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ABSTRACT

We present a detailed model atmosphere analysis of massive white dwarfs with M > 0.9 Mg and
Teg > 11,000 K in the Montreal White Dwarf Database 100 pc sample and the Pan-STARRS footprint.
We obtained follow-up optical spectroscopy of 109 objects with no previous spectral classification in
the literature. Our spectroscopic follow-up is now complete for all 204 objects in the sample. We find
118 normal DA white dwarfs, including 45 massive DAs near the ZZ Ceti instability strip. There are
no normal massive DBs: the six DBs in the sample are strongly magnetic and/or rapidly rotating.
There are 20 massive DQ white dwarfs in our sample, and all are found in the crystallization sequence.
In addition, 66 targets are magnetic (32% of the sample). We use magnetic white dwarf atmosphere
models to constrain the field strength and geometry using offset dipole models. We also use magnetism,
kinematics, and rotation measurements to constrain the fraction of merger remnant candidates among
this population. The merger fraction of this sample increases from 25% for 0.9-1 Mg white dwarfs to
49% for 1.2-1.3 M. However, this fraction is as high as 781'4%% for 1.1-1.2 M, white dwarfs. Previous
works have demonstrated that 5-9% of high-mass white dwarfs stop cooling for ~ 8 Gyr due to the
22Ne distillation process, which leads to an overdensity of Q-branch stars in the solar neighborhood.
We demonstrate that the over-abundance of the merger remnant candidates in our sample is likely due

to the same process.
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1. INTRODUCTION

White dwarfs are the end state for the vast majority of
stars (Fontaine et al. 2001), and studying populations of
white dwarfs can reveal their origins. While we expect
the majority of single white dwarfs to have evolved in
isolation, population synthesis models predict that 10—
30% of single white dwarfs have a binary origin (Tem-
mink et al. 2020). This is consistent with the observed
discrepancies between the binary fractions of the local
white dwarf sample (~25%, Holberg et al. 2016; Toonen
et al. 2017) and their typical A-star progenitors (~45%,
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De Rosa et al. 2014). This discrepancy implies a signifi-
cant fraction of binaries are lost to mergers during their
post-main-sequence evolution.

Observations allow us to constrain the evolutionary
pathways that can produce a single white dwarf from
a binary system. The most common pathway is the
merger of a post-main-sequence and a main-sequence
star, but for white dwarfs with a mass larger than
0.9 Mg, (referred to as massive white dwarfs in this arti-
cle), the dominant channel is the merger of double white
dwarfs. Temmink et al. (2020) estimate that 30-50%
of single massive white dwarfs form through a binary
merger, a fraction that is significantly higher than that
for the more common 0.6 Mg white dwarfs.
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To better understand the overall population of mas-
sive white dwarfs in the solar neighborhood, and specifi-
cally the merger rate among single massive white dwarfs,
we have undertaken a spectroscopic survey of M >
0.9 Mg white dwarfs in the Montreal White Dwarf
Database (MWDD, Dufour et al. 2017) 100 pc sample
and the Pan-STARRS footprint.

The identification of binary merger remnants in the
local white dwarf population is possible, but not triv-
ial. Perhaps the most well known examples of merger
remnants are the hot carbon-dominated atmosphere DQ
white dwarfs with Teg &~ 18,000-24,000 K (Dufour et al.
2008). Hot DQs are massive (M > 0.8 M), and they
have unusual atmospheric composition, high incidence
of magnetism, rapid rotation, and relatively large tan-
gential velocities that are more consistent with a kine-
matically old population. These properties indicate a
merger origin (Dunlap & Clemens 2015; Coutu et al.
2019; Kawka et al. 2023). Warm DQs with Tog ~
10,000 - 18,000 K display many similarities with the hot
DQ population (Coutu et al. 2019; Koester & Kepler
2019). A recent analysis of the DAQ and warm DQ
white dwarfs by Kilic et al. (2024) show that hot and
warm DQs are related and that both populations are
likely white dwarf merger remnants.

Besides hot and warm DQs, other merger products
among the local white dwarf sample can be identified
based on their magnetism, kinematics, or rapid rotation.
Garcia-Berro et al. (2012) demonstrate that the differen-
tially rotating convective outer layers of a double white
dwarf merger remnant can indeed produce a strong mag-
netic field (see also Briggs et al. 2014). However, there
are other explanations for the emergence of magnetic
fields in white dwarfs, including fossil fields and crys-
tallization induced dynamos (Ferrario et al. 2015; Isern
et al. 2017; Schreiber et al. 2021; Ginzburg et al. 2022).
On the other hand, the presence of a strong field in
a relatively hot (young) and massive white dwarf is a
strong indication of a merger origin (Bagnulo & Land-
street 2022).

Cheng et al. (2020) show that binary merger remnants
are expected to have a higher velocity dispersion because
they are older, and use a sample of high mass white
dwarfs identified in Gaia DR2 to estimate a double white
dwarf merger fraction of ~20% among 0.8-1.3 M, white
dwarfs. Merger products are also expected to rotate
rapidly. Schwab (2021) predicts that single white dwarfs
formed from double white dwarf mergers have rotational
periods of ~10 min. Rapid rotation is common among
hot DQ white dwarfs (Williams et al. 2016), and we have
recently seen a surge in the number of rapidly rotating
white dwarfs found with strong magnetic fields and/or
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Figure 1. Color magnitude diagram of the 100 pc Montreal
White Dwarf Database sample in the Pan-STARRS footprint
(gray points) along with the M > 0.9 Mg white dwarfs with
Teg > 11,000 K (blue stars) selected for spectroscopic follow-
up. The green, magenta, and red lines show the evolutionary
sequences for 0.9, 1.1, and 1.3 M white dwarfs for reference.
The solid portions of the sequences represent Teg > 11,000
K, as in our target selection.

with unusual atmospheric compositions (e.g., Pshirkov
et al. 2020; Cailazzo et al. 2021; Kilic et al. 2021; Moss
et al. 2023).

Empirical constraints on the fraction of mergers
among the local white dwarf population are valuable for
understanding the common-envelope evolution and the
contribution of double white dwarfs to the type Ia super-
novae rate (e.g., Cheng et al. 2020). A recent analysis of
the 25 most massive white dwarfs in the 100 pc sample
found that as much as 5679,% of M = 1.3 M white
dwarfs may form through mergers (Kilic et al. 2023b).
This value is higher than the values predicted by the
default binary population synthesis models, and favor
efficient orbital shrinkage during the common envelope
evolution.

Here, we present the results of our spectroscopic sur-
vey of M > 0.9 My white dwarfs in the MWDD 100
pc sample and the Pan-STARRS footprint. We limit
our follow-up to objects with estimated temperatures
higher than 11,000 K so that helium lines can be de-
tected, if present in the atmosphere. Figure 1 shows the
Gaia color magnitude diagram of this sample. We iden-
tify 212 massive white dwarf candidates, 109 of which
lacked spectral classification in the literature.

We discuss the selection criteria for the sample and
the follow-up observations in Section 2, and we present
the model atmosphere analysis in Section 3. In Section
4, we present white dwarfs with photometric variability.



Table 1. Observational properties of our massive white dwarf sample based on Gaia Data Release 3. The full table is
available in the online version of this article.

Object name Gaia ID RA DEC Parallax URA UDEC G Gpp GRrp

() () (mas) (masyr~') (masyr~') (mag) (mag) (mag)
JO006+3104  2861452348130844160 1.65808 31.07098 10.19 £0.06 21.7 —25.8 16.80 16.69 17.00
J0012—0606  2443419990050464128  3.08603 —6.10606 14.62 £0.07 123.5 14.2 16.35 16.31 16.42
J0029+3648 366784816895496064  7.49632 36.80948 17.01 £0.06 90.9 —45.9 16.42 16.31 16.66
J0039—0357 2527618112309283456 9.78326 —3.95607 11.30 £0.22 54.5 —41.8 18.61 18.62 18.67
J0043—1000 2377863773908424448 10.94092 —10.00754 32.12 +0.04 —145.6 —134.9 14.53 14.43 14.70
J0045—2336  2348747743931814656 11.36596 —23.60878 21.17 4+0.07 283.6 —145.4 16.64 16.65 16.64
J0049—2525  2345323551189913600 12.32153 —25.43257 10.03 £0.25 22.5 —28.3 19.03 19.08 19.04
J0050+3138 360858960322547968 12.57920 31.64609 13.27 +0.13 —90.1 —38.7 18.08 18.06 18.17
J0050—0326  2529337507976700928  12.69082 —3.44882 12.58 £0.08 —23.6 —18.3 16.79 16.67 17.01
JO050—2826  2342438501397962112 12.71700 —28.43495 11.07 £0.11 69.3 16.1 17.81 17.86 17.80

We discuss the magnetic objects, kinematics, and the
merger fraction in Section 5, and state our conclusions
in Section 6.

2. SAMPLE SELECTION AND OBSERVATIONS
2.1. Sample Selection

We selected M > 0.9 M, white dwarf candidates from
the MWDD 100 pc sample. We limited our selection
to the Pan-STARRS footprint so that we can take ad-
vantage of the Pan-STARRS grizy photometry in our
model fits. The Montreal database selection is based on
the Gaia Data Release 2, and includes white dwarf can-
didates within 100 pc of the Sun (but allowing for the
error on the parallax measurement) with > 100 signifi-
cant parallax and photometry (Dufour et al. 2017).

We limited our sample to objects with T.g > 11,000
K so that helium lines would be visible, if present in the
atmosphere. This selection results in 212 candidates,
including 13 objects in common with the ultramassive
white dwarf sample presented in Kilic et al. (2023b). We
are missing 12 objects from that sample, either because
they have effective temperatures below our cutoff, or
they are outside of the Pan-STARRS footprint.

We further remove eight objects from our sam-
ple. Two objects, Gaia DR2 161053615673941248
(WDJ044831.34+320652.18) and Gaia DR2
3966679722679277824 (LSPM J1121+41417) are IR-
faint white dwarfs. These objects were originally
included in the sample because of their unusual
blue colors, but they are clearly much cooler than
11,000 K (Bergeron et al. 2022). One object, Gaia
DR2 166587938734739328 (WDJ041642.45+321120.76),
is 1.9 arcsec away from a late type star and is
missing photometry in the redder Pan-STARRS
bands.Three additional DA white dwarfs, Gaia DR2

692134843040270080 (WDJ090734.27+273903.44), Gaia
DR2 4281190419601308672 (WDJ185450.45+041125.90),

and Gaia DR2 2024985481361040384 (WDJ193618.58+-263255.78),

fall  below our mass cut after a de-
tailed model atmosphere analysis (see  be-
low). Finally, Gaia DR2 129352114170007680
(WDJ025431.454-301935.38) and Gaia DR2
1845487489350432128 (WDJ205351.744-270555.07) are
DC white dwarfs where the surface temperature is either
very close to or below our temperature cutoff depending
on the assumed composition (Kilic et al. 2021). Hence,
our final list includes 204 targets. Table 1 presents
the observational properties of our massive white dwarf
sample, including the Gaia source ID, astrometry, and
photometry for each star.

2.2. Spectroscopy

We used five telescopes to obtain follow-up optical
spectroscopy of 109 targets with missing spectral types
in the literature. We used the Apache Point Obser-
vatory (APO) 3.5 m telescope equipped with the Kitt
Peak Ohio State Spectrograph (KOSMOS, Martini et al.
2014) to obtain spectroscopy of the majority of our tar-
gets. We used the blue grism with a 2” slit in the high or
center slit positions, which cover the wavelength ranges
4150-7050 and 3800-6600 A, respectively. We binned
the CCD by 2x2. We started our follow-up program us-
ing the high slit position, but switched to the center slit
soon after to increase the blue coverage of the spectra.
This setup provides spectra with a resolution of 1.4 A
per pixel.

At the Fred Lawrence Whipple Observatory (FLWO)
1.5 m telescope, we used the FAst Spectrograph for the
Tillinghast Telescope (FAST, Fabricant et al. 1998) with
the 300 1 mm~! grating and the 1.5” slit to obtain a
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spectral resolution of 3.6 A over the wavelength range
3500-7400 A.

At the MDM Observatory 2.4 m Hiltner telescope, we
used the Ohio State Multi-Object Spectrograph (OS-
MOS) (Martini et al. 2011) with the Blue VPH grism
and the 1.2” inner slit to obtain a spectral resolution
of 3.3 A over the wavelength range 39756865 A. These
observations were done as part of the MDM OSMOS
queue.

At the 6.5 m Multi-Mirror Telescope (MMT), we ac-
quired a spectrum of J0655+42939 using the Blue Chan-
nel spectrograph (Schmidt et al. 1989) with the 500
I mm~! grating and the 1.25 arcsec slit. This set-up pro-
vided 4.5 A spectral resolution over 3850 < A < 7000 A.

We obtained follow-up optical spectroscopy of 11 tar-
gets using the Gemini North and South 8 m telescopes
equipped with the Gemini Multi-Object Spectrograph
(GMOS) as part of the queue programs GN-2023A-Q-
329 and GS-2023A-Q-328. We observed 10 of these tar-
gets at Gemini South with the B600 grating and a 1”
slit, providing wavelength coverage from 3670 to 6300
A and a resolving power of R = 844. We observed one
target at Gemini North using the B480 grating, which
provides a resolving power of R = 761. We obtained
spectra for several additional targets at the 6.5m Mag-
ellan telescope with the MagE spectrograph. We used
the 0.85"” slit, providing wavelength coverage from about
3400 to 9400 A with a resolving power of R = 4800.

3. MODEL ATMOSPHERE ANALYSIS
3.1. Fitting Method

We use the photometric technique as detailed in Berg-
eron et al. (2019), Genest-Beaulieu & Bergeron (2019),
and Blouin & Dufour (2019). We use the SDSS u (if
available) and Pan-STARRS g¢grizy photometry along
with the Gaia DR3 parallaxes to constrain the effective
temperature and the solid angle, 7(R/D)?, where R is
the radius of the star and D is its distance. We include
Galex photometry, when available, to use as an indi-
cator of the atmospheric composition, but not in the
fits themselves. Since the distance is precisely known
from Gaia parallaxes, we can constrain the radius of the
star directly, and therefore the mass based on the evo-
lutionary models for white dwarfs. Since our sample is
restricted to 100 pc, we ignore reddening.

We convert the observed magnitudes into average
fluxes using the appropriate zero points, and compare
with the average synthetic fluxes calculated from model
atmospheres with the appropriate chemical composi-
tion. A x? value is defined in terms of the difference
between the observed and model fluxes over all band-
passes, properly weighted by the photometric uncertain-
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Figure 2. Model fit to the DA white dwarf J0135+2229.
The top panel shows the best-fitting pure hydrogen (filled
dots) and helium-dominated (open circles) atmosphere white
dwarf models to the photometry (error bars). Gaia Source
ID, object name, and the photometry used in the fitting are
included in this panel. The middle panel shows the predicted
spectrum (red line) in the Ha region based on the pure hy-
drogen atmosphere solution. The bottom panel shows the
entire spectrum. All fits are available in the online version
of this article.

ties, which is then minimized using the nonlinear least-
squares method of Levenberg-Marquardt (Press et al.
1986) to obtain the best fitting parameters. Here we
supplement our model grid with the warm DQ/DAQ
white dwarf models from Blouin & Dufour (2019) and
Kilic et al. (2024). We also rely on the evolutionary
models described in Bédard et al. (2020) with CO cores,
q(He) = log Myg./M, = 1072, ¢(H) = 10~% and 1071,
which are representative of H- and He-atmosphere white
dwarfs, respectively.

3.2. Summary of the Spectroscopic Survey

Our follow-up spectroscopy observations show that
there are 170 DA white dwarfs in our sample, includ-



Table 2. The physical parameters for massive white dwarfs with M > 0.9 Mg and Teg > 11,000 K
in the 100 pc MWDD sample and the Pan-STARRS footprint. The full table is available in the online
version of this article.

Object name Composition Spectral Type Ter Mass Cooling Age  Merger
(K) (Mo) (Gyr) Evidence
J0006+3104 H DC 25442 +522 1.138 +0.010 0.20 £0.01 MR
J0012—0606 H DA 13730 £119  0.902 £0.006 0.55 £0.01
J0029+-3648 H DA 25858 +313  1.284 +0.004 0.42 £0.02
J0039—-0357 H DA 11871 £214 1.271 £+0.009 2.09 +0.06
J0043—1000 log(H/He)=-2.00 DBAH 18381 £371 1.077 £0.014 0.43 £0.03 MR
J0045—2336 log(H/He)=—4.00 DQ 11540 £43  1.126 +0.004 1.80 £0.02 AV
J0049—2525 H DA 13018 +£460 1.312 £0.010 1.72 +0.10
J0050+4-3138  log(H/He)=-—3.00 He-DA 12519 £221 1.215 4+0.009 1.67 £0.05
J0050—0326 H DC 23916 +355 1.213 +0.006 0.33 £0.02 MR
J0050—2826 H DA 11320 155 1.061 4+0.011 1.72 £0.08

NoTE—Merger Evidence: A = Atmospheric composition, M = Magnetism, R = Rapid rotation, V = (large

tangential) Velocity.

ing two He-DAs, and 50 objects that are either con-
firmed or suspected to be magnetic. The He-DA spectral
type represents the two DAs that show relatively weak
Balmer lines for their effective temperatures that are
best explained by helium-dominated atmospheres (see
also Rolland et al. 2018). There are only 6 massive DB
white dwarfs, but none are normal: one is a rapidly ro-
tating DBA (Pshirkov et al. 2020) and five are magnetic.
There are 8 DC white dwarfs; given their effective tem-
peratures above 11,000 K, those must be strongly mag-
netic so that their absorption features are shifted and
distorted to the point where the spectrum becomes es-
sentially a featureless continuum. The remaining 20 tar-
gets in our sample have C-rich atmospheres. There are
14 warm DQ/DQA, 5 DAQ white dwarfs, and 1 hot DQ.
Table 2 presents the spectral types and the best-fitting
model parameters, including the effective temperature,
mass, and the cooling age (assuming CO cores) for each
target, which we now discuss in turn.

3.3. DA White Dwarfs

The majority of the massive white dwarfs in the solar
neighborhood are DA white dwarfs. Figure 2 shows the
model fits for one of these targets. The top panel shows
the predicted fluxes from the best-fitting pure hydro-
gen (filled dots) and helium-dominated (open circles)
atmosphere models. The latter include trace amounts
of hydrogen, since the split in the Gaia white dwarf
sequence requires the presence of hydrogen or other
electron donors in helium dominated atmosphere white
dwarfs (Bergeron et al. 2019; Blouin et al. 2023a,b;
Camisassa et al. 2023). The black error bars show the

SDSS u and Pan-STARRS grizy photometry, and the
red show Galex FUV and NUV photometry. We label
the Gaia DR3 source ID, object name, and the photom-
etry used in the fitting, also in this panel. The middle
panel highlights the Ha region of the spectrum with the
predicted spectrum based on the pure hydrogen solution.
The bottom panel shows the entire spectrum available
for this source.

J0135+2229 is a relatively warm DA with several
Balmer lines visible in its APO spectrum, and a sig-
nificant Balmer jump also visible between its UV and
optical photometry. J0135+2229 has GALEX FUV
and NUV (red error bars) photometry available. Note
that the UV photometry is not used in the model
fits, but it is extremely valuable for discerning the at-
mospheric composition. The ugrizy photometry and
Gaia DR3 parallax indicate a pure H atmosphere with
Teg = 14,299 £ 208 K and M = 0.904 +0.011 M. The
predicted Ha line profile for these parameters provide
an excellent match to the observed spectrum, indicating
that this is a pure hydrogen atmosphere white dwarf.

The fits shown in Figure 2 are representative of the
entire DA white dwarf population in our sample. Be-
cause our sample is restricted to Teg > 11,000 K, all of
the DA white dwarfs show relatively strong Balmer lines
and the Balmer jump (if the SDSS w-band or GALEX
UV photometry is available). The UV photometry is
generally consistent with the pure hydrogen atmosphere
model predictions for the DA white dwarfs in our sam-
ple (see for example Figure 2 in Wall et al. 2023). How-
ever, the FUV photometry is brighter than expected for
JO0135+2229. The source of this discrepancy is unclear,
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Figure 3. Model fits to the two He-rich DA white dwarfs in our sample. The top panels show the best-fitting pure hydrogen
(filled dots) and mixed helium/hydrogen (open circles) atmosphere white dwarf models to the photometry (error bars). The
middle panels compare the observed Hf line profiles with those predicted from the mixed atmosphere solutions (red line). The

bottom panels show the entire spectral range of our observations.

though there are two FUV measurements available in
the GALEX database, and they also differ from each
other at the 20 level.

3.4. He-DA White Dwarfs

There are two DA white dwarfs in our sample where
the Balmer lines are significantly weaker than expected
for pure H atmosphere white dwarfs. Figure 3 shows
the model fits for these two stars. For J0050+3138
(left panels), the pure H atmosphere solution requires
a surface temperature around 16,000 K. However, the
observed spectral energy distribution, especially in the
Galex FUV and NUV bands, is incompatible with that
solution, and instead favors a helium-dominated atmo-
sphere. Both the optical and UV photometry and the
observed Balmer line profiles for JO050+3138 can be ex-
plained by a mixed atmosphere model with log H/He =
-3, Tog = 12,519 £ 221 K, and M = 1.215£0.009 M.
The middle panel in Figure 3 shows that this model pro-
vides an excellent match to the Hg line profile, which is
also asymmetric. Such asymmetric hydrogen absorption

features are seen in other He-DA white dwarfs as well
(Caron et al. 2023). Hydrogen lines in these stars are
heavily broadened through van der Waals interactions
in helium dominated atmospheres.

UV photometry for J0317—2916 (right panels) is un-
available. Even though we cannot clearly distinguish be-
tween the pure H and mixed H/He atmosphere solutions
based on the available photometry, the observed spec-
trum is very similar to J005043138 (left panels). The
relatively weak Ha and Hf lines and the asymmetry of
the Hf line (middle panel) all point to a mixed composi-
tion. A model with log H/He = —3, Teg = 11, 165 + 346
K and M = 1.156 £ 0.020 My provides an excellent
match to the observed spectral energy distribution of
J0317—-2916.

3.5. Magnetic White Dwarfs

There are 50 DA and 5 DB white dwarfs in our sam-
ple that are either confirmed or suspected to be mag-
netic, plus 3 magnetic DQs, and 8 magnetic DCs. We
model the magnetic DAH and DBH white dwarfs using
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Figure 4. Example model fits to three of the magnetic DA white dwarfs in our sample. Top row: results from our photometric

fits, which we use to constrain the effective temperature and surface gravity of each object.
spectroscopic fits, and the parameters for the best-fitting offset dipole models.

Middle row: results from the
Bottom row: The full, available spectrum.

Model fits for all magnetic white dwarfs are available in the online version of this article.

a theoretical approach similar to that described in Moss
et al. (2024) where the total line opacity is calculated
as the sum of the individual Stark-broadened Zeeman
components. We use the line displacements and oscilla-
tor strengths of the Zeeman components of Ha through
Hé and the neutral He lines kindly provided to us by
S. Jordan (see also Hardy et al. 2023). For both H and
He lines, the total line opacity is normalized to that
resulting from the zero-field solution. The specific in-
tensities at the surface, I(v, u, 7, = 0), are obtained by
solving the radiative transfer equation for various field
strengths and values of p (1 = cos @, where 6 is the angle
between the angle of propagation of light and the normal
to the surface of the star). The details of these magnetic
models are further discussed in Moss et al. (2024).

We created a model grid of magnetic spectra for each
object using offset dipole models and the effective tem-
perature and surface gravity obtained from the photo-
metric method. These grids sample three parameters:
the magnetic dipole field strength (By), the inclination
between the line of sight and the dipole axis (i), and
the dipole offset (a., in stellar radii). We used sepa-
rate grids for magnetic DA and DB white dwarfs. Using
this method, we are able to find excellent solutions for
DA white dwarfs with B < 100 MG. Above this limit
the spectra become mostly featureless, or the observed
absorption features are relatively broad, making it dif-

ficult to find a unique field geometry. Without spec-
tropolarimetry, we are therefore limited in our ability to
constrain the strengths of the largest fields observed in
white dwarfs.

Figure 4 shows our best photometric and spectro-
scopic fits to three of the DAH white dwarfs in our sam-
ple, all with B < 100 MG. The Zeeman split Ho and Hf
lines are clearly visible for J0150+2835 and J0547—1250
(left and middle panels). Our magnetic DA model fits
produce excellent solutions for both objects, constrain-
ing the field strength to 8 and 21 MG, respectively. For
J015142435 (right panels), the absorption features are
more complex. However, thanks to the UV photometry
from Galex, the photometric fit clearly favors a pure hy-
drogen solution, and our magnetic model fits under the
assumption of a pure hydrogen atmosphere provide an
excellent match to the observed spectrum for a dipole
field strength of 60 MG.

A significant fraction of magnetic white dwarfs are
variable on a short time scale (Brinkworth et al. 2013;
Moss et al. 2023), and therefore our spectra most likely
represent the average of the magnetic field distribution
across the entire surface. It is beyond the scope of this
paper to obtain phase resolved spectroscopy, and our
field strength estimates are likely a proxy for the overall



Table 3. Results from the model fits to the magnetic white dwarfs in our sample.
We present the results from both our offset dipole fits (Bg,,a.) and the literature
(Ba,Lit), if available.

Object name  Spectral Type By Ba,rit i a, Reference
MG) (MG)  (°)  (R.)

J0043—1000 DBAH 34 39 60 0.19 Hardy et al. (2023)

J0118—0156 DAH cee

J0150+2835 DAH 8 60 0.30

J0151+2435 DAH 60 45 0.10

J0211+2115 DAH 207 166 45 0.40 Kiilebi et al. (2009)

J0216+3541 DBAH 235 30 —0.30

J0230-+3842 DAH 65 30 0.30

J0249—1831 DAH 30 15 0.30

J0256—1515 DAH 45 45 0.30

J0257+0308 DAH 65 60 0.30

J0319+4628 DAH 189 60 0.36

J0326+1331 DAH 4 15 0.30

J0507+2645 DAH 5 60 0.30

J0547—1250 DAH 21 60 0.30

J0547+1501 DAH 8 60 0.30

J0601+3726 DAH 3.4 2.3 60 0.30 Hardy et al. (2023)

J0602+4652 DQH? L

JO607+3415 DAH 3.2 45 0.30

J0625+1902 DAH 168 30 0.34

J0705—2046 DAH 30 45 0.30

J0803+1229 DAH 35 39 15 0.30 Hardy et al. (2023)

J0842—0222 DAH? s

J0851+1201 DAH 1.8 2 60 0.30 Hardy et al. (2023)

J0951—1517 DAH 382 45 0.30

J1014—0417 DAH 2 cee 60 0.30

J1034+0327 DAH 13 13.3 75 0.30 Amorim et al. (2023)

J1046—0518 DBH 820 Schmidt et al. (2001)

J1054+5523 DAH: 0.2 30 0.30

J1105+5225 DAH? cee

J1107+8122 DAH 30 45 0.30

J1214—1724 DBH 62 15 0.35

J1217+0828 DAH 3.2 3.5 60 0.30 Hardy et al. (2023)

J1333+6406 DAH 13 13 75 0.30 Hardy et al. (2023)

J1339—-0713 DAH 30 45 0.30

J1440—1951 DAH? L

J1459—-0411 DAH 52 30 0.30

J1543+3021 DAH 160 15 0.30

J1548+2451 DAH 6.4 7 60 0.20 Hardy et al. (2023)

J1621+0432 DAH cee

J1630+2724 DAH 35 35.6 45 0.30 Amorim et al. (2023)

J1659+4401 DAH 3.8 4 60 0.30 Hardy et al. (2023)

J1707+3532 DAH 2.8 2 60 0.30 Hardy et al. (2023)

J1719—1446 DAH?

J1723+0836 DAH 44 15 0.15

J1849+6458 DQH?

J1900+7039 DAP 164 320 15 0.20 Angel et al. (1985)

J1901+1458 DAH 600-900 Caiazzo et al. (2021)

J1924—-2913 DAH 30 30 0.00

J2012+3113 DBP 520 cee Berdyugin & Piirola (1999)

J2035—1835 DAH 104 15 —0.10

J2100+5142 DAH 60 15 0.10

J2111+1102 DAH 3.6 2.8 60 0.30 Amorim et al. (2023)

J2148—1629 DAH 3.2 75 0.30

J2204+2543 DAH cee

J2221+4406 DAH 11 45 0.30

J2255+0710 DAH 230 0 0.21

J22574+0755 DAH 8.8 16 0 0.10 Kiilebi et al. (2009)




magnetic field strength of each star. It is also possible
that we are missing additional magnetic white dwarfs
with lower field strengths, as low resolution spectroscopy
is insensitive to fields smaller than about 100 kG in mas-
sive DA white dwarfs (see for example Kilic et al. 2015).

Table 3 shows the results from our analysis of the mag-
netic DAH and DBH white dwarfs in the sample. In ad-
dition to the dipole field strength (By), the inclination
(7), and the offset (a,) from our best-fitting models, we
also provide the dipole field strength as reported in the
literature for the same stars. We do not report model fits
to stars where the spectra are almost featureless, since
we do not trust the constraints based on the relatively
broad and shallow features observed in these stars.

There are several magnetic white dwarfs that require
further work to get a better fit to their spectra. The
first one, JO043—1000, is the well-known patchy atmo-
sphere DBAH white dwarf Feige 7 (Liebert et al. 1977;
Achilleos et al. 1992) where variable surface abundances
of hydrogen and helium are observed as the star rotates.
J0216+4-3541 is similar, as it also shows both hydrogen
and helium features. While we assign a helium compo-
sition to J1046—0518 and J2012+3133, we suspect that
they also have patchy atmospheres. For J0602+4652
and J1849+6458 it is impossible to match the observed
features using the pure hydrogen or the helium solution,
so we suggest that these objects are potentially mag-
netic DQ white dwarfs. We plan on investigating these
objects in future work.

Eighteen targets have a field measurement in the lit-
erature (Hardy et al. 2023; Kiilebi et al. 2009; Caiazzo
et al. 2021; Schmidt et al. 2001; Angel et al. 1985;
Berdyugin & Piirola 1999; Amorim et al. 2023). Our
results are remarkably similar to the overall literature
values. The largest difference is for J225740755, where
our model fit indicates an 8.8 MG field, whereas Kiilebi
et al. (2009) obtained 17.39 MG for the same star. How-
ever, they obtained an inclination angle of 74.9°and an
offset of 0.15. It is likely that due to the large degenera-
cies in spectral fitting of magnetic white dwarfs, we can
achieve excellent spectral fits even with different param-
eters.

Interestingly, none of our magnetic model fits require
a negative dipole offset (a, < 0). In fact, the majority of
our targets are best-explained with offset dipoles with
a, = +0.3. This is similar to the results from Hardy
et al. (2023), who found a positive offset for 131 of the
140 magnetic white dwarfs with good solutions. In their
sample, 97 of the 140 objects have a, > +0.25. It is not
clear why this offset is generally positive. One possibility
is that positive a, makes the central m component ap-
pear deeper/stronger than the split o components (see
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Figure 4 in Bergeron et al. 1992), which may make it
easier to identify the shifted features in magnetic white
dwarfs in the presence of noise. However, a more likely
explanation is that these are not simple offset dipoles,
and that the models we use only serve as a proxy to the
true field geometry. More work is required for under-
standing the source of this bias in a,.

3.6. DC White Dwarfs

There are 8 DC white dwarfs in our sample with fea-
tureless optical spectra. These objects are JO006+3104,
J0050—-0326, J0327+2227, JO707+5611, JOT18+3731,
J1010—2427, J1537+8419, and J2026+41848. They
have best-fitting Teg > 14,000 K, regardless of their
atmospheric composition (pure hydrogen or helium-
dominated atmospheres). Hence, the only way for
these stars to have a featureless spectrum is if they are
strongly magnetic: their absorption features are shifted
and spread out beyond recognition.

More importantly, five of these objects also
show photometric variability due to rapid rota-
tion in the Transiting Exoplanet Survey Satellite
(TESS) or the Zwicky Transient Facility (ZTF) data.
J0006+3104, J0O050—0326, J0327+2227, JO7T07+5611,
and JO718+3731 show significant photometric variations
with periods of 23.15, 40.31, 58.6, 63, and 11.27 min, re-
spectively (see below). Such rotation periods are com-
mon among magnetic white dwarfs (Kawka 2020), and
the variability is likely due to changes in the magnetic
field structure and/or an inhomogeneous atmosphere
(Moss et al. 2023, 2024).

3.7. Warm DQs

The most common DQ white dwarfs in the solar neigh-
borhood are cool DQs with temperatures below 10,000
K. The trace amounts of carbon seen in these stars is
well explained by the convective dredge-up of carbon
from the deep interior in helium dominated atmospheres
(Pelletier et al. 1986; Bédard et al. 2022). Blouin et al.
(2023a,b) show that carbon dredge-up is ubiquitous in
hydrogen-deficient white dwarfs, and that dredge-up of
optically undetectable traces of carbon is crucial for ex-
plaining the bifurcation seen in the Gaia H-R diagram.

Hot and warm DQs are remarkably different than the
cool DQs (Dufour et al. 2008). Hot DQs with Teg =~
18,000-24,000 K and warm DQs with Tog ~ 11,000—
18,000 K are massive, they have unusually C-rich or C-
dominated atmospheres, have large tangential velocities,
and some show evidence of rapid rotation, or magnetism
(Koester & Kepler 2019; Coutu et al. 2019; Kawka et al.
2023). These properties all point to a common origin in
white dwarf mergers (Dunlap & Clemens 2015).
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We identify 20 DQ white dwarfs (including the two
magnetic DQH candidates discussed above) in our sur-
vey, 12 of which are new discoveries. There is only 1
hot DQ known in this sample, J1819—1208 (Kilic et al.
2023b). Hence, our survey has more than doubled the
sample of warm DQs within 100 pc. In addition, there
was only 1 DAQ white dwarf known prior to this work,
J0551+4135 (Hollands et al. 2020). We identified four
additional DAQ white dwarfs within 100 pc, three of
which are presented in a separate publication by Kilic
et al. (2024).

The last DAQ to be identified is J06554-2939, which
provides an interesting story. JO655+2939 was classified
as a DA white dwarf by Kilic et al. (2020) based on a rel-
atively noisy spectrum that clearly showed Balmer lines.
Wall et al. (2023) compared the best-fitting parameters
for DA white dwarfs derived from optical only and opti-
cal + UV data, and identified five outliers in the 100 pc
sample, including J0655+2939 (see their Figure 2). The
other four outliers are either magnetic or have mixed
atmospheres. J0655+2939 is more than a factor of two
fainter than expected in the FUV band assuming a pure
H atmosphere composition. Wall et al. (2023) further
investigated this object by obtaining a new spectrum at
the APO 3.5m telescope, and confirmed the DA spectral
type. They concluded that the source of the FUV flux
discrepancy is unclear. Looking at this relatively noisy
spectrum shown in their Figure 3, we noticed that there
may be weak C features near HS. This prompted us
to observe J065542939 once more, but at a bigger tele-
scope. We were able to obtain a better quality spectrum
at the 6.5m MMT in 2024 May using the same setup as
described in Section 2.2.

Figure 5 presents the MMT spectrum of J0655+2939
along with our model atmosphere fits. There is a sim-
ple explanation for the discrepant GALEX FUV pho-
tometry; J0655+2939 is a DAQ white dwarf with a hy-
drogen + carbon atmosphere. The best-fitting DAQ
model has log C/H = —0.40, Tg = 17020 £ 412 K, and
M = 1.189 £ 0.009 M. This model provides a much
better fit to the entire spectral energy distribution, in-
cluding the FUV photometry.

Kilic et al. (2024) demonstrated that there is a range
of hydrogen abundances among the warm DQ popula-
tion, and the distinction between DAQ and warm DQ
white dwarfs is artificial. The DAQs simply represent
the most hydrogen rich stars among the warm DQ pop-
ulation, but otherwise they belong to the same popula-
tion. In fact, most warm DQs do show hydrogen lines
in their spectra (Koester & Kepler 2019; Coutu et al.
2019).
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Figure 5. Model atmosphere fits to the MMT spectum
of the newly discovered DAQ J0655+2939. The top panel
shows the photometric fit, and the bottom panel shows the
spectroscopic fit.

For the model atmosphere analysis of warm DQs, we
rely on a distinct model atmosphere grid based on the
calculations of Blouin & Dufour (2019). The model grid
covers the range T = 10,000 K (500 K) 16,000 K,
logg = 7.0 (0.5) 9.0, logHe/H = 1.0 (1.0) 4.0, and
logC/He = —5.0 (0.5) 1.0. We also rely on the evo-
lutionary models described in Bédard et al. (2020) with
CO cores, g(He) = 1072 and ¢(H) = 107!, which are
representative of He-atmosphere (or thin H-atmosphere)
white dwarfs.

Koester & Kepler (2019), Hollands et al. (2020), and
Kilic et al. (2024) discuss in detail the issues with the
atomic data for carbon. We exclude the carbon lines
with quality flags D and E in the NIST database, and
the two absorption features in the models near 5268 and
5668 A from our fits, as the latter are not observed. In
addition, Kilic et al. (2024) show that the helium abun-
dance is unconstrained in warm DQs, and that atmo-
sphere models with no helium result in model fits that
are just as good as the atmosphere models including he-
lium. Because we do not observe a He line at 5876 A
in warm DQs, we can only set an upper limit on the He
abundance. For this analysis, we adopt a grid with a
fixed value of log C/He = 0, and then fit for H/He (or
H/C if a helium-poor composition is assumed) to match
Ha. This method enables us to constrain the hydrogen
abundance using spectroscopic observations.

We show representative fits to three warm DQs in
Figure 6, including a DQ (left), a DQA (middle), and
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Figure 6. Example model atmosphere fits for a warm DQ (left), a DQA (middle), and a magnetic DQH (right panels). The
top and middle panels show the photometric and the spectroscopic fits, respectively. The blue lines in the middle panels mark
the locations of the Ha, HS, and the He I A5876 A. Model fits for all warm DQs are available in the online version of this article.

a magnetic DQH (right panels). For the DQ and the
DQA, we assume equal amounts of C and He in the at-
mosphere. The blue lines mark the locations of the He,
Hp3, and the He I A5876 A features. Our model fits indi-
cate that J1925—0346 and J201144910 are warm DQs
with M = 1.13-1.15 Mg and log H/He ~ —2. The for-
mer is slightly more hydrogen rich, which depicts itself
as a stronger Ha feature, hence the DQA classification.
We classify J201144910 as a DQ rather than a DQA
because of its very weak Ha line, whereas the DQAs
clearly show He in their spectra.

The parameters of the magnetic DQ J1758+5906
shown in the right panel are outside of our model grid
for DQA white dwarfs. Hence, we used the DAQ model
grid to fit this object. Since these models are not mag-
netic, the model fit to the J1758+5906 is not perfect,
but it provides a decent match to the overall C features,
indicating that this is a C-dominated atmosphere white
dwarf with a temperature above 17,000 K, hence very
close to the artificial separation between the hot and
warm DQ white dwarfs.

We do not have an optical spectrum of the DQ white
dwarf J0045—2336 (G268-40, Koester et al. 1982) avail-
able. We assume the same composition as the other
warm DQs in our sample, log C/He = 0, and adopt a
grid with the smallest trace of hydrogen, which result in
the best-fitting parameters of Teg = 11,540 £+ 43 K and
M =1.126 +0.004 M, for J0O045—2336. These parame-

ters should be used with caution. We provide the model
fits for all other DQ and DQA white dwarfs in the online
version of this article, but we adopt the parameters of
the hot DQ and the 4 of the DAQs in our sample from
Kilic et al. (2023b) and Kilic et al. (2024), respectively
as they use better optical spectra for these objects.

4. PHOTOMETRIC VARIABILITY
4.1. Rotation Periods

To search for photometric variability among our mas-
sive white dwarf sample, we checked both the Transiting
Exoplanet Survey Satellite (TESS) 20 s and 2 min ca-
dence data, and the Zwicky Transient Facility (ZTF)
data for each object. Table 4 presents the photometric
periods for our targets from TESS, ZTF, and the lit-
erature. We exclude previously known pulsating DAV
white dwarfs from this list, as they are discussed below.

Eight of our targets have rotation periods reported
in the literature with periods ranging from 5.9 to 131.6
min. These include 2 DAH, 2 DAQ, 1 DBA, 1 DBAH,
1 DC (which has to be magnetic, given its effective
temperature), and 1 DA. Interestingly, all but one of
these objects with previous rotation measurements are
either magnetic or have unusual atmospheric composi-
tion. Note that even though DBA white dwarfs are
common among the DB white dwarf population, DB
white dwarfs themselves are unusually rare among mas-
sive white dwarfs. The DA white dwarf J1529+2928 is
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Table 4. Photometric rotation periods for our tar-
gets from TESS, ZTF, and the literature.

Table 5. Previously known pulsating white dwarfs and NOVs (Not
Observed to Vary) in our sample.

Object Spectral ~ Period Source Pulsators Reference NOVs Reference

Type (min) J0049—2525  Kilic et al. (2023a)  J0135+5722

J0204+4-8713  Vincent et al. (2020) J0234—0511 Gianninas et al. (2011)

Vincent et al. (2020)

J0006+3104 DC 23.15 TESS

J0043—1000 DBAH 131.6 Licbert et al. (1977) J0448—1053 Romero et al. (2022)  J0347—1802 Guidry et al. (2021)
J0050—0326 DC 40.31 TESS J055144135  Vincent et al. (2020) J0408+2323 Vincent et al. (2020)
JO118—0156 DAH 54.69 TESS J0856+4-6206  Vincent et al. (2020)  J0538+3212 Vincent et al. (2020)
J0256—1515 DAH 29.16 TESS J1106+41802  Guidry et al. (2021)  J0634+3848 Vincent et al. (2020)
J032742227 DC 58.6 7ZTF J16594+-6610 Hermes et al. (2013)  J0657+7341 Vincent et al. (2020)
JOT7074+5611 DC 63 Kilic et al. (2023b) J181244321 Romero et al. (2022) J1140+4-2322 Kilic et al. (2023b)
JO718+43731 DC 11.27 TESS J12434-4805 Vincent et al. (2020)
J0831—-2231  DAQ 10.7 Kilic et al. (2024) J162642533  Vincent et al. (2020)
J115443650 DA 35.6 7ZTF J16554-2533 Curd et al. (2017)
J1214—1724 DBH 107.36 TESS J18134-4427 Vincent et al. (2020)
J1529+4-2928 DA 38 Kilic et al. (2015) J1910+7334  Vincent et al. (2020)
J1543+3021 DAH 78.33 TESS J19284-1526 Vincent et al. (2020)
J1659-+4401 DAH 42.24 TESS NoTE—Guidry et al. (2021) detected long term variability in J0347—1802 from
J170743532 DAH 34.72 ZTF transiting debris, but no pulsations.

J1719—1446 DAH? 5.5 ZTF

J1832+40856 DBA 5.9 Pshirkov et al. (2020)

J1901+4-1458 DAH 6.9 Caiazzo et al. (2021)

J2100+5142 DAH 149.1 ZTF

J220442543 - DAH - 415.22 o TESS period measured from the TESS data. We adopt the
J225740755 DAH 22.8 Williams et al. (2022) A .

J2340-1819  DAQ 19.1 Kilic et al. (2024) TESS value as the true period for those objects.

NoTE—All five DCs in this table are warmer than 11000 K
regardless of their atmospheric composition. Hence, they
must be strongly magnetic.

the only ‘normal’ white dwarf in this sample that shows
photometric variability with a period of 38 min. Even
though J1529+2928 is near the ZZ Ceti instability strip,
the observed period is too long to be due to pulsations,
and it is clearly due to spots in this otherwise normal
white dwarf (Kilic et al. 2015).

We identify 14 additional photometrically variable
systems using TESS and ZTF. Figure 7 shows the light
curves, Lomb-Scargle periodograms, and phase folded
light curves for these targets. In TESS, we searched for
periods ranging from 1 to 684 min using the 20 s ca-
dence data, and 5 to 684 min using the 2 min cadence
data. In ZTF, we searched for periods ranging from 3
to 684 min. With TESS short cadence data, we found
8 objects with periods ranging from 11 to 107 min, and
one more longer period system, J2204+2543, which has
a rotation period of 415.22 minutes (=7 hours). With
ZTF, we identified five additional variable targets with
periods ranging from 5.5 to 149 min. Four objects show
clear variations in both TESS and ZTF data. In all
four cases, due to worse aliasing in ground-based obser-
vations, the ZTF data favor the first harmonic of the

Out of the 22 objects shown in Table 4, 20 are either
magnetic or have unusual atmospheric composition, and
the remaining 2 are DA white dwarfs. J1529+2928 is
discussed above. The remaining DA, J11544-3650 has
Teg = 26,115 +£ 411 K and M = 1.251 £ 0.006 M),
and it shows significant variability at a period of about
35.6 min. It is clearly outside of the ZZ Ceti instability
strip. Hence, the variability in J11544-3650 and the rest
of the objects in this table (and Figure 7) are clearly
due to rotation. J1154+3650 appears to be a spotted
DA white dwarf just like J1529+2928, where the vari-
ability is likely caused by the rotation of a star with a
relatively weak magnetic field (B < 100 kG) and/or an
inhomogeneous atmosphere.

Short rotation periods can indicate a merger origin.
Hermes et al. (2017) found that white dwarfs with
masses 0.51 < M/Mg < 0.73 have an average rotation
period of 35 hours. These average-mass white dwarfs
likely formed via single star evolution. On the other
hand, Schwab (2021) predicts merger products from two
CO white dwarfs to have a rotation period as short as
10-20 minutes. Magnetic white dwarfs tend to have
higher masses (~0.8 M, Ferrario et al. 2015) than non-
magnetic objects, as well as shorter rotation periods (~
less than 10 hours, Kawka 2020). Magnetism in rela-
tively hot (young) and massive white dwarfs is therefore
a strong indicator of a merger origin (Bagnulo & Land-
street 2022). All of the objects shown in Table 4 have
rotation periods less than 8 h. Hence, these relatively
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Figure 7. Light curves (top panels), Lomb-Scargle periodograms (middle panels), and phase-folded light curves based on the
highest peak in the periodograms (bottom panels) for 15 newly identified variable white dwarfs using the TESS 20 s or 2 min
cadence data and ZTF photometry. TESS light curves for 10 stars are shown first, followed by 5 targets with ZTF data. Red
data points in the TESS frames represent the original data binned by 100, whereas the green, red, and yellow symbols in the
ZTF panels show the g-, r-, and i-band photometry. The dashed line is the 1% false-alarm probability rate, and the dotted line
is the 5% false-alarm probability rate.
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Figure 8. APO time-series photometry of J02044-8713 (top
panel) and its Fourier transform (bottom panel). The dotted
and dashed lines show the 3(A) and 4(A) levels.

hot, young, and restless stars are consistent with being
white dwarf merger remnants (see Sec.5.1).

4.2. Pulsating White Dwarfs

Several objects in our sample have time-series photom-
etry reported in the literature and have either been con-
firmed as pulsators or reported as an NOV (not observed
to vary). Table 5 presents the list of eight previously
known pulsating massive white dwarfs and 14 NOVs in
this sample. All but one of these pulsators had spec-
tral classification available in the literature. J0204+8713
was previously classified as a pulsating ZZ Ceti based on
the detection of a single mode at 330 s (Vincent et al.
2020), but there was no spectroscopy available. Our
follow-up spectroscopy confirms that J02044-8713 is in-
deed a massive DA white dwarf.

In addition, to confirm that the variability is due
to pulsations, we acquired high-speed photometry of
J0204+8713 using the APO 3.5m telescope with the Ag-
ile frame transfer camera (Mukadam et al. 2011) and the
BG40 filter on UT 2023 April 15. We obtained back-to-
back exposures of 10s over 2.1 hours. We binned the
CCD by 2x2, which resulted in a plate scale of 0.258”
per pixel. Figure 8 shows the APO light curve for
J0204+8713 along with its Fourier transform. We de-
tect two significant modes at frequencies of 245.0 and
253.5 cycles d~! with amplitudes of 5 mma, confirming
that the variability is due to pulsations, and not rota-
tion.

Figure 9 shows the masses and effective temperatures
for our massive DA white dwarf sample along with
the ZZ Ceti white dwarfs from Vincent et al. (2020).
There are 45 DAs within or near the boundaries of the
77 Ceti instability strip, including the spotted white
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Table 6. DA white dwarfs in our sample
that are in/near the ZZ Ceti instability
strip with no time-series follow up.

Object Name

J0039—-0357  J0949—-0730  J1656+5719
J0050—-2826  J0950—2841 J17224-3958
J0127—-2436  J10524-1610  J1819+1225
J0154+4-4700  J1107+40405  J1929—2926
J0158—-2503  J1342—-1413  J2026—2254
JO712—1815  J1451-2502  J21074-7831
J0725+4-0411 J15524-0039  J2208+4-2059
J0912—2642

dwarf J15294-2928 discussed above, and the eight pul-
sators and 14 NOVs presented in Table 5. The most
massive pulsating white dwarf known is J0049—2525.
J0959—1828 is also close in mass, and potentially vari-
able, but previous observations were inconclusive (Kilic

et al. 2023a,b).

Interestingly, there are 22 ZZ Ceti candidates with
no time-series follow-up as of yet. Table 6 provides
a list of these massive ZZ Ceti candidates. Four of
these objects have M > 1.2 Mg under the assump-
tion of CO cores. These objects are J0039—0357 (Gaia
DR3 2527618112309283456) with To¢ = 11,871 4+ 214
K and M = 1.271 + 0.009 My, J0127—2436 (Gaia
DR3 5040290528701395456) with Tog = 11,236 4+ 214
K and M = 1.284 £+ 0.009 Mg, J0912—2642 (Gaia DR3
5649808720867457664) with Tog = 12,973 + 115 K and
M = 1.262 £+ 0.002 Mg, and J15524-0039 (Gaia DR3
4410623858974488832) with Tog = 13,508 + 233 K and
M =1.2454+0.011 M.

In addition, there are several NOVs from Vincent et al.
(2020) that fall right in the middle of the ZZ Ceti strip;
one of the most interesting is J0135+5722 (Gaia DR3
412839403319209600) with Teg = 12,415 + 87 K and
M = 1.153 £ 0.004 Mg. Vincent et al. (2020) did not
detect any significant variations in this star at the 7.8%
level, hence low level variability could easily be missed
in those initial observations. In fact, preliminary ob-
servations of this target at the APO 3.5m reveal signif-
icant variability at the 10 mma (1%) level in a single
mode at 2.6 min period. However, additional observa-
tions are needed to confirm and constrain multi-mode
pulsations in this object. Follow-up time-series observa-
tions of these candidates would be invaluable in finding
additional massive pulsating white dwarfs, and probe
their interiors through asteroseismology.

5. DISCUSSION
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Figure 9. Masses and effective temperatures for our massive DA white dwarf sample along with the previously known ZZ Ceti
white dwarfs (green diamonds) from Vincent et al. (2020). The blue and red lines show the empirical boundaries of the ZZ Ceti
instability strip from the same work. Magenta diamonds and blue triangles mark the massive DAVs and NOVs, respectively.
J0959—1828 and J0135+45722 are potential variable white dwarfs marked by yellow pentagons, and objects in the sample with
no follow up photometry are marked by black points. The red point marks the spotted white dwarf J1529+2928 that also falls

within the instability strip (Kilic et al. 2015).

Our results are summarized in Figure 10, where we
show the stellar masses as a function of effective tem-
perature for our massive white dwarf sample (top left
corner of this plot) along with the MWDD 100 pc sam-
ple (Kilic et al. 2020). Objects of particular astrophys-
ical interest are also identified in this figure, which we
discuss in turn.

5.1. Magnetism

Our spectroscopic follow-up of the relatively hot and
massive (Teg > 11,000 K and M > 0.9 My) white
dwarfs in the MWDD 100 pc sample within the Pan-
STARRS footprint reveals an unusual mix of spectral
types. We find only 6 massive DB white dwarfs, but
none are normal. One of these is a rapidly rotating DBA
(Pshirkov et al. 2020), and the remaining five are mag-
netic. Massive DBs seem to be very rare. For example,
O’Brien et al. (2024) find only 2 massive DBs (both near
1.1 Mg, see their Figure 5) in the 40 pc sample. On the
other hand, massive DQs are more common: there are
20 massive DQ white dwarfs in our sample, including 5
DAQs. In total, we find 66 magnetic white dwarfs (32%
of the sample); there are 50 DA and 5 DB white dwarfs
in our sample that are either confirmed or suspected to
be magnetic, 8 DC white dwarfs that must be magnetic

to have featureless spectra at Teg > 11,000 K, and 3
magnetic DQs.

Several theories exist in the literature regarding how
magnetic fields are produced in white dwarfs. Mag-
netic fields could be fossil in origin in remnants from
highly magnetic Ap/Bp main-sequence stars (Tout et al.
2004). However, these progenitors typically have main-
sequence masses of 2-3 Mg, which would produce lower
mass white dwarfs than what are analyzed in this work.
In addition, the fraction of magnetic stars among the
more massive O and B stars is relatively low (6 + 3%,
Scholler et al. 2017). A dynamo generated via crystal-
lization has been invoked for many cooler white dwarfs
(Isern et al. 2017). Bagnulo & Landstreet (2022) detail
a scenario where the magnetic field takes 2-3 Gyr to
propagate to the surface after forming in the interior.
They find that strong magnetic fields are very common
in massive white dwarfs and appear immediately after
the formation of the star, whereas magnetic fields appear
in lower-mass white dwarfs only when they are older.
They attribute the former to mergers and the latter to
a crystallization induced dynamo in lower-mass white
dwarfs. Blatman & Ginzburg (2024) estimate a delay
between the onset of crystallization and field breakout
of order a few Gyr.
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the locations where 80% of the total mass has solidified.

Our massive magnetic white dwarf sample has a me-
dian cooling age of 0.7 Gyr. In fact, all but one
(J22554-0710) of the magnetic white dwarfs in our sam-
ple have a cooling age < 1.8 Gyr based on the stan-
dard cooling tracks. In addition, roughly 1/3 of the
magnetic white dwarfs in our sample also show rapid
rotation and/or large tangential velocities. Therefore,
mergers are more likely to explain the strongly mag-
netic white dwarfs in our sample (Garcia-Berro et al.
2012; Briggs et al. 2014). This channel gives rise to
both higher mass objects and typically stronger mag-
netic fields (~MG scales) than the aforementioned meth-
ods. However, there is a caveat in this argument; the
majority of the magnetic white dwarfs in our sample
are found in the crystallization sequence (see Figure 10).
If these stars also suffer from extra cooling delays due
to distillation (Bédard et al. 2024), then their cooling
ages could be much longer than estimated, and we can-
not rule out the crystallization induced dynamo as the

source of magnetism. In addition, ultramassive white
dwarfs with ONe cores crystallize much earlier, and the
magnetic fields could be visible at the surface within < 1
Gyr. Hence, it is plausible that crystallization induced
dynamos may explain at least a fraction of the magnetic
white dwarfs in our sample.

We investigate what fraction of our sample is mag-
netic and if there are trends between magnetism, mass,
and fast rotation. To do this, we divide the sample into
mass bins of equal width, except for the most massive
bin. This leaves us with bin widths of 0.9-1.0 Mg, 1.0—
1.1 Mg, 1.1-1.2 Mg, 1.3+ Mg. There are 48, 36, 58, 49,
and 13 white dwarfs in each bin, respectively. When cal-
culating the fraction of magnetic objects, we include all
66 objects either confirmed or suspected of magnetism.

Figure 11 shows the fraction of magnetic white dwarfs
as a function of mass. Given the errors, we do not see a
significant increase in the magnetic fraction as a function
of mass, except for the 1.1-1.2 M, bin, which has a mag-
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Figure 12. The magnetic field strength as a function of
mass for the objects we are able to successfully fit. Objects
with rapid rotation and large tangential velocities are marked
by green and red dots, respectively.

netic fraction of 43:73%. This is likely caused by mergers
of average mass white dwarfs (Garcia-Berro et al. 2012),
as the mass distribution of DA white dwarfs strongly
peaks at 0.59 Mg (e.g., Kilic et al. 2020; O’Brien et al.
2024).

Bagnulo & Landstreet (2022) find that ~10% of the
40 pc white dwarfs younger than 0.6 Gyr are magnetic.
This is significantly lower than the fraction of magnetic
white dwarfs in our massive white dwarf sample. Mag-
netic white dwarfs tend to be more massive in general,
hence the higher fraction of magnetic objects in our sam-
ple is not surprising (Vennes 1999). Looking at the frac-
tion of magnetic white dwarfs in the 40 pc sample as a

function of mass, O’Brien et al. (2024) find that the mag-
netic fraction goes up from about 6% for 0.6 My white
dwarfs to about 14, 18, and 40% for 0.8, 1.0, and 1.2 Mg,
white dwarfs, respectively. For comparison, Kilic et al.
(2023Db) also found a magnetic fraction of 40% among
the most massive white dwarfs (M ~ 1.3 M) in the
solar neighborhood. Our results shown in Figure 11 are
consistent with the previous estimates within the errors,
but provide better constraints on the fraction of mag-
netic white dwarfs at these relatively large masses given
the larger sample size for massive white dwarfs.

Figure 12 shows the magnetic field strength as a func-
tion of mass for the 45 magnetic objects that we were
able to successfully fit. We do not see a trend in the
magnetic field strength as a function of mass. Hardy
et al. (2023) analyzed 185 magnetic DA white dwarfs
and similarly found no correlation between mass and
field strength, except for that the strongest fields occur
in the higher mass white dwarfs. However their sample
included objects down to 0.4 Mg, whereas we restrict
our sample specifically to those higher mass objects.

If a significant portion of our magnetic objects come
from mergers, it appears that the masses of the binary
components does not affect the resulting magnetic field
strength. Some other mechanism would need to be at-
tributed to why some targets have field strengths on the
order of a few MG, while others have strengths on the
order of tens or hundreds of MG. Hardy et al. (2023)
also looked for a correlation between effective tempera-
ture and magnetic field strength to potentially point to
an origin of the magnetic field, but found no relation.
We also do not see any correlations between the sur-
face temperature and the field strength in our smaller
sample.

5.2. Kinematics

Kinematics can be helpful in identifying unusual ob-
jects in the solar neighborhood; thick disk and halo
white dwarfs have a higher velocity dispersion, and
therefore can be identified based on their transverse ve-
locities. Given the relatively short main-sequence life-
times of their progenitors, massive white dwarfs that
formed through single star evolution in the thick disk
or halo should have cooled below T,g = 11,000 K in
the distant past. Hence, the only way for thick disk
or halo white dwarfs to be included in our sample is if
their evolution is reset by a merger event in their recent
history.

Wegg & Phinney (2012) noted that the smoking gun
signature of merger remnants would be high-mass white
dwarfs travelling at > 50 km s~!. However, instead
of an increase in velocity, they found that the velocity
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and the rest of the sample as in Figure 13.

dispersion of the Palomar-Green and the SDSS white
dwarf samples actually decreases with increasing white
dwarf mass, which prompted them to conclude that the
observed kinematics are consistent with the majority of
high-mass white dwarfs forming through single star evo-
lution. In addition, they did not find any high-mass
white dwarfs moving with velocities above 50 km s~*.

Figures 13 and 14 show the tangential velocity dis-
tribution of our sample of massive white dwarfs. We
mark the magnetic white dwarfs with red symbols, and
DQs (including 3 magnetic DQs) with green symbols.
The average velocity of the sample excluding 3o out-
liers is 28 km s~!, consistent with the disk population.
The magenta line shows the velocity limit from Wegg &
Phinney (2012), 50 km s~!
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Table 7. Number of magnetic white dwarfs and
all merger remnants as a function of mass.

Mass # of  Magnetic Mergers

(Mg)  stars stars (Al
09—-1.0 48 11 (23”%) 12 (2577%)
1.0-1.1 36 ( 372%) 13 (3672%)
11-12 58 (43771%) 45 (7871%)
1.2-13 49 14 (29”%) 4 (4971%)

1.3+ 13 4 (31715%) 5 (38713%)
Sample 204 66 (3273%) 99 (4973%)

Interestingly, we find 30 massive white dwarfs (15%
of the sample) with velocities larger than this limit.
These include 12 warm DQs, 1 He-DA, 5 magnetic white
dwarfs, and 12 normal DA white dwarfs. Hence, it
appears that some of the merger products in the so-
lar neighborhood hide among the normal DA popula-
tion. There are eight objects with Vian > 80 km s™!,
three of these are DAQ/DQA, and 5 are normal DAs.
Surprisingly, these five DAs (J04014-2140, J0447+44224,
J0455—0058, J0529+5239, and J1924—2717) are found
in a relatively narrow mass and temperature range of
M =121 —-1.26 Mgy and Teg = 16,700 — 20,800 K
with estimated cooling ages of < 1 Gyr. Hence, with
masses roughly twice the mass of the most common
white dwarfs in the solar neighborhood, and with un-
usual kinematics for their ages, these massive DA white
dwarfs must be merger remnants. Mergers can reset the
white dwarf cooling clock, and they can also change the
composition of the remnant star in a way that it then un-
dergoes distillation and is therefore kinematically much
older than other warm white dwarfs (e.g., Cheng et al.
2019; Bédard et al. 2024).

On the other hand, not all merger remnants show large
tangential velocities. Out of the 20 warm DQs in our
sample, 12 move faster than the 50 km s~! limit (see
also Kawka et al. 2023; Kilic et al. 2024). Those must
be merger remnants in the thick disk or the halo. Even
though eight of these warm DQs have relatively small
tangential velocities, at least one has a large radial ve-
locity (J0551+4135, Hollands et al. 2020) that also in-
dicates a kinematically old population. Hence, not all
merger remnants can be identified based on their tan-
gential velocities.

Since the nearby white dwarf population is dominated
by the thin disk, merger remnants in the disk would have
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a range of formation times and cooling ages; some of
these merger remnants would be hot and young enough
to be included in our sample. In fact, the majority of
the magnetic white dwarfs are indistinguishable from
the non-magnetic objects in terms of their kinematics,
providing further evidence that a significant fraction of
merger remnants (like warm DQs or magnetic white
dwarfs) may not stand out in their kinematics.

5.3. The merger fraction

We seek to determine the merger fraction for the
massive white dwarfs in the MWDD 100 pc sample in
the Pan-STARRS footprint. We can identify possible
merger products by signs of unusual atmospheric com-
position, magnetism, rapid rotation, and high tangential
velocity. For a full list of the objects we identify as likely
merger products, see Table 9, where we use the follow-
ing code to identify merger evidence; “A” for an unusual
atmospheric composition, “M” for magnetism, “R” for
rapid rotation, and “V” for a high tangential velocity.

Starting with the atmospheric composition, we clas-
sify the 20 massive hot and warm DQs in our sample as
stars with an unusual atmospheric composition. As dis-
cussed in detail by several authors (Dufour et al. 2008;
Coutu et al. 2019; Koester & Kepler 2019; Hollands et al.
2020; Kawka et al. 2023; Kilic et al. 2024), hot DQs
and warm DQs (including DAQ and DQA white dwarfs)
stand out among the solar neighborhood white dwarfs in
terms of their atmospheric composition, rapid rotation,
and large tangential velocities.

While the source of magnetism in white dwarfs is un-
clear, it is likely that several channels contribute to the
emergence of strong magnetic fields in white dwarfs.
The 20 and 40 pc samples discussed in Bagnulo & Land-
street (2022) are most relevant for our purposes, as they
found that large magnetic fields in the most-massive
white dwarfs emerge at the stellar surface shortly after
the start of the cooling phase, whereas the frequency of
the magnetic white dwarfs grows slowly with time for
lower-mass white dwarfs. Hence, Bagnulo & Landstreet
(2022) favor a merger origin for relatively hot and mas-
sive white dwarfs with strong fields. In total, we identify
66 magnetic white dwarfs in our sample, where all but
one of them have fields ranging in strength from 2 MG
to hundreds of MG. Out of these 66 objects, 20 also
show rapid rotation and/or large tangential velocities,
and three are magnetic DQs.

Our best candidates for merger products show all of
the signatures discussed above. Kilic et al. (2021) pre-
sented J2211+4-1136, which has an unusual mixed hydro-
gen/helium atmosphere, a high magnetic field strength,
a rotation period of only 70 s, and a large transverse
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Figure 15. The merger fraction (black points) as a function
of mass. For comparison, the red points show the the mag-
netic fraction. The horizontal error bars indicate the size of
the mass bin and the vertical error bars represent the upper
and lower lo limits. Also shown are the predicted merger
fractions from Temmink et al. (2020) for 3 different models.
The DM91 model is shown in purple, the a-efficient in blue,
and the a-inefficient in green.

velocity. There are four objects in our sample that
show three different symptoms of merger remnants.
Two of these are the DAQ white dwarfs J0831—2231
and J2340—1819 with carbon + hydrogen atmospheres,
rapid rotation (11-12 min periods), and unusual kine-
matics (Kilic et al. 2024). The other two, J1214—1724
and J22574-0755, are strongly magnetic, have large tan-
gential velocities, and show photometric variability at
~1.8 h and 22.8 min (Williams et al. 2022), respectively.
Binary mergers are expected to contribute 10 to 30%
of all observable single white dwarfs in the solar neigh-
borhood (Toonen et al. 2017; Temmink et al. 2020).
These mergers are dominated by binaries involving post-
main-sequence + main-sequence stars, with a contribu-
tion of <15% from double white dwarf mergers. How-
ever, binary mergers are even more important for M >
0.9 Mg white dwarfs. Temmink et al. (2020) pre-
dict that 30-50% of single massive white dwarfs form
through mergers, with the dominant contribution from
double white dwarfs. In most of their simulated popu-
lations, double white dwarf mergers contribute ~45% of
the mergers that lead to a single massive white dwarf.
Table 7 and Figure 15 present the fraction of merg-
ers in our sample along with the predictions from bi-
nary population synthesis models. These models de-
pend heavily on the input assumptions about the initial
conditions and the common-envelope evolution. The «
prescription is commonly used to model the common-
envelope evolution, where « is the fraction of the or-
bital energy that is used to unbind the common enve-



lope. To demonstrate the range of predictions from the
population synthesis models, here we show three models
from Temmink et al. (2020) with various assumptions,
a-efficient, a-inefficient, and DM91.

A more efficient @ means that a larger fraction of the
orbital energy can be used to unbind the common enve-
lope, and therefore a larger number of binaries survive
this phase. This model (a-efficient) predicts a merger
fraction of ~30% among the massive white dwarf popu-
lation with a slightly higher contribution among 1.1-1.2
Mg white dwarfs (blue line). On the other hand, a
more inefficient common envelope leads a larger number
of systems to merge to form single massive white dwarfs.
In this case, the merger fraction is significantly higher,
roughly 50%, for 0.9-1.3 Mg white dwarfs (green line).
Finally, the DM91 model has similar input parameters
to the default model from Temmink et al. (2020), but
here the initial periods are drawn from a log-normal dis-
tribution from Duquennoy & Mayor (1991).

A comparison between the merger fraction from the
100 pc sample and the binary population synthesis mod-
els shows that in broad lines there is an agreement on
the fraction of mergers amongst white dwarfs per mass
bin, but that there is no model that can explain all of
the data simultaneously. At low masses (0.9-1.0 M)
the observed merger fraction favors models with an ef-
ficient common envelope (e.g., a-efficient), whereas at
high masses the merger fraction is significantly higher
and more consistent with the a-inefficient models. More
strikingly, we find a merger fraction of 78f$% among the
1.1-1.2 Mg white dwarfs, which is significantly higher
than predicted by the models presented in Temmink
et al. (2020). There are a few caveats in the popula-
tion synthesis models; they are based on the evolution-
ary models for CO core white dwarfs for all objects, and
they do not include any cooling delays from distillation.
In addition, the models also assume a constant binary
fraction across the entire mass range of the initial popu-
lation, which likely underestimates the number of merg-
ers at higher masses. However, even with these caveats,
we show below that the discrepancy between the ob-
served and predicted merger fractions between 1.1 and
1.2 Mg is most likely explained by our selection bias
including the Q-branch white dwarfs.

Massive DQs are marked by green dots in Figure 10.
Remarkably, 16 of the 20 hot/warm DQs in our sam-
ple are found in the 1.1-1.2 My mass range, and all
hot/warm DQs in the 100 pc sample are also found
in the crystallization sequence, likely because they are
stuck there due to the multigigayear cooling delays from
22Ne distillation (Blouin et al. 2021; Bédard et al. 2024).
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Hence, they are likely over-represented in our sample be-
cause of these cooling delays.

The left panel in Figure 16 shows the color-magnitude
diagram of the 100 pc sample centered on the Q-branch
overdensity at Mg ~ 13 mag. The colored symbols mark
our massive white dwarf sample. Specifically, magnetic
white dwarfs are shown in red, hot/warm DQs in green,
and objects with unusual kinematics or rapid rotation
in cyan. The dotted lines show the tracks for constant
( = Mg—1.2x(BP—RP) (Camisassa et al. 2021), which
delineate the Q-branch overdensity at ( = 13—13.2. The
solid lines show the 0.9 to 1.3 My pure H atmosphere
white dwarf cooling sequences for reference.

Clearly, there is an overdensity of warm DQs and ob-
jects with large tangential velocities on the Q-branch,
which is located where CO white dwarfs with thin he-
lium envelopes, q(He) ~ 1076, crystallize (Bédard et al.
2024). This is key evidence for the merger origin of the
delayed population on the Q-branch, as most of the he-
lium is assumed to be burned during the merger. The
majority of these objects also fall between the evolu-
tionary sequences for 1.1-1.2 Mg white dwarfs. The
right panel in Figure 16 shows the merger fraction as
a function of ¢ (blue histogram). For comparison, the
fraction of magnetic white dwarfs is also shown as a red
histogram. Even though the merger fraction estimate
is dominated by magnetic white dwarfs over the most
of the parameter space, the same is not true for the
Q-branch overdensity at ( = 13 — 13.2. The latter is
dominated by contribution from warm DQs and objects
with unusual kinematics (green and cyan symbols in the
left panel). Hence, it is not only the warm DQs, but also
massive DA white dwarfs on the Q-branch that inflate
the merger fraction estimate for the 1.1-1.2 Mg white
dwarfs.

Because our sample is limited to objects with Tog >
11,000 K, this temperature cut-off implies that the 1.1-
1.2 Mg bin has lots of Q-branch stars, while the lower-
and higher-mass bins have much fewer. For example,
between 0.9 and 1.0 Mg, our 11,000 K cut-off implies
that we have no stars on the Q-branch included in our
sample. Similarly, the bins at 1.0-1.1 and M > 1.3 Mg
have only a few stars on the Q-branch. This is in con-
trast to the 1.1-1.2 and 1.2-1.3 M, bins that have many
Q-branch objects. This is significant because about 50%
of stars on the Q-branch are delayed due to the ?Ne dis-
tillation (Cheng et al. 2019; Blouin et al. 2021; Bédard
et al. 2024), they inflate our merger rate estimate con-
siderably. Based on the population synthesis models
presented in Bédard et al. (2024), distillation approx-
imately doubles the number of merger products in the
1.08-1.23 Mg range with Teg > 11,000 K. This estimate
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Figure 16. Left: Color-magnitude diagram of the 100 pc white dwarfs along with our massive white dwarf sample (colored

dots).

Red, green, and cyan symbols mark the magnetic white dwarfs, hot/warm DQs, and objects with large tangential

velocities or rapid rotation, respectively. The rest of our sample is marked by yellow dots. The lines of constant ¢ are also shown
to highlight the Q-branch overdensity at Mg = 13 mag. The solid lines show the cooling sequences for 0.9 to 1.3 Mg (from top
to bottom) pure H atmosphere white dwarfs for reference. Right: The fraction of magnetic white dwarfs (red histogram) and
the total fraction of merger systems (blue histogram) as a function of (.

depends on the fraction of stars undergoing distillation,
which is somewhere between 5 and 9%. Hence, the true
merger fraction for 1.1-1.2 Mg white dwarfs is likely
half of what is observed, ~40%, more in line with the
predictions from the population synthesis models.

Even though the majority of the magnetic white
dwarfs in our sample are found in the crystallization
sequence in Figure 10, there are only a few magnetic
white dwarfs on the Q-branch in Figure 16. It is possible
that the magnetic white dwarfs simply come from double
white dwarf mergers, and the Q-branch objects (mostly
warm DQs and DAs) come from white dwarf + subgiant
star mergers. The latter may produce ultramassive CO
white dwarfs with enough neutron-rich impurities that
can power the 2?Ne distillation mechanism and lead to
multigigayear cooling delays (Shen et al. 2023). We sus-
pect that double white dwarf mergers cannot explain the
delayed population because they do not produce extra
neutron-rich species as white dwarf + subgiant mergers
do, so they do not cluster on the Q-branch.

6. CONCLUSIONS

We have presented the results from our detailed spec-
troscopic analysis of the massive (M > 0.9 Mg) white
dwarfs with Tog > 11,000 K in the MWDD 100 pc sam-
ple and the Pan-STARRS footprint. Our sample con-
tains 204 objects, 109 of which had no previous spec-
tral classification in the literature. Our spectroscopic
follow-up is complete for this sample; we find 118 nor-
mal DA white dwarfs, but no normal DBs. There are 3

DBs that are magnetic, 2 additional DBs that are both
strongly magnetic and rapidly rotating (J0043—1000
and J1214—1724), and 1 DBA (J1832+0856, Pshirkov
et al. 2020) that rotates rapidly. In total, there are 66
objects that are magnetic. We also find 20 warm/hot
DQs, including 14 warm DQ/DQAs, 5 DAQs, and 1 hot
DQ. Previously, there was only 1 known DAQ in the
literature (Hollands et al. 2020), so we have quintupled
the sample of DAQs known within the 100 pc sample
and the Pan-STARRS footprint.

Our main goal with analyzing this sample is to con-
strain the merger fraction as a function of mass. The
signatures of a merger origin are unusual atmospheric
composition, magnetism, rapid rotation, and unusual
kinematics. Massive DQs stand out in terms of their
composition. Interestingly, we also find all of them in
the crystallization sequence. Cheng et al. (2019) demon-
strated that 5-9% of high-mass white dwarfs in the crys-
tallization sequence show a multi-Gyr cooling anomaly,
which implies 50% of Q-branch white dwarfs exhibit
longer cooling delays. Blouin et al. (2021) and Bédard
et al. (2024) show that this cooling delay is likely due
to the 22Ne distillation process, which can lead to 7-10
Gyr delays in cooling. The relatively large tangential
velocities and rapid rotation rates in massive DQs favor
a merger origin, which could lead to massive CO core
white dwarfs with enough neutron-rich impurities that
can power the distillation mechanism.

Wegg & Phinney (2012) identify high tangential veloc-
ity as the “smoking gun” signature for merger products.



We find 30 massive white dwarfs (15% of our sample)
with Vian > 50 km s~!. However, we also show that not
all merger products have high velocities, as six of the
DQs within 100 pc (which are merger products) have
velocities below this limit. We also do not find a trend
in the kinematics of the magnetic versus non-magnetic
objects in the sample.

The fraction of magnetic white dwarfs in our sample
is 32%. This is significantly higher than the fraction
(~10%) found for white dwarfs younger than 0.6 Gyr
and within 40 pc (Bagnulo & Landstreet 2022). How-
ever, even in the 40 pc sample, the mass distribution of
the magnetic white dwarfs is skewed toward the highest
masses. Hence, it is not surprising that the magnetic
fraction is relatively high in our massive white dwarf
sample.

More interestingly, both the magnetic fraction and the
merger fraction show a peak in the distribution between
1.1 and 1.2 Mg. A comparison with the binary popula-
tion synthesis calculations show that there is no single
model that can explain all of the observations, though
the predictions from the different population synthesis
models overlap with the observed merger fraction for
the most of the mass range studied. The exception
is the 1.1-1.2 Mg range, where the observed fraction
is significantly higher than predicted. Given that this
mass range corresponds to roughly twice the mass of
the most common white dwarfs in the solar neighbor-
hood, and that the majority of the warm DQs are also
found in this range indicate a white dwarf merger origin
for these systems. We discuss the most likely explana-
tion for the higher merger fraction in the observed pop-
ulation, and demonstrate that multi-Gyr cooling delays
from 22Ne distillation could also explain a larger than
expected contribution from merger remnants among the
single white dwarfs in the local white dwarf population.
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APPENDIX

Table 8. Observational properties of our massive white dwarf sample
based on Gaia Data Release 3.

Object name Gaia ID RA DEC Parallax URA UDEC G Gpp Grp

) ©) (mas)  (masyr') (masyr!) (mag) (mag) (mag)
J0006+3104 2861452348130844160 1.65808 31.07098  10.19 +0.06 21.7 —25.8 16.80 16.69 17.00
J0012—0606  2443419990050464128 3.08603 —6.10606  14.62 +0.07 123.5 14.2 16.35 16.31 16.42
J0029+-3648  366784816895496064 7.49632 36.80948 17.01 +0.06 90.9 —45.9 16.42 16.31 16.66
J0039—-0357 2527618112309283456 9.78326 —3.95607 11.30 £0.22 54.5 —41.8 18.61 18.62 18.67
J0043—1000 2377863773908424448  10.94092  —10.00754 32.12 £0.04 —145.6 —134.9 14.53 14.43 14.70
J0045—2336  2348747743931814656  11.36596  —23.60878 21.17 £0.07 283.6 —145.4 16.64 16.65 16.64
J0049—2525  2345323551189913600  12.32153  —25.43257 10.03 £0.25 22.5 —28.3 19.03 19.08 19.04
J0050+4-3138  360858960322547968 12.57920 31.64609  13.27 +0.13 -90.1 —38.7 18.08 18.06 18.17
J0050—0326  2529337507976700928 12.69082 —3.44882  12.58 £0.08 —23.6 —18.3 16.79 16.67 17.01
J0050—2826  2342438501397962112 12.71700 —28.43495 11.07 £0.11 69.3 16.1 17.81 17.86 17.80
J0104+4650  401215160231429120 16.05720 46.84480  12.01 £0.11 50.6 —117.0 17.74 1771  17.78
J01074+2518  306350606950880128 16.85952 25.30977 11.16 +0.06 56.2 —25.6 16.70 16.65 16.83
J010742904  308383019835259008 16.93868 29.07230 17.00 +0.09 38.5 —33.0 16.75 16.69 16.90
J0118—0156  2533306985471073920 19.54309 —1.93677 9.98 £0.07 25.4 —-9.3 16.68 16.50 17.00
J0127—2436  5040290528701395456 21.89464 —24.60557 12.36 £0.19 107.3 3.0 18.69 18.74 18.69
J0135+42229  289247527487337344 23.77272 22.49331 9.90 £0.09 33.9 -7.9 17.12  17.10 17.24
J0135+5722  412839403319209600 23.82370 57.37989  19.66 +0.05 60.0 —104.9 16.66 16.67 16.71
J0138+5124  406267557895785728 24.70586 51.40391  11.72 +0.07 -7.2 14.2 16.97 16.93 17.01
J0138+-2523 292454841560140032 24.72100 25.38939  12.32 4+0.06 52.8 —51.2 1591 15.75 16.23
J0150+4-2835  299265624604662656 27.55507 28.59888  13.92 +0.08 102.0 —20.0 16.89 16.90 16.91
J0151+4-2435  291231871097124736 27.93047 24.59737  10.87 +0.09 —24.3 -3.9 17.28 17.23 17.45
J015444700  356186555597277440 28.64365 47.01313  10.21 £0.12 —25.8 —25.0 17.93 17.95 17.96
J0158—2503 5121833510769131136  29.69913  —25.05308 11.21 £0.10 -7.1 —52.0 17.79 17.79 17.80
J0204+4-8713  575585919005741184 31.12914 87.22579  11.11 +0.08 —43.8 38.56 17.79 1785 17.78
J02054-2057 94276941624384000 31.45605 20.95109 11.71 +0.11 —213.1 —250.4 17.38 17.28 17.58
J0211+42115 99498964725981440 32.95131 21.26327  16.81 +0.08 120.3 —40.3 16.76  16.79 16.74
J0216+4-3541  328009783428208256 34.00489 35.68819  11.47 +0.05 —30.6 -90.8 15.63 1548 15.93
J0230+3842  334723160910027136 37.73357 38.70531  10.80 +0.08 —34.6 -1.0 17.04 16.93 17.25
J0234—0511 2488960249844340352 38.53328 —5.19384  41.64 +0.02 244.1 92.1 14.34 14.34 14.39
J0248+1600 33656531962611072 42.094794 16.00365  12.16 £0.07 55.1 —45.6 16.68 16.61 16.87
J0249—1831 5129157117202633216 42.25439 —18.52126 17.75 £0.06 83.6 14.8 16.29 16.21 16.47
J0256—1515  5154220209880074752  44.11563  —15.25928 11.89 £0.07 23.3 —-17.2 16.92 16.81 17.13
J0257+0308 1973795170585088 44.37398 3.13848 10.90 £0.14 —1.5 —55.1 17.75 17775 17.80
J0307+0313 2555303678311296 46.84852 3.22814 18.14 +0.07 112.8 —-33.4 17.07 17.07 17.12
J0311—2254  5075443981321647744  47.77964  —22.90163 17.93 £0.03 —16.7 —-37.8 15.13 15.01 15.35
J0317—2916 5058587261181078400  49.36961  —29.27257 9.81 +0.17 63.8 82.6 18.75 18.75 18.79
J0319+4628 243001626047882368 49.89805 46.47374 9.91 +0.09 —18.1 —5.8 1743 17.38 17.48
J0323+3501 126017157963829120 50.88220 35.02105  10.46 4+0.09 39.6 —28.2 17.27  17.27 17.32
J0323+3457 126015822230372352 50.95486 34.96002 11.15 +0.11 7.8 —26.0 1726  17.24 17.32
J0325—0815 5168129306849447552 51.44795 —8.26361 11.45 +0.10 —-17.9 21.4 17.66 17.66 17.71
J0326+1331 17709047809907584 51.58057 13.51891 11.31 +0.09 124.9 —49.1 17.33 17.33 17.36
J0327+2227 61856496954301696 51.80726 22.46398  10.16 +0.20 70.3 —19.8 18.41 18.35 18.56



J0332+3005
J0347—-1802
J0348—-0058
J0401+2140
J0408+2323
J0422—-2407
J0439+-4543
J0447+4-4224
J0448—-1053
J0455—0058
J0507+4-2645
J0521-1029
J0529+-5239
J0533—-2713
J0534—-0214
J0538+-3212
J0547+1501
J0547-1250
J0550—1630
J0551+4135
J0601+3726
J0602+4652
J0607+3415
J0608—0059
J0625+1902
J0634-+3848
J0655+2939
J0657+7341
J0705—-2046
JO707+5611
JO712—-1815
J0718+3731
J0725+0411
J0733+5750
J0734+4841
JO737—-0610
JO7474-4527
J0801+7749
J0803+1229
JO811+4323
J0811+4-4212
J0831-2231
J0835+1042
J0842—-0222
J0851+1201
J0856+-6206
J0912—-2642
J0940—1034
J0949—-0730
J0950—2841

120664082524436096
5107322396824711680
3251244858154433536

53042472446551424
53716846734195328
4896474240286811648

253936196167057664

203678825329613312
3181589319065856384
3226519762223501696
3421894079307215744
3014049448078210304

263082591016645504
2908425653829891712
3216947242193857024
3447991090873280000
3347953532952671360
2997076768116088576
2994934026112726528

192275966334956672
3456777730670779776

963601717022097152
3452373568124842752
3121385658671190784
3372355922219793536

945007674022721280

887758130788405504
1114813977776610944
2929364817693200640

988421680189764224
2934281803636268416

898348313253395968
3139633462883694976

989376331161515008

976040702520790400
3055999768051212416

927205339521671552
1138353770109251200

653051877600013312

928079146323608320

921804126089222784
5702793425999272576

601566038739612160
3072348715677121280

604972428842238080
1042926292644833024
5649808720867457664
5740410334419524864
3819743428284589696
5464929134894103808

53.19928
56.76401
57.20948
60.26763
62.01259
65.60905
69.96957
71.94959
72.13359
73.89203
76.79028
80.32910
82.46206
83.430768
83.58469
84.74184
86.75002
86.78517
87.51337
87.89424
90.49467
90.56218
91.98229
92.21438
96.39696
98.56907
103.89756
104.29631
106.33599
106.970556
108.08535
109.56823
111.45264
113.30400
113.61355
114.43533
116.80249
120.34454
120.99977
122.88316
122.95537
127.89758
128.826931
130.56226
132.77523
134.08056
138.11673
145.04940
147.41109
147.74005

30.09952
—18.04825
—0.97636
21.67249
23.39512
—24.12346
45.71726
42.41020
—10.8972
—0.97170
26.75400
—10.48843
52.66239
—27.23082
—2.24198
32.20788
15.03041
—12.84371
—16.50561
41.59197
37.43344
46.87762
34.25727
—0.99745
19.04540
38.81528
29.65195
73.69572
—20.77872
56.19978
—18.26537
37.52740
4.19282
57.84982
48.68672
—6.17176
45.45371
77.83191
12.49551
43.38686
42.20216
—22.52503
10.71620
—2.37407
12.03266
62.10905
—26.70103
—10.57385
—7.501786
—28.68750

11.49 £0.15
13.21 £0.10
32.21 £0.04
14.03 £0.08
12.40 £0.09
13.95 £0.06
10.43 £0.14
10.26 +0.11
18.19 £0.05
10.72 +£0.11
18.62 £0.05
11.86 £0.04
25.56 £0.04
23.17 £0.03
10.67 £0.04
10.30 £0.10
14.50 £0.05
18.12 £0.04
11.93 +0.05
21.61 £0.04
13.79 +£0.07
12.03 £0.11
13.50 +0.06
16.16 +0.08
10.51 £0.15
21.88 +0.04
12.70 £0.07
11.86 £0.09
10.39 £0.06
11.51 £0.12
17.87 £0.05
11.81 £0.09
11.37 £0.08
12.44 £0.06
30.76 +£0.03
12.88 +£0.11
11.26 £0.10
12.52 £0.06
10.31 £0.08
14.52 £0.05
10.89 £0.11
12.22 £0.08
10.12 £0.10
16.32 £0.06
12.82 £0.07
13.46 £0.06
27.48 £0.04
16.97 +£0.04
12.42 +0.08
12.76 +0.09

16.7
163.5
84.6
—52.4
57.4
83.4
—-15.1
147.1
—43.5
112.1
6.8
13.5
364.2
—40.8
9.7
—16.6
—11.2
23.0
4.3
114.3
11.7
—-16.3
—-10.7
2.8
—-21.2
—58.3
101.0
30.9
99.1
—-36.3
-59.0
—-34.9
-35.9
24.8
—132.1
—5.3
—-35.3
—23.4
9.6
—51.7
—39.6
—133.2
—29.8
—72.7
-95.3
—8.2
—-33.9
—32.4
—88.1
25.9

—85.3
—14.8
—163.0
—256.3
—-38.9
—22.8
—42.3
—123.0
—154
—175.3
—45.4
—52.2
—548.3
—55.3
4.5
—7.3
—21.1
—15.6
—10.2
73.2
—82.6
—-68.3
5.3
—36.9
-33.1
—-107.0
—164.1
—22.3
—-75.3
—-63.1
70.6
—35.8
-9.5
17.2
—192.9
33.8
—51.5
—143.9
—-14.9
—-51.3
—72.9
218.2
—39.4
8.5
—26.3
17.0
—139.9
—65.5
14.0
23.3

18.21
17.39
14.02
17.09
17.29
17.02
18.23
17.85
16.23
17.66
16.22
15.74
15.66
15.61
15.92
17.51
16.26
16.42
16.79
16.34
16.64
17.98
16.68
17.23
17.77
15.73
17.22
17.65
16.50
17.96
16.40
16.95
17.22
16.72
14.93
17.51
17.52
17.38
17.39
15.70
17.74
17.42
17.39
16.00
17.03
16.95
16.41
15.97
17.32
17.34

18.23
17.38
13.85
17.04
17.32
16.94
18.17
17.82
16.24
17.57
16.14
15.59
15.57
15.51
15.78
17.53
16.22
16.43
16.73
16.35
16.64
17.96
16.60
17.20
17.71
15.74
17.15
17.67
16.36
17.89
16.41
16.82
17.23
16.67
14.90
17.50
17.51
17.32
17.34
15.61
17.70
17.39
17.27
15.89
17.07
16.97
16.40
15.92
17.33
17.31
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18.34
17.44
14.33
17.23
17.30
17.21
18.44
18.00
16.24
17.88
16.42
16.03
15.85
15.82
16.18
17.57
16.39
16.42
16.94
16.38
16.68
18.06
16.87
17.38
17.92
15.75
17.37
17.68
16.78
18.13
16.41
17.23
17.26
16.85
14.99
17.54
17.59
17.54
17.55
15.90
17.78
17.52
17.65
16.21
17.03
16.95
16.46
16.11
17.39
17.41
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J0951—-1517
J0959—-1828
J1010—-2427
J1014—-0417
J1034+-0327
J1046—-0518
J1052+4-1610
J10544-5523
J1101-1314
J1101+1741
J1104—-2826
J1105+4-5225
J1106+-1802
J1107+4-0405
J1107—-1607
J1107+-8122
J1135-2430
J1137+2947
J11404-2322
J1154+-3650
J1203+4-6450
J1213+4-1140
J1214-1724
J1217+0828
J1243+4805
J1254—0452
J1256—-0619
J13294-2549
J1333+6406
J1339-0713
J1342—-1413
J1413+0755
J1440-1951
J1451+4-5110
J1451—-2502
J1459—-0411
J1501+-3431
J1514+4-2313
J1519+6329
J15294-2928
J1537+-8419
J1543+-3021
J1548+2451
J1552+4-0039
J1621+4-0432
J16224-3004
J1626+2533
J1630+-2724
J1655+2533
J1656+5719

5686960183679450624
5671878015177884032
5473389537569200896
3780111080689647488
3856950175919062144
3776918275016618112
3981634249048141440
850037352876685568
3564376149017654272
3983530391209588480
5453539813634370432
842469143761181824
3983606596814071680
3815200997858084480
3559496413333223936
1133601302897245568
3533885454629567872
4019458647338779648
3980865789203927680
4031828157446980608
1585063422960992256
3908299636678454 784
3520974164461518592
3902183809407583872
1543370904111505408
3678497445865946624
3677303170080009856
1448232907440917760
1665858350572796672
3630648387747801088
3606080968656361344
3674476639217656576
6281684373876096512
1593473346884952448
6229330032504603136
6338900661178928896
128998690330004 7744
1263434109805753984
1643814211883928320
1273456463234876288
1724098901677145984
1273088783971336576
1219699145026398848
4410623858974488832
4436905352274528896
1318204460477280512
1304081783374935680
1304733106575117056
1306197930941817984
1433629812475800320

147.96133
149.88858
152.69909
153.58589
158.62563
161.54037
163.15010
163.70665
165.30100
165.40356
166.18348
166.27427
166.51878
166.76553
166.96996
166.99677
173.75880
174.27051
175.05330
178.74492
180.88227
183.31018
183.53432
184.39664
190.92339
193.62031
194.04533
202.35849
203.41871
204.91582
205.67123
213.27725
220.16041
222.82799
222.96896
224.76100
225.42112
228.58014
229.95518
232.39546
234.48658
235.81261
237.22955
238.15940
245.49049
245.65034
246.74813
247.65339
253.91237
254.16291

—15.28683
—18.47373
—24.45327
—4.28924
3.46002
—5.30430
16.17275
55.38547
—13.24509
17.69886
—28.43749
52.42282
18.04182
4.09445
—16.11815
81.37026
—24.50540
29.79946
23.36794
36.84853
64.84976
11.68057
—17.41188
8.46944
48.09304
—4.87429
—6.32515
25.82683
64.10746
—7.22127
—14.22819
7.92306
—19.86583
51.17986
—25.04411
—4.19951
34.53314
23.22941
63.49845
29.46718
84.32789
30.35960
24.85361
0.65268
4.53860
30.08172
25.55767
27.41430
25.56207
57.31760

9.67 £0.18
16.83 £0.14
25.18 £0.03
14.20 £0.06
12.80 £0.07
12.10 £0.08
13.39 £0.12
10.49 £0.06
21.41 £0.04
10.04 £0.08
13.48 £0.05
11.06 £0.08
12.33 £0.09
15.92 £0.09
11.65 £0.10
9.94 £0.11
13.14 +£0.11
63.73 £0.03
13.76 +£0.28
10.55 £0.07
11.47 +£0.08
11.54 +0.07
11.01 +0.08
12.34 +0.06
12.51 £0.05
11.10 £0.26
15.59 £0.13
11.58 £0.09
9.92 +£0.10
17.75 £0.05
20.54 £0.04
19.28 £0.04
14.28 £0.07
10.96 £0.04
12.63 £0.15
16.50 £0.07
13.10 £0.03
16.23 £0.08
18.02 £0.04
11.47 £0.07
11.56 £0.05
14.65 £0.05
13.60 £0.06
9.72 £0.25
16.23 £0.07
13.38 £0.06
11.88 +£0.07
10.52 +0.09
27.40 £0.05
12.69 +0.07

—-113.7 —22.8
—65.6 —81.5
—113.0 -53.9
—-39.7 —-12.5
—6.5 —-18.1
—-97.7 17.5
—10.5 —26.8
—-90.8 —13.8
0.8 —6.9
9.8 -3.6
—39.2 —-11.7
43.8 —4.0
—27.8 —196.2
—59.2 —223.0
—120.0 2.0
—2.5 —41.8
—107.3 39.0
—147.7 —12.5
—-30.8 —54.7
—40.0 9.9
—61.9 —140.1
-30.6 —5.1
—28.2 —117.2
—67.6 —-1.5
—84.8 314
9.6 2.0
—5.4 —62.7
—16.9 16.5
60.1 —29.3
—54.4 —29.8
—103.0 —70.8
14.1 14.2
—84.8 —46.9
—-5.8 15.3
—67.1 —-35.0
—73.4 -30.7
—72.3 36.0
—81.5 —18.5
—170.9 160.5
—74.0 —-5.4
—66.1 78.2
—70.4 75.8
49.3 3.6
41.4 —44.3
—66.4 11.7
—134.45 —66.5
—28.0 52.6
16.6 —2.9
49.0 —196.1
—10.5 10.2

18.69
18.13
15.19
16.35
17.05
16.81
17.27
17.26
14.92
16.82
16.46
17.38
17.51
16.98
17.61
18.25
17.49
12.49
18.80
17.20
17.62
17.16
16.70
16.67
16.97
18.56
17.43
17.65
17.95
16.32
15.98
-0.8
16.95
16.73
17.39
16.68
15.84
17.23
16.63
17.48
16.98
16.87
16.80
18.49
16.85
17.06
17.59
17.95
16.96
17.40

18.64
18.15
15.09
16.25
17.03
16.74
17.29
17.20
14.82
16.78
16.41
17.33
17.51
16.98
17.58
18.20
17.45
12.40
18.84
17.09
17.59
17.14
16.58
16.61
16.96
18.54
17.42
17.53
17.98
16.32
16.00
15.63
16.91
16.68
17.43
16.60
15.76
17.19
16.55
17.54
16.85
16.83
16.71
18.48
16.77
16.97
17.60
18.02
17.00
17.43

18.84
18.14
15.38
16.57
17.14
16.98
17.26
17.42
15.16
16.99
16.61
17.48
17.55
17.03
17.69
18.42
17.64
12.69
18.82
17.43
17.69
17.28
16.93
16.81
17.02
18.66
17.51
17.92
18.02
16.34
15.96
15.77
17.03
16.86
17.37
16.82
16.04
17.36
16.82
17.45
17.20
16.95
16.98
18.55
17.01
17.23
17.66
17.92
16.93
17.41



J1659+6610
J1659+4401
J1706—0837
J1707+3532
J1709—-2632
J1710—2005
J1719-1446
J17224-3958
J17234-0836
J17284-5558
J1744—-2035
J1758+5906
J1800+4517
J1812+4321
J1813+4-4427
J1819—-1208
J1819+1225
J1822+45323
J1832+0856
J1839—-0448
J1849+6458
J1857+-3147
J1900+7039
J1901+1458
J1902+7728
J1903+-4657
J1910+4-7334
J1923-2328
J1924-2717
J1924-2913
J1925—-0346
J1928+1526
J1928+5429
J1929—-2926
J20114+4910
J2012+4-3113
J2026+1848
J2026—2254
J2035—-1835
J2037-2857
J2054—-2039
J2100+-5142
J2105+5903
J2107+7831
J2111+1102
J2133+3529
J2148—-1629
J2153—-2628
J22044-2543
J2208+2059

1635687790163070976
1358301480583401728
4336571785203401472
1338455643596995072
4108890281768798336
4128167950420485632
4137811178473465216
1346883876962000000
4490483248223416576
1422012892308493568
4118923497232723072
1422782516088307840
2115952197141317888
2114811453822316160
2114985726416563072
4153618204302689920
4484736543328721792
2148495031195001728
4479342339285057408
4256698798129293568
2253826832091026560
2042089793425728640
2262849634963004416
4506869128279648512
2292799369631237760
2130610306341954688
2265100885021724032
6770033150551933824
6765861019327924736
6758742819699643392
4213471120498390784
4321498378443922816
2141466403116486912
6764486080026955136
2087569060381096960
2053953008490747392
1815431209434186880
6849850998873128704
6861525956933302912
6798304038337345280
6857295585945072128
2170187399180847872
2190645256129430144
2284856630775525376
1745011677261492608
1950617847697475584
6837525469227801088
6811977801160882944
1891820737544168576
1781605382738862592

254.81293
254.95157
256.57684
256.96615
257.42013
257.64415
259.83326
260.66923
260.92344
262.23341
266.17306
269.58789
270.00492
273.09480
273.25474
274.80568
274.85822
275.61525
278.01181
279.88082
282.35943
284.48562
285.04387
285.38685
285.54989
285.98337
287.68078
290.94843
291.03084
291.12252
291.47959
292.06065
292.24538
292.30264
302.81466
303.09295
306.59529
306.69792
308.85149
309.46254
313.67865
315.09715
316.44914
316.96357
317.85762
323.38906
327.17892
328.38141
331.20404
332.13117

66.17646
44.01822
—8.63127
35.54460
—26.54623
—20.09529
—14.77799
39.96965
8.61467
55.97397
—20.59731
59.11256
45.29049
43.35229
44.45528
—12.14896
12.43255
53.39238
8.94338
—4.80528
64.96981
31.79556
70.66652
14.96898
77.46983
46.96014
73.57752
—23.47892
—27.29837
—29.22637
—3.77422
15.44412
54.49718
—29.44520
49.17752
31.23065
18.81293
—22.91429
—18.58783
—28.96513
—20.65715
51.71458
59.05332
78.53158
11.03875
35.49040
—16.48758
—26.48211
25.71869
20.98618

15.48 £0.05
31.59 £0.02
14.67 £0.10
13.29 £0.04
12.04 £0.11
11.57 £0.13
13.05 £0.08
10.30 £0.07
11.41 £0.08
21.24 £0.03
10.05 £0.12
10.46 £0.06
11.85 £0.09
17.21 £0.03
12.36 £0.06
19.41 £0.06
9.77 £0.13
13.28 £0.04
13.23 +£0.09
12.45 £0.07
11.59 +0.06
11.20 £0.04
77.66 +£0.01
24.15 £0.04
10.67 £0.09
9.99 +0.04
10.62 £0.06
14.42 £0.08
14.20 £0.11
11.60 £0.08
17.66 £0.06
10.26 £0.10
14.69 £0.03
11.28 £0.16
13.52 £0.06
32.50 £0.02
11.20 £0.07
14.20 £0.08
14.78 £0.10
15.60 £0.05
31.97 £0.03
10.31 £0.07
10.57 £0.07
10.15 £0.08
10.48 £0.08
10.61 £0.04
10.30 +£0.10
12.93 +0.08
9.98 £0.06
11.09 +0.09

—104.1
—-31.7
—260.0
—46.44
12.4
—108.4
—42.4
—-11.7
24.5
—105.4
-17.9
—-10.9
—23.3
5.1
48.5
4.9
17.9
25.5
7.8
12.7
224
—-0.6
85.8
95.4
—-22.9
9.2
29.9
36.5
101.6
27.2
—-93.2
—8.2
21.6
25.2
144.2
34.0
25.1
—14.8
65.5
82.8
68.9
—3.4
44.4
—22.9
—12.8
40.8
—12.4
—44.0
60.0
80.4

162.9
98.7
—333.8
116.1
-9.7
—69.0
—105.0
—71.7
—57.4
229.0
—81.2
18.7
68.5
62.4
—58.6
10.4
—57.7
36.9
—-3.8
-9.9
22.1
7.4
505.1
72.6
3.0
62.9
79.3
—24.2
—231.5
3.4
—39.8
20.2
—-12.6
—18.2
81.42
92.2
—2.5
—-17.2
—-30.6
—-38.0
10.2
11.3
38.6
—35.7
—-13.0
—12.5
22.5
—6.0
10.9
50.2

17.24
14.78
17.37
16.49
17.82
17.48
17.16
17.81
17.39
16.14
17.65
17.36
18.18
16.24
17.72
15.74
18.13
16.46
17.01
16.28
17.51
16.53
13.24
15.68
18.02
16.80
17.64
16.40
17.05
17.21
16.56
17.73
16.46
17.69
17.34
14.77
17.37
16.79
17.30
16.37
15.11
17.74
17.81
17.83
17.52
16.35
17.42
17.36
16.67
17.48

17.27
14.65
17.37
16.39
17.74
17.42
17.13
17.82
17.38
16.07
17.57
17.27
18.13
16.25
17.75
15.57
18.13
16.35
16.87
16.20
17.47
16.45
13.23
15.52
17.96
16.72
17.64
16.25
17.02
17.20
16.48
17.75
16.46
17.71
17.32
14.69
17.35
16.80
17.33
16.34
15.03
17.76
17.74
17.82
17.50
16.24
17.40
17.31
16.54
17.55
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17.24
15.06
17.38
16.70
17.92
17.61
17.24
17.78
17.45
16.26
17.89
17.57
18.32
16.24
17.68
16.02
18.11
16.71
17.27
16.43
17.58
16.71
13.25
15.94
18.12
16.99
17.68
16.53
17.23
17.20
16.67
17.73
16.50
17.71
17.43
14.92
17.48
16.79
17.29
16.47
15.29
17.76
18.00
17.92
17.65
16.58
17.46
17.51
16.89
17.46
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J22214+4406 1959002792086235648  335.33318  44.10008  11.60 £0.06 67.3 27.4 17.03 17.03 17.10
J2231—-1546  2595983649380303360 337.99254  —15.78257 11.39 +0.18 —11.9 —129.1 18.35 18.32 18.48
J2250+3231 1890542971890672896  342.60121 32.52864  11.68 £0.04 —44.9 —46.3 15.60 15.47 15.88
J2255+0710 2712093451662656256  343.80630 7.16687 10.81 +0.36 40.7 —19.3 19.16 19.14 19.12
J22574+0755  2712240064671438720  344.35807 7.92775 21.96 £0.10 —165.6 —167.8 17.15 1716 17.17
J2304—2658  2382415648967442432  346.20948 —26.96853 12.47 +0.07 39.6 36.2 17.15 1714 17.24
J2306—2905 6606362529696816896  346.74467 —29.08750 10.46 4+0.12 —7.2 —-9.8 17.86 17.82 17.99
J23084-0347 2662208372887759744  347.18455 3.78839  15.34 £0.08 —20.7 —90.2 1712 17.13  17.12
J2309+0940 2714218433977373440 347.46133 9.66878  10.03 £0.09 —21.9 —30.8 17.02 16.98 17.15
J2314—2208 2385217170235210496  348.74691 —22.13932 10.66 +0.06 51.2 7.5 16.30 16.18 16.55
J2340—1819 2393834386459511680 355.18326 —18.32984 10.58 £0.15 —0.6 —114.2 17.60 17.54 17.75
J23494+0907 2758938385082121216  357.34116 9.12072 11.52 +0.11 33.7 —6.4 17.61 17.58 17.73
Table 9. The physical parameters for our massive white dwarf sample.
Object name Composition Spectral Type Tess Mass Cooling Age  Merger
(K) (M) (Gyr) Evidence

J0006+-3104 H DC 25442 +522  1.138 +0.010 0.20 £0.01 MR

J0012—-0606 H DA 13730 £119  0.902 £0.006  0.55 £0.01

J00294-3648 H DA 25858 +313  1.284 +0.004 0.42 £0.02

J0039—-0357 H DA 11871 £214  1.271 £0.009 2.09 £0.06

J0043—1000 log(H/He)=-2.00 DBAH 18381 £371 1.077 £0.014 0.43 £0.03 MR

J0045—2336 log(H/He)=—4.00 DQ 11540 £43 1.126 +0.004 1.80 £0.02 AV

J0049—-2525 H DA 13018 £460  1.312 +0.010 1.72 £0.10

J0050+3138  log(H/He)=-3.00 He-DA 12519 £221 1.215 +0.009 1.67 £0.05

J0050—0326 H DC 23916 +355  1.213 £0.006 0.33 +0.02 MR

J0050—2826 H DA 11320 £155  1.061 +0.011 1.72 £0.08

J01044-4650 log(H/He)=—1.64 DQA 12321 £111 1.140 +0.008 1.61 £0.03 AV

J0107+4-2518 H DA 16866 +273  0.943 +0.011  0.35 +0.02

J0107+2904 H DA 17860 +£186  1.228 +0.004  0.90 £0.03

J0118—0156 H DAH 79556 +£9435 1.335 4+0.010 MR

J0127—-2436 H DA 11236 £214  1.284 +0.009 2.22 +0.06

J0135+4-2229 H DA 14299 +208  0.904 +0.011  0.50 +0.02

JO135+4-5722 H DA 12415 +87  1.153 £0.004  1.75 £0.03

J0138+-2523 H DA 38615 +2617 1.219 4+0.015 0.08 +0.02

JO138+-5124 H DA 14123 £191  0.958 +0.008  0.60 +0.02

J0150+4-2835 H DAH 12046 £101  0.979 +0.008  1.00 +0.03 M

J01514-2435 H DAH 19868 +£364  1.174 +0.008  0.48 +0.03 M

J0154+4-4700 H DA 11838 £235  1.077 +£0.014 1.59 £0.10

J0158—2503 H DA 12234 +94 1.122 4+0.007 1.68 £0.04

J0204+-8713 H DA 11135 £207  1.053 +0.015 1.75 £0.11

J0205+2057  log(C/H)=+0.97 DAQ 16427 +£228  1.194 £0.008  0.96 +0.04 AV

J0211+4+2115 H DAH 12244 £135  1.075 £0.007 1.44 £0.05 M

J0216+3541 H DBAH 32464 +1481 1.051 £0.024 0.06 +£0.01 M

J0230+4-3842 H DAH 20695 £417  1.145 £0.009  0.37 £0.02 M

J0234—-0511 H DA 12634 £77  0.958 £0.004  0.81 £0.01

J02484-1600 H DA 19369 +£331  1.082 £0.009  0.36 +0.02

J0249—-1831 H DAH 18144 £243  1.166 £0.006 0.60 £0.03 M

J0256—-1515 H DAH 25312 £294  1.236 +0.005 0.31 £0.01 MR



J0257+0308
J0307+0313
J0311-2254
J0317—-2916
J0319+4628
J0323+3457
J0323+4-3501
J0325—-0815
J0326+1331
J0327+-2227
J0332+3005
J0347—-1802
J0348—-0058
J0401+-2140
J0408+-2323
J0422—-2407
J0439+4543
J0447+4224
J0448—-1053
J0455—0058
J0507+2645
J0521-1029
J0529+5239
J0533-2713
J0534—-0214
J0538+3212
J0547+1501
J0547-1250
J0550—-1630
J0551+4135
J0601+3726
J0602+4652
J0607+3415
J0608—0059
J0625+-1902
J0634+3848
J0655+-2939
JO657+7341
J0705—2046
JO707+5611
JO712—-1815
JO7184-3731
JO725+-0411
JO733+4-5750
JO734+4841
JO737—-0610
JOT474+4527
J0801+7749
J0803+1229
JO811+4212

msaniian

log(H/He)=-3.00

jusjijaniianianiianiiasiiasiiaciiasiiasiiasjas as fas fas fas fas as i aniasiilasiia sl sl as i as

log(C/H)=-0.48
H
log(H/He)=-5.00
H
H
H
H
log(C /H)=—0.40
H
H
H
H
H
H
H
H

log(H/He)=—-2.07

asjiianianiias

DAH
DA
DA

He-DA

DAH
DA
DA
DA

DAH
DC
DA
DA
DA
DA
DA
DA
DA
DA
DA
DA

DAH
DA
DA
DA
DA
DA

DAH

DAH
DA

DAQ

DAH

DQH?

DAH
DA

DAH
DA

DAQ
DA

DAH
DC
DA
DC
DA
DA
DA

DQA
DA
DA

DAH
DA

12149 +139
13799 £212
22184 +£392
11165 £346
14403 £210
13875 £198
13621 246
13942 £289
11351 £101
15128 £317
15200 £382
13082 £150
37535 £1428
18009 +416
12053 £110
19042 +90
19119 £625
16702 £341
11993 £108
20846 +405
21668 +£350
29561 +862
20087 £217
20951 £359
28064 £560
12454 +154
15460 +199
12394 +139
18599 450
12997 £115
12713 £82
13211 £192
21139 £340
17329 £180
18120 £397
12210 £106
17020 £412
12609 £119
27829 £515
18101 £355
11742 £136
33942 +£1411
12022 £88
16212 £160
14094 88
12051 +66
13625 +324
16886 +306
19168 +332
14595 280

1.083 £0.011
1.238 £0.004
0.940 +0.010
1.156 £0.020
1.010 £0.010
1.017 £0.009
0.971 £0.011
1.159 £0.008
0.936 +0.01
1.277 £0.007
1.283 £0.006
1.143 £0.007
1.246 £0.008
1.217 £0.007
1.024 £0.008
1.222 +£0.005
1.307 £0.007
1.211 +0.008
0.941 +0.007
1.258 +0.006
1.232 +£0.005
1.045 £0.017
1.233 £0.003
1.196 +0.005
0.989 +0.013
0.994 £0.010
0.942 £0.008
1.032 £0.007
1.081 £0.012
1.139 £0.005
0.921 +0.006
1.209 £0.008
1.175 £0.006
1.278 £0.003
1.234 £0.009
0.926 +0.006
1.189 £0.009
1.134 £0.007
1.139 £0.010
1.291 £0.005
0.980 +0.008
1.317 £0.007
0.940 +0.008
1.009 +0.006
0.987 £0.003
1.105 +0.006
1.100 £0.010
1.209 +0.006
1.162 +0.008
1.160 +0.008

1.51 £0.07
1.63 £0.05
0.15 £0.01
1.95 +£0.11
0.65 £0.03
0.74 £0.04
0.68 £0.04
1.35 £0.08
1.02 £0.04
1.44 £0.05
1.43 £0.06
1.51 £0.05
0.10 £0.01
0.84 £0.06
1.22 £0.06
0.72 £0.04
0.96 £0.06
1.00 £0.06
0.89 £0.02
0.68 £0.04
0.50 £0.03
0.08 £0.01
0.65 £0.03
0.45 +0.03
0.08 +0.01
0.95 +0.05
0.44 £0.02
1.15 £0.06
0.40 +0.03
1.44 £0.03
0.72 £0.02
1.52 £0.04
0.39 £0.02
1.13 £0.02
0.89 £0.06
0.81 £0.02
0.87 £0.06
1.61 £0.05
0.15 £0.01
1.06 +£0.04
1.09 £0.05
0.20 £0.03
0.88 £0.02
0.47 £0.01
0.65 £0.01
1.59 £0.02
1.15 £0.10
0.96 £0.05
0.50 £0.03
1.20 +0.07
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J0811+4323
J0831-2231
J0835+1042
J0842—-0222
J0851+1201
J0856+6206
J0912—-2642
J0940—-1034
J0949—-0730
J0950—-2841
J0951-1517
J0959—-1828
J1010—2427
J1014—-0417
J1034+-0327
J1046—-0518
J10524-1610
J1054+-5523
J110141741
J1101-1314
J1104—2826
J1105+5225
J1106+1802
J1107+0405
J1107+8122
J1107—-1607
J1135-2430
J1137+2947
J1140+4-2322
J1154+3650
J1203+6450
J1213+1140
J1214—-1724
J1217+0828
J1243+-4805
J1254—0452
J1256—0619
J13294-2549
J1333+4-6406
J1339-0713
J1342—-1413
J1413+4-0755
J1440—-1951
J1451+-5110
J1451-2502
J1459—-0411
J1501+3431
J1514+4-2313
J1519+6329
J1529+4-2928
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H
H
H
H
H
H
H
H
H
H
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DA
DAQ
DA
DAH?
DAH
DA
DA
DA
DA
DA
DAH
DA
DC
DAH
DAH
DBH
DA
DAH:
DA
DA
DA
DAH?
DA
DA
DAH
DA
DA
DA
DA
DA
DQA
DA
DBH
DAH
DA
DA
DA
DA
DAH
DAH
DA
DA
DAH?
DA
DA
DAH
DA
DA
DA
DA

21195 +356
13836 £180
28001 +512
23910 £212
11209 +83
11857 £79
12973 £115
16503 £189
12941 £184
13335 £203
13566 +406
11995 £176
21788 £176
22956 +£605
15110 £167
18776 £924
11256 +84
18842 £206
18458 £240
22705 £356
17094 £287
17588 +140
12877 £269
13010 £108
14881 +594
15292 £234
17039 £290
21827 £45
11862 £223
26115 £411
12700 £71
15317 £166
26677 £1877
18654 £268
12751 £101
14423 £393
14712 £218
29007 £748
12564 £181
11942 £94
11351 +66
15300 £131
14102 £146
16621 £172
11189 +97
17122 £214
21525 +214
17440 £210
20046 +411
11146 £106

0.945 £0.010
1.134 £0.007
1.286 £0.006
1.162 £0.004
0.904 £0.008
0.958 + 0.007
1.262 £0.002
0.996 +0.007
1.084 £0.008
1.124 £0.006
1.275 £0.010
1.320 £0.004
1.170 £0.004
1.164 £0.010
1.089 £0.006
1.127 +0.024
1.020 £0.009
1.133 +0.006
0.963 +0.010
1.012 +0.008
1.011 +0.009
1.154 +£0.005
1.131 +£0.011
1.140 +0.005
1.237 +£0.010
1.181 £0.007
1.245 £0.006
0.964 £0.001
1.336 £0.006
1.251 £0.006
1.107 £0.006
1.066 £0.006
1.169 £0.010
1.063 £0.008
0.966 +0.006
1.308 £0.008
1.256 £0.004
1.351 £0.006
1.105 £0.010
0.956 +0.006
0.902 +0.006
0.936 +£0.005
1.105 £0.005
0.928 +0.007
1.016 +£0.011
1.189 +0.005
0.924 +0.007
1.280 +0.003
1.266 +0.005
0.968 +0.010

0.18 +0.01
1.23 £0.04
0.33 £0.02
0.26 £0.01
0.97 £0.03
0.97 £ 0.03
1.84 £0.03
0.43 £0.02
1.26 £0.07
1.35 £0.06
1.72 £0.08
1.83 £0.05
0.35 £0.01
0.30 £0.02
0.76 £0.03
0.48 £0.09
1.52 +0.06
0.46 £0.02
0.28 £0.01
0.18 £0.01
0.41 £0.02
0.63 £0.02
1.51 40.09
1.51 +0.04
1.40 £0.12
1.13 £0.05
1.07 £0.04
0.17 £0.001
1.71 £0.06
0.30 £0.02
1.42 £0.02
0.66 £0.03
0.21 £0.05
0.38 £0.02
0.81 £0.02
1.52 £0.07
1.47 £0.04
0.37 £0.03
1.49 £0.07
0.94 £0.03
0.93 £0.02
0.45 £0.01
1.05 +£0.04
0.35 £0.01
1.53 £0.07
0.84 £0.04
0.16 £0.01
1.11 £0.03
0.79 £0.04
1.24 £0.06
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J1537+8419
J1543+3021
J1548+2451
J1552+0039
J1621+0432
J1622+3004
J1626+2533
J1630+-2724
J1655+-2533
J1656+-5719
J1659+-4401
J1659+-6610
J1706—0837
J1707+-3532
J1709—-2632
J1710—2005
J1719—-1446
J1722+-3958
J1723+0836
J1728+-5558
J1744—2035
J1758+-5906
J1800+4517
J1812+4321
J1813+4427
J1819+1225
J1819-1208
J1822+4-5323
J1832+0856
J1839—-0448
J1849+6458
J1857+3147
J1900+7039
J1901+1458
J1902+7728
J1903+-4657
J19104-7334
J1923-2328
J1924-2717
J1924—-2913
J1925—-0346
J19284-1526
J1928+-5429
J1929—-2926
J20114-4910
J2012+-3113
J2026+4-1848
J2026—-2254
J2035—-1835
J2037—-2857
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log(H/He)=—1.88
H
H
log(H/He)=-1.61
H
H
H
log(H/He)=—1.66
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log(C/H)=—2.00
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log(H/He)=—1.84
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asjiiasianias

DC 20897 +482
DAH 15661 £198
DAH 21662 £386

DA 13508 +233
DAH 21636 £197
DQA 15878 +216

DA 13202 +189
DAH 11099 £151

DA 11194 £75

DA 11551 £143
DAH 28170 +327

DA 11422 £106
DQA 12008 £132
DAH 22332 +413

DA 15374 £451
DQA 13762 £190
DAH? 16776 £150

DA 11069 £109
DAH 13830 £195
DQA 14331 £170

DA 27136 +888
DQH 17251 £267

DA 16447 £285

DA 12442 +141

DA 11146 490

DA 11929 +185

hotDQ 23800

DA 23836 +338
DBA 34056 +1013

DA 18804 +222
DQH? 12605 +156

DA 19522 £337
DAP 11615 £100
DAH 29100 £474

DA 17329 +300

DA 20124 +278

DA 13116 +214

DA 21830 £568

DA 17789 £219
DAH 11421 +88
DQA 14499 £132

DA 11621 +141

DA 12914 £130

DA 11455 £220

DQ 12789 +111
DBP 23225 +507

DC 14190 £300

DA 11405 £88
DAH 12164 +119

DA 14584 +128

1.174 £0.009
1.129 £0.006
1.213 £0.006
1.245 £0.011
1.278 £0.003
1.174 £0.007
1.140 £0.007
1.054 £0.013
1.287 £0.002
1.047 £0.010
1.272 £0.003
1.114 £0.006
1.138 £0.008
1.144 £0.008
1.247 £0.007
1.124 +0.010
1.170 £0.005
0.997 £0.010
1.076 +£0.007
1.139 +0.006
1.312 +0.008
1.163 +0.008
1.303 +0.004
0.921 +0.007
1.095 £0.007
1.116 £0.012
1.243
1.172 £0.006
1.318 £0.004
0.963 £0.008
1.047 £0.010
0.985 +0.010
0.988 +0.006
1.319 £0.004
1.261 £0.005
1.009 £0.008
1.085 £0.008
1.154 £0.010
1.213 £0.005
0.910 £0.009
1.149 £0.006
1.011 +0.012
0.915 +0.006
1.054 +£0.016
1.132 £0.005
1.223 +£0.005
1.081 +0.009
0.917 £0.008
1.138 +£0.007
0.997 +£0.004

0.41 +0.03
0.82 £0.04
0.44 £0.03
1.70 £0.05
0.69 £0.02
0.99 £0.04
1.46 +0.06
1.77 £0.08
2.22 £0.02
1.54 £0.07
0.29 £0.01
1.94 £0.05
1.69 +0.04
0.30 £0.02
1.34 +0.08
1.22 £0.05
0.82 £0.03
1.45 +0.07
0.97 £0.06
1.15 £0.04
0.43 £0.05
0.76 £0.04
1.26 £0.04
0.77 £0.03
1.96 £0.05
1.76 £0.08
0.42
0.28 +0.01
0.21 £0.02
0.27 £0.01
1.23 £0.05
0.26 £0.01
1.18 £0.04
0.35 £0.02
1.08 £0.04
0.25 £0.01
1.21 £0.07
0.33 £0.03
0.85 £0.04
0.94 £0.02
1.15 £0.03
1.31 +0.08
0.68 £0.02
1.62 £0.12
1.47 £0.03
0.40 £0.03
0.91 £0.08
0.95 £0.03
1.77 +0.05
0.61 £0.02
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J2054—-2039
J2100+5142
J2105+5903
J2107+7831
J2111+1102
J2133+3529
J2148—-1629
J2153—-2628
J2204+-2543
J2208+-2059
J2221+-4406
J2231-1546
J2250+-3231
J2255+4-0710
J22574+0755
J2304—-2658
J2306—2905
J2308+-0347
J2309+0940
J2314—-2208
J2340—-1819
J2349+0907
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log(H/He)=—1.84
H
H
log(C/H)=40.36
H

DA
DAH
DA
DA
DAH
DA
DAH
DA
DAH
DA
DAH
DA
DA
DAH
DAH
DA
DA
DQA
DA
DA
DAQ
DA

19080 264
11135 £126
18078 +£418
12707 £202
16212 £203
22115 +476
12827 £156
17015 £254
27944 £579
11091 +99
13076 £186
15242 £319
29913 £610
10974 £208
13407 £128
13746 46
16475 £213
11717 +40
17202 £231
23152 +466
15836 +291
16511 4250

1.205 £0.005
0.988 +0.012
1.241 £0.007
1.099 £0.009
1.128 £0.007
0.965 +£0.012
0.979 +0.011
1.218 £0.006
1.153 £0.011
0.941 £0.011
0.945 +0.008
1.299 £0.005
0.994 +£0.013
1.302 £0.011
1.298 £0.003
1.064 £0.008
1.215 +0.006
1.081 +0.005
0.986 +0.010
0.979 +£0.012
1.167 +£0.011
1.204 +0.006

0.66 +0.03
1.37 £0.08
0.92 £0.06
1.41 £0.08
0.73 £0.04
0.17 £0.01
0.82 £0.03
0.98 £0.04
0.16 £0.01
1.12 £0.05
0.71 £0.03
1.42 £0.05
0.06 £0.01
2.19 £0.09
1.72 £0.02
0.93 £0.07
1.05 £0.04
1.62 £0.02
0.37 £0.02
0.15 £0.01
0.97 £0.05
1.00 0.05
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