum disk mass needed to be captured into Cassini state
2 (equation [20]). The grey dashed lines assume the fiducial
binary parameters (as in Fig. 4). The red and blue dashed
lines show how the minimum disk mass changes with the stel-
lar radius and binary semi-major axis, as labeled. Enlarging
the initial stellar radius (top panel) narrows the available
parameter space, but enlarging the binary semi-major along
with the radius axis widens the parameter space (bottom
panel).

highly inclined disks around eccentric binaries may be

driven towards a polar orbit (Martin & Lubow 2017;

Zanazzi & Lai 2018b). Evaluating equation (8) of

Zanazzi & Lai (2018b) at a binary eccentricity of 0.5, the

critical inclination above which the disk will be driven

towards a polar configuration is Icrit ' 38◦. Although

beyond the scope of this present paper, future treat-

ments of spin-binary-disk systems could account for the

simultaneous eccentricity and spin-orbit evolution, al-

lowing for the possibility for the disk to be driven to-

wards polar alignment in highly inclined systems.

Due to the relatively short timescales under consid-

eration, this paper has neglected tidal effects. If tides

are sufficiently strong, the obliquity is susceptible to re-

alignment following disk dispersal. The observed eccen-

tricity in the DI Herculis system indicates that tides

have not had the chance to circularize the system, but

the timescale for the obliquity to evolve under tides may

be much shorter than the circularization timescale. Us-

ing the standard weak-friction theory of tides, and re-

quiring the timescale for obliquity alignment (see, e.g.,

equation 2 of Lai 2012) to be longer than the system age

(∼ 5Myr; Claret 1998), the modified tidal quality factor

Q′ must satisfy Q′ & 5× 105.

The mechanism discussed in this paper may be rele-

vant in other stellar binary systems. Indeed, obliquity

excitation due to an inclined disk may occur more nat-

urally in stellar binaries with different masses or archi-

tectures. The large masses and rapid rotations of the

DI Herculis members introduce large quadrupole mo-

ments, so that the spin-axis precession period is only

tens of years (see Fig. 1). Since obliquity excitation re-

quires that the binary nodal precession due to the disk

initially be faster than the spin-axis precession, the DI

Herculis system requires a massive initial disk. For lower

mass stellar binaries, or binaries with wider separa-

tions, obliquity excitation may be achieved with smaller

disk masses (see equation 20). Additional Rossiter-

McLaughlin observations of stellar binaries with differ-

ent masses and orbital separations is therefore of great

interest.

The spin-binary-disk dynamics discussed in this paper

may have consequences for circumbinary planets. As

we have shown, the binary-disk inclination can decrease

substantially as the disk evolves due to both the feed-

back of the spin on the orbit and accretion torques. As a

result, planets forming within such aligning disks would

have low inclinations relative to the binary orbit, even if

an initial binary-disk misalignmnent existed. A similar

point was previously made by Correia et al. (2016), who

demonstrated that inclined circumbinary planets can be
driven towards a coplanar orbit as the stellar spins and

binary orbit evolve under tides. Many of the circumbi-

nary planets detected thus far are coplanar with their

host binary orbit, although this may arise due to selec-

tion biases.

Since the initial binary-disk inclination tends to be

somewhat erased, direct evidence for the obliquity exci-

tation mechanism discussed in this paper may be diffi-

cult to obtain. Remnants of the initial gaseous disk may

be present in the form of a debris disk, but a present-

day coplanar debris disk does not rule out an initially

inclined disk. However, indirect evidence for disk exci-

tation may be available in equal-mass binaries. Since

stars of similar masses are expected to undergo similar

spin-orbit dynamics, a possible signature of obliquity

excitation due to a disk could be correlated spin-orbit
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misalignments in equal-mass binaries, as observed in DI

Herculis.

Although this paper has focused on stellar binaries,

similar spin dynamics can also operate in star-giant-

planet systems. Intriguingly, some hot Jupiters are ob-

served to be in nearly polar orbits relative to their host

stars (e.g. Albrecht et al. 2012; Addison et al. 2013),

especially for massive hosts. Since disk masses are

observed to scale with stellar masses, perhaps super-

linearly (Pascucci et al. 2016), this finding may indicate

that obliquity excitation due to a massive circumstellar

disk may be at work in planetary systems4. However,

the large quadrupole moment of the host star during the

disk-hosting stage may prevent a polar obliquity from

being achieved, by modifying the Cassini state 2 obliq-

uity to a value far below 90◦ (see Fig. 6 of Anderson &

Lai 2018). These issues merit further investigation.
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