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ABSTRACT

'Schaefer (M) has recently published observations of binary period derivatives P for
52 cataclysmic variables, and concluded that these strongly conflict with all proposed
evolutionary pictures for these systems. We point out once again that using mea-
surements of P is likely in practice to produce misleading evolutionary constraints in
almost every case. The one identified exception to this is probably the recently-born
X-ray binary SN 2022jli, because of its extremely high mass transfer rate.
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Schaefer (2024) has recently published observations of
the rate P of binary period change Pin 52 cataclysmic vari-
able systems (CVs). The measured values of P do not con-
form to those expected in the standard picture of CV or-
bital evolution under long—term angular momentum loss via
gravitational radiation and magnetic braking. This relates
the long—term value of P to that of the mass transfer rate
— M from the donor star (see e.g. King, 1988 for a review).

) concludes that the reported observa-
tions invalidate this evolutionary picture. But a very long
line of papers — most recently [King & Lasota d2Q21|) in an-
other context — have reiterated the fundamental point that
stars do not have sharp edges, so cannot follow the predicted
evolutionary relations on arbitrarily short timescales. The
predicted relations between P and —M> hold only when av-
eraged over timescales significantly longer than the timescale
tm on which the angular momentum losses move the Roche
lobe one density scaleheight H through the donor star. In
almost every case, this requires observations over unfeasibly
long timescales.

Standard formulae show that the scaleheight for a CV
donor star of radius Ry is given by
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where the star’s effective temperature Teg ~ 3000 — 5000 K.
Then
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for a CV evolving on a timescale ~ Ma/| M| ~ 10° yr (e.g.
under magnetic braking), or ~ 10 times longer for evolution
under gravitational radiation. In a monitoring programme
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lasting ~ 30 yr, the Roche lobe will typically have moved by
2 metres, compared with the density scaleheight ~ 200 km.

Since only observations on timescales > ty can con-
strain the long-term evolution of CVs, we conclude that
those reported by (M) do not pose problems for
the currently—accepted evolutionary picture. The observed
period changes must be dominated by short—term phenom-
ena, so it is unsurprising that they frequently show alternat-
ing or unexpected signs for example.

The form of Eq. (2) shows that the tempting idea that
one might measure a mean mass transfer rate in a binary
system by the much easier method of measuring P is un-
likely to work very often in practice. Evidently this requires
a much higher mass transfer rate —M2 than in CVs. To our
knowledge the only case where this appears to occur is in
the newly—born X-ray binary system SN 2022jli
[2024; Moore et all IZQZS) Here the very recent supernova
explosion producing the compact accretor has violently dis-
turbed the binary geometry and forced the companion to
overflow its Roche lobe very significantly, producing a mass
transfer rate > 10™°Mg yr~' (King & Lasota 2024). This
gives tg ~ 1yr, and probably accounts for the observed lu-
minosity decay on a timescale ~ 250 days.
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