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ABSTRACT
Measuring the obliquities of stars hosting giant planets may shed light on the dynamical history of

planetary systems. Significant efforts have been made to measure the obliquities of FGK stars with
hot Jupiters, mainly based on observations of the Rossiter-McLaughlin effect. In contrast, M dwarfs
with hot Jupiters have hardly been explored, because such systems are rare and often not favorable for
such precise observations. Here, we report the first detection of the Rossiter-McLaughlin effect for an
M dwarf with a hot Jupiter, TOI-4201, using the Gemini-North/MAROON-X spectrograph. We find
TOI-4201 to be well-aligned with its giant planet, with a sky-projected obliquity of λ = −3.0+3.7

−3.2
◦

and a true obliquity of ψ = 21.3+12.5
−12.8

◦ with an upper limit of 40◦ at a 95% confidence level. The
result agrees with dynamically quiet formation or tidal obliquity damping that realigned the system.
As the first hot Jupiter around an M dwarf with its obliquity measured, TOI-4201b joins the group
of aligned giant planets around cool stars (Teff < 6,250 K), as well as the small but growing sample
of planets with relatively high planet-to-star mass ratio (Mp/M∗ ≳ 3 × 10−3) that also appear to be
mostly aligned.

Keywords: planetary alignment, exoplanet dynamics, star-planet interactions, exoplanet systems

1. INTRODUCTION

Since the first discovery of a hot Jupiter (Mayor &
Queloz 1995), the origin of such short-period planets has
been the subject of much research. Three basic hypothe-
ses have been postulated: in-situ formation, disk-driven
migration, and high-eccentricity migration (Dawson &
Johnson 2018). Unlike the other two scenarios, high-
eccentricity migration would tend to excite inclinations
through planet scattering (Rasio & Ford 1996; Ford &
Rasio 2008; Chatterjee et al. 2008), Kozai-Lidov interac-
tions (Fabrycky & Tremaine 2007; Naoz 2016) and sec-
ular resonances (Wu & Lithwick 2011; Petrovich et al.
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2020). All these routes might be expected to result in
misalignment between the planet’s orbital angular mo-
mentum vector and the star’s spin angular momentum
vector (i.e., a large stellar obliquity). For this reason,
measuring stellar obliquities is useful as a probe of the
dynamical history of close-orbiting giant planets (see Al-
brecht et al. 2022, and references therein).

One way to determine the stellar obliquity is through
the Rossiter-McLaughlin (RM) effect (Rossiter 1924;
McLaughlin 1924), the distortion in the stellar spectral
lines due to selective blockage of the star’s rotating pho-
tosphere by a transiting planet. Unlike the Sun, for
which the equatorial plane is tilted by only 7◦ from the
ecliptic (Beck & Giles 2005), a significant fraction of
hot-Jupiter hosts are found to be misaligned (Winn &
Fabrycky 2015). In particular, relatively hot and mas-
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sive stars (T > 6,250 K, M > 1.3M⊙) exhibit a broad
range of spin–orbit angles while cooler and less massive
stars tend to be well-aligned (Schlaufman 2010; Winn
et al. 2010). The critical effective temperature sepa-
rating these groups is close to the “Kraft break” (Kraft
1967) that separates stars with convective and radia-
tive envelopes. Since cool stars have thicker and more
massive convective envelopes than hot stars (Pinson-
neault et al. 2001), and convective envelopes are thought
to allow for more rapid tidal dissipation, Winn et al.
(2010) speculated that many hot Jupiters once had mis-
aligned orbits but tidal dissipation damped the obliqui-
ties and realigned the systems (see also Albrecht et al.
2012; Wang et al. 2021; Spalding & Winn 2022). If so,
then one might expect hot Jupiters around M dwarfs
to be especially well aligned, since they have deep con-
vective zones. One might also wonder whether late M
dwarfs, which are fully convective, should allow for rapid
tidal obliquity damping or if the absence of a radia-
tive/convective boundary changes the situation.

There have been many recent studies of orbital mis-
alignment of M dwarfs with non-giant planets, such as
TRAPPIST-1 (Hirano et al. 2020a; Brady et al. 2023),
GJ 436 (Bourrier et al. 2018), AUMic (Hirano et al.
2020b; Palle et al. 2020; Martioli et al. 2020; Addison
et al. 2021), K2-25 (Stefansson et al. 2020), GJ 3470
(Stefànsson et al. 2022) and K2-33 (Hirano et al. 2024).
However, obliquity measurements for M dwarfs with hot
Jupiters are lacking due mainly to the low occurrence
rate of such systems (Gan et al. 2023a; Bryant et al.
2023). To our knowledge, Dai et al. (2018) made the
first attempt to measure the obliquity of an M dwarf
with a hot Jupiter, Kepler-45b. Instead of using the
RM effect, they studied the light-curve anomalies pro-
duced when a transiting planet crosses over starspots
(Sanchis-Ojeda et al. 2011), and found an upper limit
of 10◦ on the obliquity of the host star. With a similar
methodology, recent works by Almenara et al. (2022)
and Libby-Roberts et al. (2023) both found that TOI-
3884, an M4 dwarf hosting a super-Neptune, is likely
misaligned.

Further progress has been made possible by the full-
sky photometric survey performed by NASA’s Tran-
siting Exoplanet Survey Satellite (TESS; Ricker et al.
2015), which has led to the enlargement of the sample
of M dwarfs with hot Jupiters. Alongside this develop-
ment is the advent of a new generation of high-resolution
stabilized spectrographs on large telescopes. Together,
these advances provide an opportunity to extend obliq-
uity studies to M dwarfs with giant planets. Here, we
present the first measurement of the RM effect for a hot
Jupiter transiting an M dwarf, TOI-4201b. The star is

an early M dwarf at a distance about 189 pc, and it hosts
a hot Jupiter with an orbital period of 3.58 days (Gan
et al. 2023b; Hartman et al. 2023; Delamer et al. 2024).
The rest of this Letter is organized as follows: Section 2
details the spectroscopic observations, Section 3 presents
the joint-fit analysis, Section 4 discusses the results, and
Section 5 describes our conclusions.

2. MAROON-X SPECTROSCOPIC OBSERVATIONS

Since the host star is faint (V = 15.3 and J = 12.3)
and the transit duration is relatively short (∼ 2 hours),
high-resolution spectroscopic instruments on large tele-
scopes are required to achieve high RV precision in a
short amount of time while having enough sampling.
We collected 19 spectra with an exposure time of 900s
on UT 2023 December 26 using MAROON-X under the
program GN-2023B-FT-107, covering a full transit and
a total of 3 hours outside of the transit. MAROON-X is
a high-resolution (R ∼ 85, 000) optical fiber-fed echelle
spectrograph installed on the 8.1 m Gemini North Tele-
scope, on Maunakea, Hawaii, with a wavelength range
from 500 to 920 nm (Seifahrt et al. 2018, 2020). During
the observations, the airmass varied between 1.2 and 1.8,
the sky was clear, and the seeing was around 0.4′′ but
degraded to 0.7′′ after egress. The signal-to-noise ratio
(SNR) per resolution element near the Hα line (Order
93) is about 19 at the beginning, but decreasing to 14
after egress due to degraded seeing.

The raw MAROON-X data were reduced with custom
Python 3 routines based on routines originally written
for the CRIRES instrument (Bean et al. 2010). We
then utilized the SpEctrum Radial Velocity AnaLyser
(SERVAL; Zechmeister et al. 2018) pipeline to measure
the radial velocities (RVs) based on the template match-
ing method. We separately obtained RV estimates from
the blue (500-670 nm) and red (650-920 nm) arms of
the spectrograph, after correcting the main instrumental
drift, and we treated these two RV time series as though
they were from two different instruments. We converted
all the time stamps of our measurements from JD to
BJD (Eastman et al. 2010). In addition to the RVs,
we extracted stellar activity diagnostics including the
chromatic RV index (CRX), the differential line width
(dLW), and the Hα activity indices (Zechmeister et al.
2018). Both the red and blue arms captured the Hα

line, allowing for independent measurements. Table 2
gives all of the results. The median uncertainties of the
RVs from the blue and red arms are 4.5 and 4.6 m s−1,
respectively.

To rule out the possibility that short-term stellar ac-
tivity (i.e., flares) mimic the RM signal, we examined
the correlation between the activity indices and the ap-
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parent RVs, quantified by the Pearson Correlation Coef-
ficient. We found no evidence for significant correlations
(p < 0.05).

3. ANALYSIS

We employed the Allesfitter code (Günther & Day-
lan 2021) to measure the sky-projected spin-orbit an-
gle (λ) for TOI-4201b. We performed a joint fit of two
TESS light curves from Sector 06 and 33 with cadences
of 30 and 10 mins; eight ground-based light curves from
LCOGT, MuSCAT and SPECULOOS publicly avail-
able on ExoFOP1; RV data drawn from the literature;
and our RM measurements. The TESS light curves are
adopted from Gan et al. (2023b), which were extracted
through simple aperture photometry. The out-of-transit
RVs were from CFHT/SPIRou (Gan et al. 2023b),
Keck/HIRES (Hartman et al. 2023), WIYN/NEID, and
Magellan/PFS (both from Delamer et al. 2024).

The joint model has ten key parameters: orbital pe-
riod (P ), mid-transit time (T0), planet-to-star radius ra-
tio (Rp/R∗), sum of radii divided by the orbital semi-
major axis ((Rp + R∗)/a), cosine of the orbital inclina-
tion (cos ip), RV semi-amplitude (K), eccentricity pa-
rameters (

√
e cosω and

√
e sinω), sky-projected spin-

orbit angle (λ) and projected rotational velocity (v sin i).
Moreover, we allowed for a light dilution factor2 for the
TESS data due to the large pixel scale (21′′/pixel). This
was not necessary for the ground-based observations,
for which TOI-4201 was well resolved. We adopted a
quadratic limb-darkening law for the TESS photome-
try and a linear law for the ground-based data (Kip-
ping 2013). The simpler linear law was adopted for the
ground-based data because the amount of data from
each instrument and the SNR was limited compared
with TESS. For each photometric and spectroscopic
dataset, we allowed for a baseline offset and a “jitter”
term to account for unmodeled sources of white noise.
Uniform priors were placed on all parameters except for
the TESS dilution factor, for which we set a truncated
normal prior.

We performed an affine-invariant Markov Chain
Monte Carlo (MCMC) analysis with 140 walkers to sam-
ple the posterior distributions of all parameters. A to-
tal of 150,000 steps were taken by each walker, and the
first 30,000 “burn-in” steps were excluded. All Markov
chains were run for more than 30 times their auto-
correlation length so that the convergence was reached
(Foreman-Mackey et al. 2013). Figure 1 and Table 1

1 https://exofop.ipac.caltech.edu/tess/
2 D = FC/ (FT + FC), where FT and FC represent the target and

contamination fluxes.

summarize the main results. Among the results, we ob-
tained λ = −3.0+3.7

−3.2
◦, indicating a good alignment. The

ground-based light curves along with the best-fit tran-
sit models are presented in Figure 2. The posteriors of
other relevant parameters are shown in Table 3 of the
Appendix.

Based on the periodogram analysis for TESS data and
ground-based long-term light curves from the Zwicky
Transient Facility (ZTF; Bellm et al. 2019; Masci et al.
2019), Gan et al. (2023b) reported that TOI-4201 shows
a 17.3±0.4 days photometric modulation, which is likely
to be from stellar rotation. Assuming this is the case,
and neglecting the effects of differential rotation, the
stellar equatorial rotation velocity v = 2πR∗/Prot =

1.8± 0.2 km s−1, which is consistent with the measured
value of v sin i = 1.65+0.11

−0.09 km/s within about 1σ. Thus,
there is no strong evidence for the difference between
the stellar inclination and the orbital inclination angles.
Nevertheless, we used the Bayesian inference method-
ology proposed by Masuda & Winn (2020) to place a
quantitative constraint on i⋆, based on the likelihood
function

L =

(
R∗/R⊙ − 0.63

0.02

)2

+

(
Prot − 17.3 days

0.4 days

)2

+

(
v
√
1− cos2 i⋆ − 1.6 km/s

0.2 km/s

)2

.

(1)

We set uniform priors on R∗ (0 ≤ R∗ ≤ 10 R⊙), Prot

(0 ≤ Prot ≤ 100 days) and the cosine of stellar inclina-
tion cos i⋆ (0 ≤ cos i⋆ ≤ 1), and sampled the parameter
space using emcee (Foreman-Mackey et al. 2013). We
initialized 150 walkers that each took 50,000 steps, and
discarded the first 5,000 samples. We obtained a pos-
terior of cos i⋆ = 0.38+0.19

−0.24, or a stellar inclination of
i⋆ = 67.4+14.3

−12.8
◦. The 3D obliquity (ψ) of TOI-4201 is

then determined via (Albrecht et al. 2022)

cosψ = cos i⋆ cos ip + sin i⋆ sin ip cosλ. (2)

We used the posteriors of i⋆, ip and λ from the analysis
above to obtain the true obliquity. The resulting true
obliquity is ψ = 21.3+12.5

−12.8
◦ with a 95% confidence that

ψ ≤ 40◦, indicating that the system is aligned.

4. DISCUSSION

4.1. The Dynamical History of TOI-4201b

TOI-4201b is one of the most massive hot Jupiters
known to exist around an M dwarf. The planet’s mass
of 2.59+0.10

−0.11 MJ is about 5 times heavier than the other
known systems (∼ 0.5 MJ). Therefore, the dynamical
history of TOI-4201b may be different than those of pre-
viously studied systems.

https://exofop.ipac.caltech.edu/tess/
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Figure 1. TESS transit photometry of TOI-4201 from Sectors 06 and 33 (left), out-of-transit RVs (middle), and RM measure-
ments after subtracting the best-fit Keplerian model (right). The excess scatter in the RVs after egress is probably due to the
degraded seeing. In each case, the black curve illustrates the best-fit model. The plotted error bars are the quadrature sums of
the formal measurement uncertainties and the fitted “jitter” parameters. Residuals are shown in the bottom panels.
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Figure 2. Dimensionless phase-folded ground-based transit observations of TOI-4201 with maximum phase of 1. The instrument
name and observation filter are shown at the top of each panel. The red solid lines represent the best-fit transit models from
the joint-fit analysis.

A collision between two planets leading to a merger
could account for the high mass, but might tend to mis-
align the orbit relative to the star (Chatterjee et al.
2008), whereas we have found TOI-4201b to be well
aligned. The good alignment might be the result of
a more quiescent history, or of tidal obliquity damp-
ing following any excitation. Likewise, the planet’s low
orbital eccentricity argues against high-eccentricity mi-
gration unless tidal eccentricity damping has erased the
evidence.

As a simple estimate of the tidal realignment timescale
τCE, we used the equation given by Zahn (1977):

τCE = 10 Gyr

(
Mp

M∗

)−2 (
a/R∗

40

)6

, (3)

where Mp/M∗ is the planet-to-star mass ratio and a/R∗
represents the semi-major axis in units of the stellar ra-
dius (see also Albrecht et al. 2012). We note that this
scaling relation is calibrated using stellar binaries with
an assumption that planetary systems have a similar
process. With this in mind, we obtain a τCE ≈ 950 Gyr
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Table 1. Parameter priors and best-fits in the joint model for TOI-4201. U(a, b) stands for a uniform prior between a and b.

Parameter Prior Best-fit Description

Stellar parameters[1]

M∗ (M⊙) · · · 0.61 ± 0.02 Stellar mass
R∗ (R⊙) · · · 0.63 ± 0.02 Stellar radius
Teff (K) · · · 3794 ± 79 Stellar effective temperature
log g∗ (cgs) · · · 4.64 ± 0.03 Stellar surface gravity
Prot (days) · · · 17.3 ± 0.4 Stellar rotation period

Key fitted parameters

P (days) U (3.0 , 4.0) 3.5819198+0.0000013
−0.0000012 Orbital period

T0 (BJD-2457000) U (1470.93 , 1470.99) 1470.9618+0.0004
−0.0003 Mid-Transit time

Rp/R∗ U (0.0 , 0.5) 0.1949+0.0013
−0.0012 Planet-to-star radius ratio

(Rp + R∗)/a U (0.0 , 0.5) 0.0890+0.0015
−0.0013 Sum of radii divided by the orbital semi-major axis

cos ip U (0.0 , 1.0) 0.0361+0.0025
−0.0023 Cosine of the orbital inclination

√
e cosω U (−1 , 1) −0.045+0.076

−0.066 Parametrization for e and ω
√
e sinω U (−1 , 1) −0.076+0.083

−0.071 Parametrization for e and ω

K (m s−1) U (0 , 1000) 478.5+6.7
−7.1 RV semi-amplitude

v sin i (km s−1) U (0.1 , 10) 1.65+0.11
−0.09 Projected stellar rotation velocity

λ (deg) U (−180 , 180) −3.0+3.7
−3.2 Projected spin-orbit angle

Derived stellar parameters

i⋆ (deg) · · · 67.4+14.3
−12.8 Stellar inclination

ψ (deg) · · · 21.3+12.5
−12.8 True obliquity

Derived planetary parameters

Rp (RJ ) · · · 1.19+0.04
−0.05 Planet radius

Mp (MJ ) · · · 2.59+0.10
−0.11 Planet mass

a (AU) · · · 0.0398+0.0020
−0.0022 Semi-major axis

ip (deg) · · · 87.9+0.2
−0.2 Orbital inclination

e · · · 0.008+0.026
−0.007 Orbital eccentricity

T [2]
eq (K) · · · 728+48

−44 Equilibrium temperature

[1] The stellar parameters are adopted from Gan et al. (2023b).
[2] We do not consider heat distribution between the dayside and nightside here and assume albedo AB = 0.

using the updated physical parameters from the joint fit.
The realignment timescale is much longer than any as-
trophysical timescale thus the stellar obliquity is not ex-
pected to significantly change after the planet was born.
In addition to the dynamical tidal effect timescale above,
we also derive the timescale of equilibrium tides using
Eq. 2 in Lai (2012). Adopting a reduced tidal quality
factor Q′ between 106 and 108 (Brown et al. 2011), we
find that the τCE,eq ranges from 2 to 200 Gyr, which is
likely beyond the stellar age 0.7-2.0 Gyr estimated by
Gan et al. (2023b) based on the empirical age-rotation
relations (Barnes 2007; Mamajek & Hillenbrand 2008;
Engle & Guinan 2018).

Next, we compute the ratio between the rotational an-
gular momentum of the stellar convective layer and the
planet’s orbital angular momentum to evaluate whether
the planet has the capability to realign the host star.
The rotational angular momentum of the stellar convec-
tive layer is defined as

Lconv =
2π

Prot
× κMconvR

2
∗, (4)

where κMconvR
2
∗ is the moment of inertia with κ de-

pending on the stellar structure and Mconv represents
the mass of stellar convective layer. The planet orbital
angular momentum is calculated through

Lp =
√
GM∗M2

pa(1− e2) cos ip, (5)

where M∗ and Mp are the stellar and planet mass, a
is the semi-major axis, e and ip represent the orbital
eccentricity and inclination. According to the stellar
models built by Pinsonneault et al. (2001), we find that
TOI-4201 has a convective zone mass Mconv of about
0.1M⊙. Taking κ ranging from 0.1 to 0.2 (Baraffe et al.
2015), we obtain an angular momentum ratio Lconv/Lp
between 0.15 and 0.3, indicating that TOI-4201b may be
able to realign the star. To summarize, TOI-4201b has
enough angular momentum to realign the spin axis of
its host star before being destroyed by tidal decay, but
the estimated timescale for realignment is longer than
the estimated age of the system, though we note that
the timescale estimations both have large uncertainties.
Our results suggest that a dynamical quiet history of
TOI-4201b is more likely.
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Figure 3. Top panel: Projected stellar obliquity λ of giant-planet systems (Mp ≥ 0.3 MJ) vs. host star effective temperature.
Obliquity results are from RM measurements. The red dots are hot Jupiters (defined as having a/R⋆ < 15) and the blue dots
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with Teff ≤ 4000 K. Results were retrieved from the NASA Exoplanet Archive (Akeson et al. 2013).

Previous studies on hot Jupiters around FGK stars
suggest that tidal obliquity damping is negligible for
planets with a/R∗ ≥ 10 (Albrecht et al. 2022). By
this standard, TOI-4201 (with a/R∗ ≈ 13.6) is not ex-
pected to be affected significantly by tidal effects and
would have preserved any initial misalignment. The
well-aligned orbit of TOI-4201b hints that the limit of
a/R∗ = 10 on FGK stars may not be the same for M
dwarfs. The scaled semi-major axis boundary of strong
and weak tidal obliquity damping for M dwarfs is possi-
bly further away (a/R∗ > 10). On the other hand, how-
ever, TOI-4201 is less massive than FGK stars, making
it easier to be realigned. At this point, we are not able to
conclude the role of tidal damping plays in this system.
More such measurements on M dwarfs are required to
figure out the tidal effect on different planetary systems.

4.2. TOI-4201b in the Broader Context

Figure 3 compares the stellar effective temperature
sky-projected obliquities of four types of planetary sys-
tems, differing in whether the planet is “hot” or “warm”
and whether the planet is a giant or not. The bound-
ary for these categorizations were a/R∗ = 15 and Mp =

0.3MJ , which are chosen somewhat arbitrarily. We note

that we did not put any restrictions on the stellar types
here.

For the giant planets, we recover the known results
that hot Jupiters around hot stars show a broader range
of obliquities than those around cool stars with effective
temperature Teff < 6, 250 K (Winn et al. 2010; Albrecht
et al. 2012). Our observation of TOI-4201b has ex-
tended the domain of spin-orbit angle studies to include
a Jupiter-like planet around an M dwarf. The result is
in agreement with the previous findings. The behavior
of small planet systems seems more complicated. Below
the Kraft break, several low-mass planets are found on
nearly polar orbits (e.g., HAT-P-11b, Sanchis-Ojeda &
Winn 2011; WASP-107b, Dai & Winn 2017; Rubenzahl
et al. 2021; HD 3167c, Dalal et al. 2019; Bourrier et al.
2021; GJ 436b, Bourrier et al. 2018; GJ 3470b, Ste-
fànsson et al. 2022). In fact, short-period small planets
around M dwarfs that have deep convective envelopes
tend to have a wide range of obliquity, similar to FGK
counterparts.

In terms of planet-to-star mass ratio, Hébrard et al.
(2011) reported that misaligned systems such as ret-
rograde ones usually do not involve the most massive
planets. Such correlation still exists around stars with
Teff ≤ 7, 000 K but disappears around hotter stars when
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the sample is doubled (Albrecht et al. 2022). Figure 4
displays the 2D distributions of λ and mass ratioMp/M∗
of four planet groups. With a mass ratio of about
0.4%, TOI-4201b is located in the high mass-ratio re-
gion where there are relatively few data points. Based
on the figure, it seems that Jupiter-like planets with
Mp/M∗ ≥ 3 × 10−3 prefer aligned orbits, although we
note that the sample is limited. The stellar obliquities
of small planet systems, however, seem to have weak de-
pendence on the mass ratio. Combining the giant and
small planet samples, it turns out that the obliquity of
planetary systems are mixed below a certain planet-to-
star mass ratio. More observations on high-mass-ratio
systems are required to draw a firm conclusion.

5. CONCLUSIONS

We reported the MAROON-X spectroscopic observa-
tions of a transit of TOI-4201b, and determined that the
planet’s orbit is well aligned with the host star’s spin
axis with a sky-projected obliquity of λ = −3.0+3.7

−3.2
◦.

Coupled with an estimate of the stellar rotation period,
we found the true obliquity to be ψ = 21.3+12.5

−12.8
◦ with

an upper limit of 40◦ at a 95% confidence level, suggest-
ing either a dynamically cold formation history or tidal
obliquity damping. TOI-4201b is the first hot Jupiter
orbiting an M dwarf for which the obliquity has been
measured via the RM effect. This observation extends
the spin-orbit alignment studies of Jupiter-like planets
from FGK to M dwarfs.

We further study TOI-4201b in the context of other
systems with measured obliquities. We find that it is
consistent with previous findings that hot-Jupiter hosts
with Teff < 6,250 K tend to have low obliquities. In ad-
dition, TOI-4201b joins the small but growing group of
high mass ratio and aligned systems. Planetary systems
with mass ratio ≳ 3×10−3 seem to prefer aligned orbits.
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APPENDIX

A. SPECTROSCOPIC DATA OBTAINED FOR TOI-4201 WITH MAROON-X

We present the RVs and activity indicators including CRX, dLW and SHα extracted with SERVAL (Zechmeister et al.
2018) in Table 2.
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Figure 4. Projected stellar obliquity λ vs. planet-to-star mass ratio, for four planet groups. Obliquity results are from RM
measurements. Different colors represent planets with different scaled semi-major axis a/R∗. Giant planet systems with mass
ratio Mp/M∗ over 3× 10−3 (black vertical line) tend to be aligned while small planets have a broad range of λ across mass ratio
between 2× 10−5 and 3× 10−4. The position of TOI-4201b is marked with an black arrow.

B. JOINT-FIT RESULTS

Figure 5 shows the posterior distributions of key parameters in the joint fit. Table 3 summarizes the prior settings
and posteriors of other parameters except for those in Table 1.
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Table 3. Priors and best-fits of other parameters in the joint model. T N (µ, σ2, a, b) represents a truncated normal prior
ranging from a to b.

Parameter Prior Best-fit
Dilution factors
DTESS S06 T N (0.1 , 0.12, 0 , 1) 0.171+0.019

−0.020

DTESS S33 T N (0.1 , 0.12, 0 , 1) 0.142+0.016
−0.015

Dground 0 (Fixed) · · ·
Limb-darkening coefficients
q1,TESS S06 U (0 , 1) 0.08+0.16

−0.08

q2,TESS S06 U (0 , 1) 0.67+0.32
−0.33

q1,TESS S33 U (0 , 1) 0.64+0.22
−0.20

q2,TESS S33 U (0 , 1) 0.15+0.33
−0.14

qLCO,SAAO,g U (0 , 1) 0.76+0.34
−0.32

qLCO,SAAO,i U (0 , 1) 0.31+0.23
−0.18

qLCO,CTIO,g U (0 , 1) 0.73+0.09
−0.11

qLCO,CTIO,i U (0 , 1) 0.29+0.10
−0.11

qMuSCAT,g U (0 , 1) 0.55+0.06
−0.07

qMuSCAT,r U (0 , 1) 0.62+0.03
−0.04

qMuSCAT,z U (0 , 1) 0.33+0.04
−0.05

qSPECULOOS,z U (0 , 1) 0.34+0.05
−0.06

Relative photometric offset
MTESS S06 U (−1 , 1) 0.00013+0.00030

−0.00031

MTESS S33 U (−1 , 1) 0.00021+0.00023
−0.00022

MLCO,SAAO,g U (−1 , 1) 0.00014+0.00226
−0.00219

MLCO,SAAO,i U (−1 , 1) 0.00080+0.00085
−0.00084

MLCO,CTIO,g U (−1 , 1) −0.00039+0.00070
−0.00071

MLCO,CTIO,i U (−1 , 1) −0.00024+0.00054
−0.00051

MMuSCAT,g U (−1 , 1) 0.00492+0.00032
−0.00033

MMuSCAT,r U (−1 , 1) 0.00297+0.00016
−0.00017

MMuSCAT,z U (−1 , 1) 0.00364+0.00014
−0.00013

MSPECULOOS,z U (−1 , 1) −0.00021+0.00021
−0.00020

Photometric jitter
lnσTESS S06 U (−15 , 0) −5.99+0.09

−0.08

lnσTESS S33 U (−15 , 0) −5.59+0.04
−0.03

lnσLCO,SAAO,g U (−15 , 0) −4.73+0.19
−0.16

lnσLCO,SAAO,i U (−15 , 0) −5.27+0.17
−0.16

lnσLCO,CTIO,g U (−15 , 0) −5.77+0.16
−0.14

lnσLCO,CTIO,i U (−15 , 0) −6.16+0.21
−0.15

lnσMuSCAT,g U (−15 , 0) −5.73+0.07
−0.06

lnσMuSCAT,r U (−15 , 0) −6.03+0.05
−0.04

lnσMuSCAT,z U (−15 , 0) −6.29+0.04
−0.04

lnσSPECULOOS,z U (−15 , 0) −5.51+0.04
−0.03

Relative RV offset
µHIRES (m s−1) U (−500 , 500) 3.0+14.3

−13.1

µNEID (m s−1) U (−500 , 500) −288.1+40.6
−40.5

µPFS (m s−1) U (−500 , 500) 44.1+7.6
−7.7

µSPIRou (m s−1) U (−500 , 500) −19.9+12.1
−12.0

µMAROON−X,Blue (m s−1) U (−500 , 500) −1.5+4.4
−4.2

µMAROON−X,Red (m s−1) U (−500 , 500) −4.8+4.2
−3.5

Spectroscopic jitter
lnσHIRES (m s−1) U (−15 , 0) −2.9+0.4

−0.3

lnσNEID (m s−1) U (−15 , 0) −8.3+2.3
−3.5

lnσPFS (m s−1) U (−15 , 0) −3.6+0.4
−0.3

lnσSPIRou (m s−1) U (−15 , 0) −3.0+0.3
−0.2

lnσMAROON−X,Blue (m s−1) U (−15 , 0) −6.8+2.6
−4.8

lnσMAROON−X,Red (m s−1) U (−15 , 0) −10.7+2.6
−4.0
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