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ABSTRACT

The binary pulsar J03484-0432 was previously shown to have a mass of approximately 2 Mg, based on
the combination of radial-velocity and model-dependent mass parameters derived from high-resolution
optical spectroscopy of its white-dwarf companion. We present follow-up timing observations that
combine archival observations with data acquired by the Canadian Hydrogen Intensity Mapping Ex-
periment (CHIME) pulsar instrument. We find that the inclusion of CHIME/Pulsar data yields an
improved measurement of general-relativistic orbital decay in the system that falls within 1.2 ¢ of
the original values published by Antoniadis et al. (2013) while being roughly 6 times more precise
due to the extended baseline. When we combine this new orbital evolution rate with the mass ratio
determined from optical spectroscopy, we determine a pulsar mass of 1.806(37) My,. For the first time
for this pulsar, timing alone significantly constrains the pulsar mass. We explain why the new mass
for the pulsar is 10% lower and discuss how the mis-modeling of the initial observations of the white
dwarf companion likely led to an inaccurate determination of the pulsar mass.

Keywords: J03484-0432 — pulsar — white dwarf — mass — binary

1. INTRODUCTION

Neutron star (NS) masses have been of keen interest to astronomers and physicists over the past century. Ultra-dense
nuclear matter cannot be probed in a terrestrial laboratory, but is accessible via observations of neutron stars, with
relevant properties being the radius and mass. Various equation of state (EoS) models have suggested the maximum
mass of a NS to be somewhere between 2.1 and 2.5 M. Theoretical limits on the upper NS mass have been presented
in Lattimer & Prakash (2001); Chamel et al. (2013); Ozel & Freire (2016).

Measurements of large NS masses can constrain or eliminate ranges of possible EoS. Since a greater observed NS
mass would yield a limit on dense nuclear matter, a 2Mg NS has been seen as a promising milestone in the study
of compact objects. Of course, the observation of the mass will give insight into the composition and EoS for these
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compact objects, allowing scientists to better understand the fundamentals of ultra-dense nuclear matter (
; ).

There are several NSs whose masses have approached (or exceeded) 2Mg. In 2010, ( ) made use
of the observed Shapiro delay of PSR J1614—2230 to claim a mass bound of 1.97 4+ 0.04 M, making it the first NS
to have a mass possibly greater than 2Mg !. Several years later, ( ) and ( )
used the same method to determine the mass of another NS, PSR J0740+4-6620, at 2.08 4+ 0.07 Mg. These studies
relied on the well established relativistic Shapiro time delay ( ). For orbits seen nearly edge on, the radio
signals from the pulsar will be slightly delayed via the gravitational field of the companion due to the increased light
travel time caused by following the geodesic past the companion star.. Using this, the theory of General Relativity
can provide direct measurements of the mass of the pulsar’s companion as well as the sine of the orbital inclination
angle. These quantities can be combined with the Keplerian mass function, which is determined extremely precisely
via pulsar timing, to obtain a measurement of the neutron star mass. Some systems permit the measurement of other
relativistic parameters, which can lead to similar or redundant mass constraints ( ).

In addition to the Shapiro delay method, astronomers may combine pulsar timing with optical spectroscopy of a
companion to determine the orbital characteristics (and hence the mass) of a NS (e.g. ( );

( , ); ( )). This method is analogous to the double-lined spectroscopic method used to
study binaries that observes how the spectral lines of a NS companion, typically a white dwarf (WD), shift with orbital
phase.

When combined with the velocity of the pulsar from timing observations, the spectroscopic data can be used to

determine the mass ratio ¢ = Mns/Mwp of the system. Additionally, the width of the Balmer lines can give insight
into the WD’s gravitational acceleration near the surface of the star. Depending on the WD modeling used, these
factors can all be used to determine the mass of the WD, and then that of the NS via the mass ratio q.
( ) used this method when investigating J0348+0432, a compact NS-WD binary. In their work, the spectroscopic
results led to a mass ratio of ¢ = 11.70 + 0.04. Then, via WD modeling, they determined the mass of the WD to be
0.172 £ 0.003 M, and the NS mass to be 2.01 4+ 0.04 M. Additionally the original study was able to place a limit on
the binary orbital evolution rate, a quantity which can be used to test General Relativity by assuming orbital energy
loss is due to gravitational radiation.

The work contained within this Letter follows-up the work by ( ) with new pulsar timing
observations with the Canadian Hydrogen Intensity Mapping Experiment (CHIME) telescope ( ,

). We extend the timing baseline by a factor of 4 to place updates on the mass and binary evolution parameters
for PSR J0348+-0432.

2. OBSERVATIONS & DATA REDUCTION

Our study is based on the combination and analysis of two distinct data sets: the timing data published by
( ); and new timing data acquired with the CHIME telescope taken from July 01, 2020 to January 30, 2023.
Details of the archival observations and their reduction are provided by ( ). PSR J0348+0432
is observed by the CHIME telescope on a near-daily basis. The CHIME telescope uses a dedicated instrument for
producing coherently dedipsersed pulse profiles across the 400—800 MHz range, which we hereafter refer to as the
CHIME/Pulsar backend ( ).

The CHIME/Pulsar backend receives a stream of voltage data with frequency and time resolutions of 0.390625
MHz and 2.56 us, respectively; the instrument then performs real-time coherent dedispersion and folding of the
channelized timeseries based on an existing model of pulsar rotation, using the dspsr software package (

). For all observations of PSR J0348+0432, we used the timing solution that is publicly available on the
Australia Telescope National Facility (ATNF) Pulsar Catalogue to produce initial data products (

). These data consist of coherently dedispersed profiles formed over 1,024 channels, 256 profile bins, and 10-second
“subintegrations” that span the transit time of the pulsar, which is typically ~13 minutes at the declination of the
pulsar.

These raw, folded profile data were cleaned and downsampled using the clfd ( , ) and
psrchive ( ; , , ) software packages. For each observing epoch, we
initially produced pulse proﬁles averaged across integration time but resolved into 8 frequency channels over the 400—

1 Recently, ( ) placed a new bound on this mass of J1614—2230 to be 1.937 +0.014 M,
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Figure 1. Pulse profile showing the relative flux for J03484-0432. Both the averaged (blue) and smoothed (red) profiles are
shown.

800 MHz range. However, we found that the CHIME observations consistently yielded low S/N per epoch, even after
full integration of the data in all dimensions. We therefore instead produced pulse profiles integrated over time and
frequency, in order to maximize TOA precision.

Once the cleaned products were formed, we combined all available CHIME data to generate an accurate, de-noised
template for the pulse profile. The results of this analysis are shown in Fig. 1. This combination was achieved by
temporally aligning the 517 viable days of CHIME data into a single data file based on the publicly available timing
solution on the ATNF pulsar database; we then fully downsampled this combined data set in both integration time and
frequency before smoothing the resultant profile using the wavelet-based denoising psrsmooth algorithm in psrchive.
We subsequently used the template profile to compute TOAs for all CHIME observations using the pat utility within
psrchive. This command makes use of a Fourier Phase Gradient algorithm detailed in ( ).

Lastly, we make use of two white-noise parameters (EFAC & EQUAD) and fit for them with PINT? ( ;

). The EFAC parameter applies a constant scale factor to all raw TOAs, while
the EQUAD addb an uncertainty term in quadrature to the TOAs. Each telescope/back-end combination had its own
white noise parameters, and PINT can fit for these simultaneously. Following this procedure, we obtain a timing model
that yields a best fit reduced x? value of 1.0022.

2.1. Ewaluating Dispersion Variations with CHIME Data

As described above, we created a frequency-averaged TOA data set from CHIME /Pulsar data in order to maximize
timing precision for evaluating orbital variations over time. However, the low-frequency nature of the CHIME /Pulsar
data set may nonetheless contain enough significance to constrain variations in pulse dispersion. We explored the
dispersion measure variation with both a DMX and wideband timing measurements. When we made use of the DMX
analysis later in our work, our data was frequency scrunched to 8 channels. The number of channels was based
on having a large enough selection of frequency channels, while still maintaining a reasonable signal to noise. We
used the PulsePortraiture framework for simultanously estimating a “wideband” TOA and dispersion measure DM

fo ne(l)dl from the broadband CHIME/Pulsar data set. These DM data can then be searched for, e.g., orbital
modulatlons in DM. We did not use these wideband TOAs in the analysis of the combined TOA data set as archival
data were produced using the “narrowband” methods described above, and wideband data are analyzed differently by
available pulse-timing software (see Sec. 4.3).

3. RESULTS

2 https://nanograv-pint.readthedocs.io/en /latest /
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Figure 2. Post-fit timing residuals for J0348+4-0432 with the combined archival and newer CHIME data. Original data from
GBT comes from a drift scan survey ( ). The Arecibo data is parsed into two groups differentiated by the
backend.
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Figure 3. CHIME/Pulsar only residuals plotted as a function of time and orbital phase. The analysis here yielded a best fit
reduced x? value of 1.0022.



J03484-0432 5

u=1.806 Mo H=0.154 Mo

0=0.037 M, -
10 o 20|  9=0.003 Mo

PDF
PDF

Mo

Figure 4. J03484-0432 neutron star mass distribution ob- Figure 5. J0348+0432 white dwarf mass distribution obtained
tained via Monte-Carlo simulation of timing results. via Monte-Carlo simulation of timing results.

The results of our timing analysis are shown in Table 1. In total, we have 9357 TOAs: 8676 from Arecibo, 164 from
the GBT, and 517 from CHIME /Pulsar. We process these data with the PINT software package to derive the timing
parameters for J0348+0432 and its white dwarf companion. Additionally, we use the the Solar System ephemeris
DE440 ( ) to correct the topocentric TOAs used in our analysis to the Solar System barycenter and
the clock timescale BIPM2022.

Our key result from this analysis is the evolution of the binary period. The period evolution (Pb) of our system is
measured through timing to be —2.17(7) x 10713 [s- s71]. This result is ~1.20 consistent with the value determined
by ( ). Additionally, the precision of our measurements is ~ 6.4 times greater than the original
data due to a decade of added baseline. Taking this orbital evolution and assuming it to be completely due to general
relativity, we make use of the evolution equation (Eq. (1a)) as described in ( ) and

( ) along with the measured radial velocity measurements presented in ( ) (which we
believe to be robust, and mostly free from systematics) that give us a mass ratio of the binary (Eq. (1b)), we are able
to determine the masses of the neutron star and its white dwarf companion:

. 1927 _sys (P /* o —T/2 73, 37, 1/
Py=—-T — 1-— 1+ — — Mns M- M; My 1
b 5 to (27r> ( e ) + 21° + 966 NsMwp (Mns + Mwp) ) (1a)
Mys = ¢ Mwp , (1b)
where, Tg = (g/\/t)g /3 & 4.925490947 us defined in ( ). To do this, we sample each of the

timing parameters with a Gaussian distribution given the mean and standard deviation as presented in Table 1. We
then perform a Monte-Carlo simulation to give us a distribution of masses. The results of the sampling scheme are
presented in Figs. 4 & 5. We find that the new mass measurements give a neutron star mass Mys = 1.806(37) Mg
and a white dwarf mass Mwp = 0.154(3) Mg. The values of Teyy and log g observed for the white-dwarf companion

are representative of those in recent surveys for extremely low-mass WDs ( ; )
and recent cooling models ( ) imply that the mass is likely considerably lower than the upper range
derived in ( ).

These masses are significantly different from those of the ( ) paper. If we make use of Eq. (1a)

with the values for Mys, Mwp, Py, and e presented in the former work we find that the calculated PB,XS = —2.593(78) x
107 [s - s71]. From here on, PB7XS will be a reference to the analytical orbital evolution rate assuming the physical
parameters from the previous research. Comparing this value with our own value of P, and adding the uncertainties
in quadrature shows that there is a ~ 40 discrepancy between the two values.

We may also investigate two kinematic effects which could lead to changes in the observed P,. The first is the
“Shklovskii Effect,” ( ) which can be thought of as an artificial period derivative due to transverse motion
of the pulsar at some distance away from Earth. A separate effect is due to the difference in Galactic acceleration of
the solar system barycenter (SSB) and the center of mass of the pulsar system. ( ;

; ). Knowing the galactic location of the pulsar, distance between the SSB and pulsar, and
a model of Galactic potential we may be able to calculate a change in the orbital period by calculating the relative
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accelerations, which leads to a time-varying doppler shift ( ). We make use of the PRESTO® software
package, which contains the necessary functions to determine these orbital evolution found in ( );

( ) to solve the equations for the Shklovskii Effect (PbG al) " as well as the Galactic acceleration effects both
parallel (HPb) and perpendicular? (; PS?!) to the galactic plane:

PsShk 24
s~ 2, (22)
Pb &
pe 2 d/R,)cosb — cosl
I+ = _° cosb |cosl + (2/ o)COb Ccos ’ (2b)
Py cR, 14+ (d/R,)" cos?b—2(d/R,)cosbcosl
pgal 1.25
b —1.08x107" +0.58 (dsin®b) [s7'], (2¢)
Py V2 sin? b+ 0.0324
where p is the total proper motion of the pulsar, d = 2.1(1) kpe ( ) is the distance from
the Earth to the pulsar, V, ~ 240 km/s ( ) is the orbital speed of the Sun around the center of
the galaxy, R, = 8.34 kpc ( ), and b and [ are the galactic longitude and latitude of the pulsar.

Using the location information found in Tab. 1, the orbital effects are found to be PP"™ /P, ~ 9.3(6) x 10720 [s~]
G PSPy &~ 9.9(3) x 1072 [s71), and | PF ~ —2.47(5) x 1071 [s71], all of which are several orders of magnitude
smaller than our value of P,/P, ~ —2 x 107'7 [s~!].  While the above galactic acceleration equations are highly
simplified, they shouldn’t be off by more than a factor of a few from the real value, and what is important is simply
that they have a very small magnitude. We note that the magnitude of the proper motion terms used in the calculations
above agree with the results published in the Gaia DR3 release ( , )?, though the
Gaia experiment itself only constrained the parallax to a distance of —0.035 = 0.784 mas ( ). These
results indicate that there is no significant contamination in our data from the kinematic effects we investigated.

Calculating higher derivatives of a couple of the physical parameters may also prove advantageous in determining the
validity of our observations. We find that the second derivative of the pulsar spin frequency is 1.4(1.0) x 10728 [Hz - s~2].
This value is minuscule, and combined with the flat timing residuals, implies that timing noise is highly unlikely to
contaminate our results. The derivative of the projected semi-major axis of the binary orbit was also fitted to the data.
This could let us know if any extra effects, such as projection effects from proper motion, were present which we may
have missed that could influence P,. From fitting the data, we determined this value to be —2.5(3.3) x 1075 [Is - s71],
a non-detection, and too small to affect our value of B, in any meaningful way.

4. DISCUSSION

The results of our updated timing analysis lead to a significant difference in the inferred pulsar mass originally
determined by ( ). The updated estimate of Myg = 1.806(37) M, which differs from the original
estimate of 2.01(4) Mg by at least ~ 5o, challenges the notion that PSR J0348+4232 is one of the highest-mass
neutron stars known. Given the significance of this change, we address different aspects of our result in relation to
prior analysis methods.

4.1. Differences Between Mass-Estimation Methods

( ) presented a radio timing solution that exhibited unambiguous orbital decay of the system;
they argued that the observed P, must be due to gravitational-wave emission after carefully considering all other
known forms of intrinsic or apparent variations in P,. We confirmed their estimate of orbital decay with our combined
Arecibo and CHIME /Pulsar data sets, finding that our latest estimate differs only by ~1.2¢ from the value previously
determined. We consider this consistency to be a confirmation of the system behavior as gauged from radio timing,
given the extension of the data set by at least 10 years. However, the radio-timing estimate of B, = —2.73(45) x
1073 [s-s71 ( ) possessed weaker statistical significance than the physical parameters derived
from modeling of optical spectra of the white-dwarf companion. Therefore, the observed P, was not used by

( ) for their constraint on the mass of PSR J0348+0432.

3 See ( ) or https://github.com/scottransom/presto
4 We use the Galactic potential model of ( ,b) with a local mass density of po = 1072 Mg pc? and a total disk
column density of ¥ = 46 Mg pc™2 as was done in ( ).

5 J0348-+0432 is identified as Gaia DR3 3273288485744249344.
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( ) instead relied on high-precision measurements of brightness and spectral parameters of the
white dwarf to derive their initial estimate of Mys. The procedure consisted of: measuring surface gravity — log g,
where g = GMwp /R, — through direct fitting of lines observed in optical spectra, which requires an assumption of
surface-envelope composition; assuming a finite-temperature relationship between Mwp and Rwp, arising from the
white-dwarf equations of state, to derive Mwp; and using the Keplerian mass function to derive Mys. Past work
has shown such a method to yield self-consistent properties of the white dwarf when, e.g., deriving Rwp instead from
integrated-flux data through the distance modulus, which depends on a priori knowledge of the distance and optical
reddening ( ; ).

Either method nonetheless invokes several assumptions that can introduce systematic uncertainties into any esti-
mation of Mygs. It is therefore likely that one or a combination of these assumptions lead to a composite systematic
uncertainty whose magnitude cannot not easily assessed. By contrast, the use of ¢ and B, in determining the masses
only requires the assumption that general relativity explain the observed orbital decay, which is well-tested at our
current level of precision (e.g., ) for NS—WD binaries. This combination was also performed by

( ) and yielded a less-stringent estimate of Mg that is nonetheless consistent with our improved result. The
consistency in radio-timing models further points to the notion that the optical-only derivation of Mywp (which when
used in combination with the measured velocity ratio can yield Myg) suffers from a systematic bias, and we therefore
consider the ¢ — P, estimate of Mysg in our analysis to be more robust.

4.2. Monte-Carlo Estimation of Mass Uncertainties

We also investigated what was the largest source of error with our simulations. To do this, we run two simulations
where one assumes a perfect P, with the mass ratio ¢ taken from ( ), and the other assumes
a perfect measurement on the mass ratio, while we keep the P, we determine via our observations. By comparing
these two scenarios, we were able to deduce that the uncertainty on the evolution of the binary period (Pb) was
the largest source of inaccuracy in our system. The expanded timing baseline that we include in this work which
gives over ten years of timing with the included CHIME /Pulsar data helps in reducing the errors and providing us
with a more accurate estimate of P,. This should be the case given that the error on B, scales as T%/2 where T
is the observation time ( ). We expect that continued study of the system J0348+0432 will
further hone the value of P, and thus provide more accurate mass measurements. A cursory calculation shows that
approximately 23 more years of continued observations of J0348+0432 with CHIME /Pulsar should reduce the error on
the P, measurement to the point where the dominant source of uncertainty in the system is the optical measurements
used for the determination of the mass ratio.

4.3. Mass Loss as a Cause of Orbital Decay and DM Variations

It is possible that the measured Py is not solely from gravitational effects, but has a contribution due to some other

effect, like mass loss from the system ( , ). As the binary system sheds mass — either from the pulsar
or its companion — there is an expectation that this will be in the form of relativistic particles and electromagnetic
fields ( ). As such, this should leave an imprint on the dispersion measure (DM) calculated for

the system as the pulsed signal will traverse and interact with the local plasma. Such orbital DM variations have been
observed with CHIME data in the PSR J16414-8049 “black-widow” binary system, where high-order variations in the

orbital parameters due to mass loss are also measured ( ). Noting how the dispersion measure
changes over time should provide evidence that there is an additional effect of mass loss present, which in theory
could account for a variation in the P, observed. ( ) also discussed the possibility of mass loss

contributing to the change in orbital period. Their original results placed an upper limit of Pg” < 0.4 x 1076, roughly
500 times less than the orbital evolution rate governed by gravitational effects. We made use of the PulsePortraiture®
software package to track the evolution of the DMs using wideband timing ( ; ). The
DM was calculated as explained in 2.1, where the original CHIME data was frequency scrunched to 8 channels. Figure 6
shows the results of our analysis. We note that within the CHIME/Pulsar data, there is no DM trend which would
indicate the presence of particles which would result from the mass loss of the binary system.

As an additional check, we used PINT to derive DMs a different way. Taking advantage of the CHIME data which
was frequency scrunched to 8 channels that we used in the PulsePortraiture analysis, we use DMX” values which we

6 https://github.com/pennucci/PulsePortraiture
7 See ( ) Sec. 4 for an explanation of the DMX method.
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Figure 6. Top: The dispersion measure against the orbital phase (black) for J0348+-0432 using the new CHIME/Pulsar
data. The CHIME data was frequency scrunched to 8 channels before applying the PulsePortraiture procedure. As seen
in the plot, there is no significant trend with phase which could indicate the interaction between the orbital bodies and any
extraneous matter which could affect the binary parameters. Note that superior conjunction, where the companion is in front
of the pulsar, and where we would most likely see excess dispersion, occurs at orbital phase of 0.25. Bottom: Same as top,
except now compared with time (red). We have also included the results from the DMX analysis (blue), which agree with the
PulsePortraiture procedure. No trends are noticed to indicate any mass loss leading to an improper measure of the orbital
parameters.

derive via dmxparse, a utility originally used in tempo but updated with the newer software to ensure each DMX bin
contained at least one TOA. Figure 6 shows the results of the DMX procedure in the bottom portion of the plot. Here,
there are no trends or significant deviations from the mean DM value for either procedure discussed. This suggests that
the presence of significant additional ionized gas near the binary system is unlikely. Following the work and procedures
laid out in ( ); ( ); ( ), we can substantiate this claim by
making a rough estimate of the expected mass loss given an upper limit a ADM that we do not see. Via Fig. 6, we fail
to see an excess DM around conjunction (orbital phase = 0.25) of more than about 0.03 pc - cm?. If we assume that
the WD is emitting a fully ionized plasma isotropically, we may calculate the mass loss via M = 47TR]23 PEVyw, Where Rg
is the eclipsing region of the binary, pg is the plasma density, and v,, is the escape velocity for the WD. We assume
our values to be Rg ~ 0.3Rg, pg ~ 3 x 10718 [¢ - cm ™3] where our excess DM was integrated over a column the length
of the semi-major axis of the orbit, and v,, =~ 108 [cm - s]. This gives us M ~ 3 x 1074 [Mg /yr] to be the estimated
mass loss of the companion WD.

It is still useful to check and see what the expected mass loss would be if PB,xs is the correct orbital evolution rate

given the original masses from ( ). The change in orbital period assuming a system is losing mass
can be given by ( )
P —op, [ NS T WD ) 3)
Mns + Mwp
Given our lower value for Py, we must obtain an evolution due to mass loss of Pg” = —4.2(10) x 10~ in order to agree

with PB7XS. Taking the values from ( ) for the masses, period, as well as Mys which they find to be
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Figure 7. A comparison of the delays calculated between the DM and the assumption that the orbit is eccentric. We note that
the DM error is roughly an order of magnitude larger than the delays induced by the eccentricity of the orbit. This is a further
evidence that there is no extraneous DM variations leading to a misunderstanding of our system.

2.82(5)x 1071 Mg yr~!, we can find the mass loss of the white dwarf must be Mywp ~ —1.66(40)x10~1° My, yr~'. This
value is extremely large compared with already observed mass loss rates for black widow and redback systems (

) as well as our own estimate for the mass loss calculated above. We may therefore safely assume that the
P, we have found in this work is not dominated by the mass loss of the system.

We also investigated if more periodic DM variations from a smoother wind could cause a mis-estimation of the
eccentricity of the binary, and mask potential mass loss. The eccentricity of the binary and an ionized wind should
cause timing delays as a function of the orbital period. If delays from a wind are dominated by the DM errors,
they could in theory skew the orbital parameters of the binary which could induce corrections to the P, and the
NS mass. We find the delay caused by the eccentricity of the orbit by taking the difference between the orbital
delays of the J0348+0432 system assuming an eccentric and circular orbit. For this analysis, we again made use of
PulsePortraiture and the frequency scrunched data which is described in 2.1. This procedure allow us to record a
DM and DM timing error for each TOA. The results of this analysis is shown in Fig. 7. We find that it is unlikely that
systematic DM errors as a function of orbital phase would cause inaccuracies in eccentricity because the DM errors
are roughly an order of magnitude larger. Therefore, we may conclude that our assumption that the orbit is eccentric
is correct and the calculated orbital parameters are valid. This includes our new values of the P, and Mys.

5. CONCLUSIONS

The work presented here establishes a new mass measurement for the pulsar J0348+0432. Using a much longer
timing baseline with the inclusion of CHIME/Pulsar data allows for a higher precision measurement of the rate of
orbital evolution. Together with the original spectroscopic measurements and inference of the binary mass ratio, we
deduce that the Myg = 1.806(37) Mg. We believe this result to be robust as it relies solely on observed quantities
rather than a model of broadband optical emission. Tests were performed on DM variations to see if any mass shedding
is present which can influence our measurement of P,. From these, we determine that our DM is stable, indicating that
the system is most likely not shedding significant mass which could affect the orbital evolution. We looked into various
kinematic effects which could be present to cause a deviation in the measured P,. We investigated both the Shklovskii
Effect and the effect of galactic acceleration and found that neither is a significant contributor to the overall binary
evolution of the system. We also investigated whether a mis-estimation of the eccentricity of the system could have
masked ionized mass loss from the system, thereby contaminating our measurement of P,. We find that our errors on
the value of the eccentricity are much smaller than our uncertainties from our DM measurements, and therefore will



10

SAFFER ET AL.

Timing Parameters

Name

Our Values

Antoniadis et. al.

CHIME Only

Right Ascension (J2000)
Declination (J2000)

Proper Motion Declination [mas - yr™*]
Pulsar Frequency [Hz|
Dispersion Measure [cm™ - pc]
Binary Model
Orbital Period (P) [day]
Orbital Evolution Rate (Py)
Projected Semi-Major Axis [ls]
Time of Ascending Node [MJD]
1N = esin(w)
Kk = ecos(w)
Mass Ratio (¢ = Mns/Mwn)

Proper Motion Right Ascension [mas - yr~

]

First Derivative of Pulsar Frequency [Hz -s™!]

03:48:43.638483(11)
04°32/11".45456(49)
4.12(7)
1.12(24)
25.5606365999036(9)
—1.57323(18) x 107*¢
40.46329(9)
ELL1
0.102424061371(9)
—2.17(7) x 10713
0.14098106(33)
54889.70532365(6)
4.6(1) x 107°
0.3(10) x 1078

03:48:43.639000(4)
04°32'11”.4580(2)
4.04(16)

3.5(6)
25.5606361937675(4)
—1.5729(3) x 10716
40.46313(11)
ELL1
0.102424062722(7)
—2.73(45) x 10713
0.14097938(7)
56000.084771047(11)
1.9(10) x 107°
1.4(10) x 107°
11.70(13)

03:48:43.64173(25)
04°32'11".4626(96)
3.0(32)
-6(8)
25.560636547705(12)
—1.5696(35) x 1076

a

ELL1
0.1024240608(5)
—5(12) x 107%3

0.140982(5)
54889.70513(15)
0.00010(5)
2(5) x 107°

Derived Parameters

Spin Period [ms]

First Derivative of Spin Period [s-s™!]
Characteristic Age [Gyr]
Eccentricity (e)

Transverse Magnetic Field at Poles [G]
Mass Function [Mg]

39.1226562801558(13)
2.40795(28) x107*°
2.574
4.7(10) x 107°
3.11 x10°
0.0002867881(20)

39.1226569017806(5)
2.4073(4) x107*°
2.6
~2x10°
0.000286778(4)

39.122656360050(18)
2.402(5) x107*
2.58
0.00010(5)

3.1 x 10°
0.000286793(21)

a

As our CHIME Only model was integrated over time and frequency, an accurate determination of the DM was not obtained.

Table 1. All timing and derived parameters from our analysis. We include the total combined values in the first column, the
archival values from ( ) in the second column, and the analysis of only the newly added CHIME/Pulsar
data in the third column.

not have any significant influence on our P,. Given that we have shown the robustness of our P, measurements, we
conclude that our updated mass measurements are valid. With this in mind, J0348+0432 promises to be an exciting
object for future study, namely as a test-bed for modified gravity. Such work is already underway (Paulo Freire,
private communication), which will include additional timing data from Effelsberg and Arecibo. It is well known that
modified theories of gravity may induce alternative modes of gravitational waves ( ; ;

). These additional modes carry energy with them, causing the binary to inspiral at a different rate than that
induced by general relativity alone. This change in P, is a measurable effect which can be used to place bounds on
certain alternative theories of gravity. We expect to make use of follow-up observations of this system in order to place
bounds on the strength of the alternative gravitational wave modes by measuring the P, and comparing the results
with values expected from general relativity.
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