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ABSTRACT

In this study we present a detailed analysis of CN Lyn, an overlooked triple star system, by combin-
ing spectroscopic data from the literature, photometric TESS data, and kinematic techniques. We
updated the fundamental parameters of the known eclipsing components in the system with high pre-
cision. The chemical composition of both eclipsing components (Aab) and the third component (B)
in the system were calculated with great accuracy. According to our analysis the mass, radius, and
metallicity of the eclipsing components are 1.16670013 M), 1.786 70 513 Ry, and —0.7870 93 dex for Aa
and 1.143%5013 M, 1.65175:013 Re, and —0.557055 dex for Ab. The pair’s age is 3.89701) Gyr. The
mass, radius, metallicity, and age for B are 0.85703% M, 1.43610 025 R, —1.83759) dex, and 12.5732
Gyr, respectively. It is also found that the triple system (AabB) satisfies the stability criteria for the
hierarchical triple system. Kinematic and Galactic orbital parameters of CN Lyn were obtained from
the astrometric and spectroscopic data of the system. Dynamical orbital analyses, taking into account
the ages of the component stars in the central binary system (A) show that the CN Lyn originated
at the metal-poor edge of the Galactic disk. The third component of the system was found to be a
member of the halo population in terms of age, a elements and metal abundance. Given the different
chemical abundances and age of B compared to A, this suggests that the third component was captured

by the central system in a region with weak gravitational interactions far beyond the Galactic disc.

Keywords: Trinary stars (1714), Spectroscopy (1558), Galaxy kinematics (602)

1. INTRODUCTION

Triple star systems hold significant astrophysical im-
portance, offering profound insights into stellar evolu-
tion, dynamical interactions, and mass transfer pro-
cesses. Due to their complexity compared to single or bi-
nary star systems, triple systems facilitate a more com-
prehensive understanding of stellar processes from for-
mation to final stages. Events such as mass transfer and
mergers within such systems can trigger high-energy as-
trophysical phenomena, including supernova explosions
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and the formation of compact objects like neutron stars
and black holes (Toonen et al. 2020). The dynamical
stability of triple systems, characterized by interactions
between inner and outer orbits, contributes critically
to the study of stellar dynamics (Eggleton & Kiseleva-
Eggleton 2001). Additionally, triple systems serve as
important sources of gravitational waves, offering valu-
able insights into this area of astrophysical research (An-
tonini & Perets 2012).

The distribution of triple star systems across different
spectral classes sheds light on their formation and evo-
lutionary processes. Spectral classification, which orga-
nizes stars based on temperature, luminosity, and spec-
tral lines, reveals distinct patterns in the occurrence and
characteristics of triple systems. Observational stud-
ies have identified triple star systems across all spectral
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classes, from hot O-type stars to cooler M-type stars,
though their distribution is uneven. To illustrate: mas-
sive O- and B-type stars are more frequently found in
higher-order multiple systems, including triples, likely
due to their formation in dense stellar environments
where dynamical interactions are more prevalent (Sana
et al. 2014; Moe & Di Stefano 2017). In contrast to the
high-mass stars, middle/low-mass stars (such as those
in the F, G, K, and M spectral classes) less commonly
form triple systems. When they do, these systems typ-
ically exhibit wider separations and lower eccentricities
than the early type systems (Tokovinin 2008).

The frequency of triple star systems also varies with
metallicity and age, influencing their spectral distribu-
tion. Metal-rich environments tend to favor the for-
mation of tighter, more stable multiple systems, while
metal-poor environments are more likely to produce
wider, less bound systems (Raghavan et al. 2010). Ad-
ditionally, older star populations display a different dis-
tribution compared to those found in, say, younger clus-
ters, reflecting the dynamical evolution and potential
disruption of triple systems over time. The spectral class
distribution of triple star systems underscores the com-
plex interplay between stellar mass, formation environ-
ment, and dynamical evolution, providing a thorough
understanding of their occurrence and characteristics
across the Hertzsprung-Russell (HR) diagram. Study-
ing these systems enables researchers to gain deeper
insights into the mechanisms governing star formation,
the stability of multiple star systems, and the ultimate
outcomes of their evolutionary paths. Therefore, triple-
star systems are essential for advancing our knowledge
in stellar astrophysics.

Orbital parameter studies on tertiary components in
triple systems have interesting findings. Conroy et al.
(2014) has analyzed the Kepler Eclipsing Binary Cata-
log! for third bodies in eclipsing binaries. Even though
they have been limited by the operational time-span
of Kepler (~1,400 days) they found that among 1,279
close eclipsing binaries there are 236 tertiary compo-
nents, which aligns with the results of Tokovinin et al.
(2006) that ~ 15% of binaries have a third component.
Borkovits et al. (2016) included systems with longer pe-
riods, which were excluded by Conroy et al. (2014), and
extended the number of systems from the Kepler Eclips-
ing Binary Catalog. According to their analyses, there
are 104 triple candidates with the outer orbital period
being less than 1,000 days and 105 triple candidates with
periods less than 1,500 days. The distribution of triple
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candidates with 200 < P (day) < 1,600 is almost flat
but the number of the system with longer periods, which
contains a tertiary component, rapidly declines.

CN Lyn (GSC 02973-00253, SAO 60517, Hip 39250,
[ = 1812759605, b = 292646774), the subject of this
study, was detected by the HIgh Precision PARallax
COllecting Satellite (Hipparcos, Perryman et al. 1997)
as a detached eclipsing binary system with an orbital
period of 1.9554 days. This binary system is notable
for the inconsistency between its luminosity class as de-
termined from photometry and the classification derived
from Hipparcos parallax data (Grenier et al. 1999). This
discrepancy was taken as an indicator of CN Lyn being a
multiple system. The first ground-based observation of
CN Lyn was made by Marrese et al. (2004) via obtain-
ing high-resolution spectra for the purpose of evaluating
Gaia performance (c.f., Munari et al. 2001; Zwitter et al.
2003). Combining spectroscopic parameters and photo-
metric solutions, Marrese et al. (2004) determined the
physical parameters of the CN Lyn with high precision,
confirming that it is a triple system. The effective tem-
peratures were found to be Teg 1 = 6,500 £+ 250 K and
Teg,2 = 6,455 + 260 K. The masses of the inner pair of
stars (Aab) were derived as M o = 1.04 £ 0.02M, and
the radii as Ry = 1.80 = 0.21Rg, Ry = 1.84 £ 0.24R,,.
Additionally, the mean radial velocity of the third body
(B) was determined to be Vg = —1341 km s~!, which is
in agreement with the systemic velocity of the CN Lyn
as V, = —15.6 £ 0.5 km s~!. Light from the third star
in the system can be clearly seen on the spectra they
obtained (see Fig. 1 in Marrese et al. 2004). They also
stated that star B has a light contribution of 29 4+ 6% in
the Hipparcos-H,, band, and that the third companion
probably is identical to other components of CN Lyn
and might have evolved from the main-sequence. CN
Lyn, which is included in a comprehensive catalogue of
detached double-lined eclipsing binaries compiled from
the literature (Eker et al. 2014), was used by Eker et al.
(2015, 2018, 2024) to derive mass-luminosity relations
for main-sequence stars. Recently, new eclipse timing
data were obtained by Liao et al. (2021) to determine
the orbit of the third companion via orbital period anal-
ysis. As a result, the period of the third companion was
estimated as being 15.80 £ 0.40 years, with a projected
semi-major axis of 0.0074 £+ 0.0008 day, and an eccen-
tricity of 0.38 + 0.18. Assuming the third companion
has a similar mass as the components of CN Lyn, they
calculated the orbital inclination of the third companion
as 25°. Liao et al. (2021) also obtained a low-resolution
spectrum of CN Lyn and based on that data, they de-
termined the atmospheric model parameters of the sec-
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ond component of the system as Teg 2 = 6,337 £ 37 K,
log g = 4.27 4+ 0.08 cgs and [Fe/H], = —0.67 £ 0.06 dex.

In this study, we combined spectra of CN Lyn such
as from Marrese et al. (2004), high-resolution ELODIE
spectra, and photometric data from the Transiting Exo-
planet Survey Satellite (TESS, Ricker et al. 2015) to ob-
tain the fundamental parameters of each component of
CN Lyn with greater accuracy than previously achieved.
We disentangled the spectra of each component, per-
formed a detailed spectral analysis, and accurately de-
termined the temperatures and chemical abundances of
up to 20 elements for the eclipsing components of CN
Lyn for the first time in the literature. Additionally, we
investigated the system’s evolutionary scenarios, deter-
mining its initial orbital periods, kinematics and Galac-
tic orbital parameters, which provide insights into the
birthplace of CN Lyn.

This paper is structured as follows. In Section 2 we
present the properties of the observational data used.
Section 3 describes the newly acquired orbital elements
of CN Lyn and the calculated fundamental parameters
of the triple system. We present a detailed evolutionary
analysis of the CN Lyn in Section 4, while in Section 5
we cover the space velocity components and the Galactic
orbital parameters of CN Lyn. Finally, we discuss our
results in Section 6.

2. OBSERVATIONS
2.1. Spectroscopic Data

Our spectroscopic data were taken from two different
sources:

e One set of spectra was obtained by Marrese et al.
(2004) with an Echelle CCD spectrograph on
the 1.82-m telescope operated by the Osservato-
rio Astronomico di Padova atop Mt. Ekar (Asi-
ago). A total of 29 spectra were obtained be-
tween 1999 and 2003, each covering the range
4,550 < A(A) < 9,000. The dispersion was 0.25 A
per pixel which, with a slit width of 2.0 arcsec,
leads to a resolution of 0.42 A or equivalently to a
resolving power of R ~ 17,000.

e The second set of 12 spectra were taken from
ELODIE archive? (Moultaka et al. 2004). The
ELODIE spectrograph (Baranne et al. 1979), at-
tached to a 1.93-m reflector telescope at the Ob-
servatoire de Haute-Provence. These spectra have
the range 3,850 < A(A) < 6,800, in 67 orders,
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with a resolving power of R ~ 42,000, and were
obtained between 2001 and 2005.

2.2. Photometric Data

The photometric data analysed in the current study
come from three sources:

e Hipparcos observed CN Lyn on dates between
February 1990 and May 1992, resulting in 71 data
points. Hipparcos epoch photometric data were
obtained via CDS (Perryman et al. 1997; Wenger
et al. 2000). The Hipparcos data used in this study
are plotted in the top panel of Figure 1.

e TESS: the main object of the TESS space tele-
scope mission (Ricker et al. 2015) is to find ex-
oplanets orbiting bright stars, however, its pho-
tometric time-series database is also a valuable
resource for the study of variable stars such as
eclipsing binaries (Southworth 2021; Prsa et al.
2022). TESS has observed CN Lyn in only one
sector, Sector-60%, which dates between 23 De-
cember 2022 and 18 January 2023, with exposure
times of 120 seconds. We used lightkurve v2.4
(Lightkurve Collaboration et al. 2018) code to ob-
tain TESS data with the quality flag of “hard”.
We chose simple aperture photometry data from
the “TESS-SPOC” data reduction. The TESS
data used in this study are plotted as Figure 1.

e An additional 13 eclipse timing data points were
taken from Liao et al. (2021) based on CCD ob-
servations taken over October 2016 to April 2021
by those authors, as well as a further four they re-
ported from Super Wide Angle Search for Planets
(SuperWASP; Pollacco et al. 2006) and the Kamo-
gata/Kiso/Kyoto Wide-field Survey*

3. DATA ANALYSES
3.1. Orbital Period Analysis and the Third Body Orbit

A total of 55 times of minima are available in the
literature, distributed between 1991 and 2023, with the
data being well distributed after 2007. These timings
are given in Table 1, which starts with those based on
Hipparcos (European Space Agency 1997) observations
and ends with timings from TESS (Ricker et al. 2015)
observations.

Figure 2 plots the O—C data using the linear ephemeris
from the European Space Agency (1997). This shows a

3 At the time of paper submission.

4 http://kws.cetus-net.org/~maechara/VSdata.py.
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Table 1. Observed times of minima (ToM), epoch number and O—C values calculated using the ephemeris given by Kreiner

(2004).
ToM Method Epoch No O-C Reference ToM Method Epoch No O-C Reference
(HJD) (days) (HJD) (days)
2448500.25400 Pe 0 0 1 2458219.13423 CCD 4970 0.0005 14
2451450.14700 CCD 1508.5 0.0077 2 2458427.39507 CCD 5076.5 —0.0004 14
2454116.47714 CCD 2872 0.0013 3 2458569.16626 CCD 5149 —0.0036 14
2454518.33330 Pe 3077.5 0.0004 4 2458570.14613 CCD 5149.5 —0.0015 14
2454556.46490 CCD 3097 —0.0005 5 2458823.38035 CCD 5279 —0.0057 14
2454556.46560 CCD 3097 0.0002 5 2458827.28935 CCD 5281 —0.0077 14
2454556.46730 CCD 3097 0.002 5 2459317.14394 CCD 5531.5 —0.0081 14
2455871.53590 CCD 3769.5 —0.0093 6 2459318.12480 CCD 5532 —0.0050 14
2456325.21740 CCD 4001.5 —0.0058 7 2459939.00106 CCD 5849.5 0.0001 16
2456400.50530 CCD 4040 —0.0051 7 2459939.97891 CCD 5850 0.0002 16
2456404.41650 CCD 4042 —0.0049 8 2459940.95656 CCD 5850.5 0.0001 16
2456646.89700 CCD 4166 —0.0075 e 2459941.93445 CCD 5851 0.0002 16
2456670.36850 CCD 4178 —0.0021 9 2459942.91212 CCD 5851.5 0.0002 16
2456709.47720 CCD 4198 —0.0036 10 2449944.86757 CCD 5852.5 0.0001 16
2456711.43100 CCD 4199 —0.0053 10 2459945.84546 CCD 5853 0.0002 16
2456712.41020 CCD 4199.5 —0.0038 10 2459946.82309 CCD 5853.5 0.0001 16
2456713.38790 CCD 4200 —0.0039 9 2459947.80098 CCD 5854 0.0002 16
2456714.36480 CCD 4200.5 —0.0048 10 2459948.77861 CCD 5854.5 0.0002 16
2457056.58120 CCD 4375.5 —0.0024 11 2459949.75642 CCD 5855 0.0002 16
2457057.56020 CCD 4376 —0.0012 11 2459955.62306 CCD 5858 0.0001 16
2457409.55250 CCD 4376 —0.0012 12 2459956.60070 CCD 5858.5 0.0001 16
2457815.32460 CCD 4376 —0.0012 13 2459957.57859 CCD 5859 0.0001 16
2457681.36994 CCD 4695 0.0012 14 2459958.55619 CCD 5859.5 0.0001 16
2457820.21171 CCD 4766 0.0018 14 2459959.53408 CCD 5860 0.0001 16
2458123.31537 CCD 4921 0.0016 14 2459960.51173 CCD 5860.5 0.0001 16
2458125.27054 CCD 4922 0.0012 14 2459961.48962 CCD 5861 0.0001 16
2458155.58140 CCD 4937.5 0.0017 15 2459962.46731 CCD 5861.5 0.0001 16
2458178.07376 CCD 4949 0.0057 14

References: (1) European Space Agency (1997), (2) Anton Paschke, (3) Pollacco et al. (2006), (4) Yilmaz et al. (2009), (5) Brat et al.
(2008), (6) Honkové et al. (2013), (7) Machara (2014), (8) Honkové et al. (2014), (9) Hubscher (2014), (10) Hubscher & Lehmann (2015),
(11) Hubscher (2015), (12) Hubscher (2017), (13) Pagel (2018), (14) Liao et al. (2021), (15) Agerer Franz, (16) This study

clear quasi-sinusoidal variation suggestive of a light-time
effect (LITE, Irwin 1952, 1959) associated with a third-
body. In order to analyze these O—-C data, we applied
the LITE formula given by Irwin (1959):

T(E) = A+ BE + CE* + 2127013

c
1—e3

( 1+ e3cosvs
where c¢ is the speed of light, and the other symbols
have their usual meanings as given by Irwin (1959). A
weighted least-squares solution for Ty, Py, @, a12, i3,
e3, ws, 13 and Pjo is presented in Table 2. The up-
per panel of Figure 2 displays the observational data
together with the theoretical best-fit curves, together
with the residuals from the fits.

Three components are particularly noticeable in the
composite spectrum of CN Lyn. This is especially clear
for the Balmer lines (see Figure Al, which has been
placed into the appendix given its size) where the blend-
ing of individual lines is maximum. Blending of spectral
lines shifts the line cores, resulting in inaccurate radial
velocity (RV) measurements. To address this, we devel-
oped a program code that simultaneously fits the ob-
served spectrum with the composite of three synthetic
spectra that are shifted in the wavelength axis. The

atmospheric parameters for the synthetic spectra are
selected based on the physical properties of the com-

sin(vs + ws) + e3 cos wg)

Table 2. LTE parameters for the model fit to the AB orbit.

Parameters Value
T, (HID) 48500.251 + 0.003
P (d) 1.9555091 £ 0.0000015
Q 0.0
a2 sin i12 (AU) 1.03+0.14
es 0.55+0.14
ws (deg) 196 + 8
Ty (HID) 43017 + 410
Ps (d) 3130 & 78
F(ms) (%) (Mo) 0.0149 =+ 0.0081

ponents as 6,500 K, 4.0 cgs, —0.5 dex for temperature,
surface gravity, and metallicity, respectively. We used
the ATLAS9 (Castelli & Kurucz 2004) code to produce at-
mosphere models and SPECTRUM (Gray & Corbally 1994)
to produce synthetic spectra.

A numerical optimization technique has been em-
ployed to estimate uncertainties in the shift parameters.
The method involves minimizing a chi-square function
that quantifies the difference between observed and com-
posite spectra, where the composite spectrum is gener-
ated by linearly combining template spectra shifted by
varying amounts. Specifically, we utilized the Nelder-
Mead algorithm (Nelder & Mead 1965; Press et al. 2007)
implemented in the scipy.optimize module of Python,
which iteratively adjusts shift parameters to minimize
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Figure 1. Upper panel: Hipparcos photometric data for CN Lyn. The left subfigure plots Hp photometry (van Leeuwen et al.
1997) against Julian Date (JD). The right subfigure plots the same data phase folded using the ephemeris of Kreiner (2004).
Lower panel: TESS photometric data for CN Lyn. The left subfigure plots flux against Barycentric TESS Julian Date (BTJD).
The right subfigure shows the same data folded using the ephemeris of Kreiner (2004).

the discrepancy between observed and model spectra.
Uncertainties in the optimal shift parameters were es-
timated by exploring the variation in chi-square values
as the optimization process converges to different local
minima. This approach provided us a robust estimate
of parameter uncertainties around 0.2 km s~!. It should
be noted that the uncertainties determined from the fit-
ting process primarily account for the statistical errors
inherent in the model fitting procedure. However, the
data itself is subject to additional sources of uncertainty
due to wavelength calibration errors. These calibration
errors arise from imperfections and variances in the mea-
surement instruments and processes, contributing to a
systematic uncertainty in the final results. Therefore,
the total uncertainty in the analysis is a combination of
the fitting uncertainties and the calibration errors of the
data, and both need to be considered to provide a com-
prehensive assessment of the reliability of the findings.
The best-fitting matches for each observed spectrum are
shown in Figure A1, and the measured RVs are provided
in Table 4. The analysis of the RVs of the primary and
secondary components yielded the elements of the spec-

troscopic orbit of the close binary (Aab) given in Table 5,
close to the literature values (Marrese et al. 2004).
Plotting the tertiary component’s RVs over time re-
veals a quasi-sinusoidal variation similar to the O-C
data. To determine if the systemic velocity of Aab
changes due to the tertiary component orbiting about
them, we divided the RV dataset into seven intervals.
Each interval was analyzed by converging only the sys-
temic velocity parameter, resulting in a set of seven sys-
temic velocities that vary in accordance with the ter-
tiary component’s RVs (see Figure 2) which suggests
a possible third-body orbit. Fixing the orbital period,
eccentricity, and the longitude of periastron passage to
the estimated values from the O—C analysis, we fitted
a spectroscopic orbit for a possible Aab + B solution,
obtaining a model compatible with the O-C analysis.
This analysis yielded Kaap, = 3.1 £ 0.7 km s~! and
Kp =8.54+0.8 km s™! (mass ratio ¢(Kaan/Kg) = 0.37,
see also Table 3 for other orbital parameters). It should
be noted here that the projected semi-major axis (aasin
iag = 0.76 = 0.18) from the spectroscopic orbit of the
triple system is ~ 1.50 smaller than the LITE orbit ob-
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Figure 2. Upper panel: RV and O-C variation due to orbital motion with the third body. Lower panel: The components’ orbit
and location at specific dates. Blue and red continuous lines show the orbits of Aab and B components, respectively, and CM
represents the center of mass of the CN Lyn.
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Table 3. Spectroscopic parameters of the wide orbit (AB-
system).

Parameters Value
Pags (d) 3130478
Ty 48783426
Ka (kms™!) 3.140.7
Kg (kms™) 8.540.8

e 0.55+0.14
w (%) 19648
Vyap (kms™t) -14.940.4
ma sin®iap (Mo) 0.21540.040
mp sin*iap (Mo) 0.080+0.040
q (Ms/Ma) 0.3740.09
aasiniap (AU) 0.755+0.175
apsiniap (AU) 2.034+0.192

f(ma) (W) (Mg) 0.11460.0434

AB

f(ms) ((“APfAB)&}) (M) 0.0058+0.0057
AB
rms (km s™1) 1.26

tained from the O—C analysis (aasin iap = 1.03 £0.14)
causing a lower third-body mass estimate. In the Discus-
sion section, the mass probability of the third star is dis-
cussed with evidence of its metallicity and evolutionary
status. The inconsistency in the projected semi-major
axis between spectroscopic and LITE orbital solutions
may be due to long-term changes in the orbital period
(e.g. Liao et al. 2021), which is unclear in the present
O-C data coverage. In Figure 2, the orbits in the AB
system and the components’ location at specific dates
are shown.

Having the spectroscopic orbit of the triple system
allowed us to model the RVs of the close binary com-
ponents, which are influenced by both the third-body
orbit (AB) and their close orbit (Aab). The RVs
of the Aab system provided in Table 4 are systemic
velocity-corrected. These refined RVs for the close bi-
nary prompted us to revisit our spectroscopic orbital
parameters for the system. A re-analysis of the close bi-
nary’s RVs resulted in the final and more reliable orbital
parameters, as shown in Table 5.

Table 4. Systemic velocity corrected RVs of primary and
secondary components (Aab). RVs of the tertiary component
(B) refer to measurements from the Hg line (see Figure Al).

ID HJD Phase Primary  Secondary Tertiary
(kms™ 1) (kms™%)  (kms™ 1)

1 2451225.46270 0.60721 —80.62 64.38 —20.59
2 2451229.40920 0.62536 —79.74 79.26 —9.73
3 2451229.43649 0.63931 —83.80 88.20 —14.79
4 2451274.48181 0.67440 —100.02 92.98 —22.17
5 2451275.32141 0.10375 68.08 —71.92 —16.07
6 2451507.50750 0.83810 —97.01 96.99 —13.32
7 2451508.51870 0.35521 88.66 —91.34 —7.65
8 2451589.50759 0.77097 —113.79 112.21 —6.71
9 2451593.46730 0.79587 —104.38 117.62 —6.32
10 2451594.48610 0.31686 98.18 —105.82 —9.76
11 2451621.40710 0.08360 48.85 —52.15 —7.32
12 2451625.45629 0.15426 89.98 —94.02 —6.22
13 2451626.46521 0.67020 —85.20 100.80 —6.42
14 2451894.43749 0.70474 —106.14 113.86 —5.44
15 2451896.54610 0.78303 —112.22 100.78 —6.52
16 2451924.49839 0.07716 49.17 —50.83 —0.11
17  2451924.58280 0.12032 81.00 —83.00 —8.28
18  2451929.56758 0.66942 —98.52 99.48 —1.78
19  2451930.61973  0.20746 107.88 —110.12 0.62
20 2451931.40119 0.60708 —74.21 67.79 —2.46
21 2451983.44518 0.22112 120.32 —105.67 —4.60
22 2452042.32271  0.32478 96.00 —98.00 —4.24
23 2452043.34456  0.85221 —91.79 92.21 —8.03
24 2452272.60939  0.09270 63.84 —67.16 —15.71
25 2452299.42754  0.80686 —98.59 98.41 —16.91
26 2452300.49141  0.35089 92.78 —89.22 —11.54
27  2452303.52260 0.90097 —62.78 65.22 —15.08
28  2452331.44010 0.17730 105.87 —101.13 —10.22
29  2452331.46559  0.32034 100.83 —114.17 —14.26
30 2452331.48858 0.20210 105.79 —114.21 —14.30
31 2452332.49859 0.71859 —108.59 109.41 —15.68
32  2452651.38043 0.78705 —108.89 112.71 —20.13
33 2452652.38195  0.29920 107.32 —111.81 —17.64
34 2452653.35039  0.79444 —108.26 110.74 —16.09
35 2452689.25159  0.15344 97.73 —95.27 —16.03
36 2452689.27739 0.16664 92.69 —103.31 —21.07
37 2452690.30811  0.69372 —99.77 113.23 —15.53
38 2452690.32369 0.70680 —104.81 114.32 —12.57
39 2453345.49281 0.73933 —112.97 113.03 —18.40
40  2453387.57822  0.26079 117.13 —114.87 —17.32
41  2453388.54775 0.75659 —115.32 113.68 —25.77

Table 5. Spectroscopic orbit parameters with two different
data set.

Direct Measurements V, Corrected

Parameter Value

P (d) 1.955509 (fixed)

Ty (—2400000) 51224.62848 4+ 0.50149  51224.62942 + 0.45640
Kaa (kms™1) 114.46 + 0.88 114.31 + 0.80
Kap (kms™1) 111.91 £+ 0.88 112.07 £ 0.80
e 0.0021 4 0.0014 0.0021 4 0.0013
w (°) 155 4+ 81 155 4+ 74
V, (kms™1) —16.35 + 0.52 —0.25 +0.48
maasin®i (Mg) 1.188 4 0.009 1.187 4 0.008
map sin®i (Mg) 1.162 + 0.009 1.164 + 0.008
q (Map/Mas) 0.978 + 0.015 0.981 4+ 0.013
a sinia (Rp) 8.696 & 0.067 8.696 + 0.061
rms (kms™1) 4.72 4.30

3.2.

Close Binary System - Aab

PHOEBE v2.4.13, renowned for its advanced capa-
bilities in modeling eclipsing binary systems with in-
tricate physical processes and precise parameter esti-
mation, was employed to determine the parameter es-
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timates for the close binary system (Aab) (Prsa & Zwit-
ter 2005; Prsa et al. 2016; Horvat et al. 2018; Jones
et al. 2020; Conroy et al. 2020). Previous studies had
not found evidence for mass transfer nor the current
study’s O—C analysis, so the components were assumed
to be ‘detached’ for the analysis. Conjunction time Ty,
orbital period P, and the temperature of the primary
component (Aa) were fixed. The primary star temper-
ature was adopted from Marrese et al. (2004) as 6,500
K. The following parameters were adjusted: mass ra-
tio (g), eccentricity (e), the argument of periapsis (w),
semi-major axis (a), systemic velocity (V5 ), orbital incli-
nation (¢), temperature ratio for the primary (Aa) and
the secondary (Ab) components (75/T%), the radii of
the primary (Aa) and the secondary (Ab) components
(R1,2), and monochromatic luminosity for the primary
(Aa) and tertiary (B) components (L; and Ls).

It should be noted that the temperatures of the com-
ponents cannot be measured directly from the analysis
of light curve (LC) and RV data. We simply selected the
primary (Aa) component’s temperature for reference.
The determination of the temperatures of the compo-
nents is explained in §3.4. The monochromatic lumi-
nosity for the tertiary (B) component was analyzed as a
fraction of total light. Limb darkening coefficients were
calculated for the primary (Aa) and the secondary com-
ponent (Ab) internally by PHOEBE via using Castelli &
Kurucz (2004) stellar atmosphere models. Considering
the mass and temperature values for the primary (Aa)
and the secondary (Ab) components from the previous
studies, the gravity-darkening coefficients and bolomet-
ric albedos were selected as 0.32 and 0.5 for the primary
(Aa) and the secondary (Ab) components, respectively
(Lucy 1967; Rucinski 1969). The initial analysis used
Nelder & Mead (1965) optimization. Our modeling used
the TESS photometric data to calculate the fundamen-
tal parameters of the A component of CN Lyn since it’s
more precise and reliable than Hipparcos photometric
data (Hp), which is used to solely calculate the light
contribution of components.

To calculate uncertainties, we performed a Markov
Chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) optimization using this
built-in feature of PHOEBE (Foreman-Mackey et al. 2013).
We performed the analysis at TUBITAK ULAKBIM,
the High Performance and Grid Computing Center
(TRUBA) using 128 walkers with 1,000 iterations. The
LC and spectroscopic orbit models are presented in Fig-
ure 3 and the fundamental parameters and heuristic er-
rors for the close binary system (A) of CN Lyn are pre-
sented in Figure 4 and listed in Table 6, respectively.
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Figure 3. Observed RVs with best fitting radial velocity
curves and photometric data with LC modelling. Filled and
empty circles represent the RVs of the primary and secondary
components of Aab, respectively. In the LC panel, red and
blue dots represent the TESS and Hipparcos data, respec-
tively, and the black curves are the best LC model for each
photometric data set.

Table 6. Parameters determined for Aab from the analysis
of RV and LC data.

Parameter Symbol  Primary (Aa) Secondary (Ab)
Separation (Rg) asing 8.698tg:832

Mass ratio q O.QSOfg:gg
Eccentricity e 0.002119-602%
Argument of perigee (°) w 268.1t:15‘_2s

Orbital inclination (°) i 88.8110-1%
Temperature ratio Tett b/ Tett,a 099041%1?)8%)3

Mass (Mo) M 116619013 114310013
Radius (Ro) R 1.7861501% 165110014
Surface gravity (cgs) log g 4.00179:012 406110010
Light ratio (TESS) Vloww 04073739931 0.36497 50047

3.3. Spectral Disentangling

The spectra of multiple systems can be challenging
to interpret. There are ways, such as making a grid of
synthetic spectra for each component, then combining it
with other ones using light contributions for each com-
ponent, and finally matching it with the original spec-
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Figure 4. A corner plot of the posteriors for the fundamental parameters of Aab components.

tra to determine the temperature and metallicity of the
components (Yiicel & Bakig 2022). However, the best
way to determine the temperature and to obtain chem-
ical abundances of a component in a multiple system is
to disentangle the spectrum of each component in the
system. Thus, one can analyze each spectrum and de-
termine the temperature and chemical properties of each
component independently.

Before starting the disentanglement procedure, there
is a challenge for the current study. Our spectroscopic
data contains two different spectroscopic data sets. Each
one has a different resolution and, therefore, a differ-
ent dispersion in terms of A/pixel. The data need to
have the same step size to combine the data for analysis.

To resolve this problem, we implemented an algorithm
that, basically, reads spectra from two different sets and
makes step size the same. We interpolated the ELODIE
data to the same scale as the ASTAGO data. In terms
of data quality, there is a loss in resolution from higher
resolution data, in this case, the ELODIE data, but in
the end, we gain S/N, which yields more accurate re-
sults. The final data sets had 2,048 data points covering
a wavelength range of around 125 A for each spectrum.
After this procedure, we used the Fourier disentangle
code KOREL (Skoda & Hadrava 2010; Skoda et al. 2012)°

5 https://stel.asu.cas.cz/vo-korel
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Figure 5. Disentangled component spectra are shown together with observed composite spectrum.

to obtain the individual spectrum of each component of
the system (CN Lyn AabB). The disentangled compo-
nent spectra are shown in Figure 5.

3.4. Determination of Temperatures and Chemical
Abundances

Precise temperature and chemical abundance deter-
mination from a spectrum requires high S/N and high-
resolution data (Jofré et al. 2019). Although our data
possess sufficient resolution for spectral analysis to cal-
culate temperature and chemical abundances from ab-
sorption lines, the signal-to-noise ratio (S/N) is inade-
quate and so an alternative method needed to be con-
sidered.

Consequently, we utilized an automated code to calcu-
late temperature and chemical abundances. Specifically,
we employed version 1.4 of the SP_Ace code (Boeche &
Grebel 2016; Boeche et al. 2021) to determine the tem-
perature and chemical abundances of each component.
SP_Ace calculates stellar atmosphere parameters (Zeg,
log g, [Fe/H], and chemical abundances) by construct-
ing many spectrum models with different temperatures,
surface gravities, and chemical abundances. It then finds

the best match with the observed spectrum via a y? opti-
mization routine. SP_Ace uses updated ATLAS9 (Castelli
& Kuruez 2003) grids® and SPECTRUM (Gray & Corbally
1994) code to produce synthetic spectra. More details
can be found in the original studies (Boeche & Grebel
2016; Boeche et al. 2021). Our first analysis indicated
that there is a difference in chemical abundances be-
tween the primary (Aa) and the secondary (Ab) com-
ponents. Therefore, we analyzed different wavelength
regions to assess the impact of the number of lines,
but the results remained consistent. We have specifi-
cally selected [Fe/H] lines since it has the most abun-
dant chemical line in the samples. It should be noted
that in our analysis, surface gravity values for the pri-
mary (Aa) and the secondary (Ab) components have
been fixed with values calculated from RV and LC anal-
ysis since these values are more precise than the surface
gravity calculated from spectroscopic analysis. The el-
emental abundances estimated for the components in
the CN Lyn system are presented in Table 7. In Figure

6 https://wwwuser.oats.inaf.it /fiorella.castelli/grids.html
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Table 7. Results of analysis of SP_Ace for each component. The metal abundance ([M/H]) was calculated according to the

formula of Salaris et al. (1993).

Parameter Symbol Primary Secondary Tertiary

Temperature Tog (K) 6411157 6406139 6238152

Signal /Noise S/N 82 75 131

Chi-square X2 2.10 2.24 2.19

Abundance (dex) Number of Lines  Primary = Number of Lines Secondary Number of Lines  Tertiary

[M/H] 719 —0.6875:94 778 —0.47759% 466 —1.47%5:95
[Fe/H] 525 —0.78+9:92 613 —0.557993 349 —1.8315:99
[C/H] 15 —0.627917 16 —0.047999 — —
[Na/H] 8 —0.247013 — — —
[Mg/H] 2 —0.681919 2 —0.52+917 — —
[Al/H] 1 — 2 — — —
[Si/H] 23 —0.5270%8 30 —0.417919 — —
[Ca/H] 41 —0.627908 21 —0.417919 30 —1.357055
[Sc/H] 23 —0.73796% 16 —0.4670 % 21 —1.0370 3%
[Ti/H] 128 —0.70+9:5¢ 112 —0.6619:52 87 —1.171918
[V/H] 6 —0.811042 8 — — —
[Cr/H] 109 —0.881064 127 —0.5715:54 48 —1.4475:84
[Mn/H] 37 —0.9919-18 62 —0.8979-19 — —
[Co/H] 32 — 43 — 5 —1.757548
[Ni/H] 108 —0.771953 119 —0.4010 02 91 —1.337927
[Cu/H] 4 —0.6319:22 6 —0.3979-2 — —
[Y/H] 16 —0.567015 16 — — —
[Zr/H] 5 —0.5519:38 5 —0.0379-2 — —
[Ba/H] 1 -0.2519:35 -0.2915:43 — —
[Ce/H] 9 —0.5916-17 14 —0.3975-22 2 —1.4175:29
[Nd/H] 15 —1.05790:67 22 —0.2870:12 — —

6 each component’s disentangled spectra with SP_Ace
models, its residuals, and, also, a highlighted region from
the disentangled spectra of the primary (Aa) component
with each element labeled is given. A comparison of
the chemical abundances in each component is given in
Figure 7. As it can be seen in Figure 7, the Ab com-
ponent is more metal-rich than the Aa component in
terms of almost all chemical abundances. The differ-
ence in [Fe/H| between the Ab component and the Aa
component is calculated as A[Fe/H]=40.23 dex. The
comparison between the Ab component and the B com-
ponent in terms of individual chemical abundances is in
the range of +0.57 < A[X/H](dex) < +1.28 and the
difference in iron abundances is A[Fe/H]=+1.28 dex, as
well.

3.5. Fundamental Parameters of the Components of
CN Lyn

Combining the re-calculated precise radial velocities
with accurate photometric TESS data allowed calcu-
lation of the fundamental parameters of the analyzed
systems with a precision better than ~1.5 and ~1% for

mass and radius, respectively, in the primary (Aa) and
the secondary (Ab) components.

It should be noted that the results for temperature
and chemical abundance calculations of SP_Ace are reli-
able, however, uncertainties should be approached care-
fully. Detailed spectroscopic studies of single stars with
high S/N and high-resolution data indicate that uncer-
tainties in the calculation of temperature and chemical
abundances cannot be better than 50 K and 0.1 dex,
therefore, considering the quality of our data, we chose
the uncertainties in our calculations as 100 K and 0.15
dex for temperature and chemical abundances, respec-
tively. The radius of the third component (B) was cal-
culated using light contributions.

Calculating the temperature of each component en-
ables us to determine their spectral types and intrinsic
colors. Bolometric and absolute magnitudes have been
derived according to the method described by Eker et al.
(2020, 2021, 2022). Thus, the photometric distance of
the system has been carried out using the distance mod-
ulus. The calculated photometric distance is in excel-
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Figure 6. Upper panel:

Wavelength (A)

Each component’s disentangled spectra with SP_Ace models.

Lower parts in the panel show the

residuals between the disentangled spectra and SP_Ace models. Lower panel: Highlighted region from the disentangled spectra
of the primary component with SP_Ace model shows each element used in chemical abundance calculations.
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lent agreement with Gaia trigonometric parallax (see
Table 8), which implies that our solutions are on point.

4. EVOLUTIONARY STATUS

We have used version r23.05.1 of Modules for Experi-
ments in Stellar Astrophysics (MESA, Paxton et al. 2011,
2013, 2015, 2018, 2019; Jermyn et al. 2023) for evolu-
tion calculations. The evolution of multiple systems is
tricky, since orbital elements, period, and eccentricity
(if present) are also changing during evolution because
of angular momentum losses in the systems, besides the
evolution of the stars in a system. One must consider
both in terms of the calculation of evolutionary scenar-
ios of binary systems. The binary module of MESA con-
siders both orbital parameter changes and the natural
evolution of stars in binary systems, simultaneously. In
the following, evolutionary scenarios of the close binary
(Aab) and the distant star (B) have been investigated.

4.1. FEwvolution Analysis of Aab

Our analysis and current information in the literature
indicate that Aab is detached and there is no prior mass
transfer since the system has entered the main-sequence.
Therefore, the changes, in evolution terms, only have
happened in the components themselves, because of nu-
clear reactions in their core, and in the orbital param-
eters, period, and eccentricity. As a general rule in the
binary evolution calculations, to determine the initial
orbital conditions of the Aab component of CN Lyn
when the components entered the main-sequence phase
and started its evolution, we used a similar approach
that has been used widely in literature: a grid search
(e.g. Rosales et al. 2019; Soydugan et al. 2020; Yiicel
& Bakig 2022; Yiicel et al. 2024). Grid searches can be
computationally demanding and require long computer-
running times. Therefore, before making a grid search
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Table 8. Multi-stellar parameters and heuristic errors of CN Lyn.

Primary

Secondary

Tertiary

Parameter Symbol
Equatorial coordinate (Sexagesimal) (ar, 8) 32000
Galactic coordinate (Decimal) (1, b) 32000
Ephemerides time (d) To
Orbital period (d) P
Separation (Rg) a
Combined visual magnitude v
Combined visual magnitude® TESS
Combined color index (mag) B-V
Color excess (mag) E(B-YV)
Systemic velocity (kms™") v,
Orbital inclination (°) i
Mass ratio q
Eccentricity e
Argument of perigee (rad) w
Spectral type Sp
Metallicity (dex) [Fe/H]
Mass (Mg) M
Radius (Rgo) R
Surface gravity (cgs) log g
Age (Gyr) t
Light ratio (TESS) 1/liotal
Temperature (K) Tog
Luminosity (Lg) log L
Individual TESS magnitude ( TESS1,2,3
Individual visual magnitude ( Vi,2,3
Bolometric magnitude (mag)2 Mol
Absolute TESS magnitude (mag)3 MrEss
Absolute visual magnitude (mag) My
Bolometric correction (mag)4 BCrEss
Bolometric correction (mag) BCy
Computed synchronization velocity (km sfl) Usynch
Photometric distance (pc) d
Gaia distance (pc) de

08:01:37.20, 438:44:58.41
181.759605, +29.646775
2459947.8009359-59001

1.9555090-000001

8.700F

0.051
0.048

9.0610 03
8.528T0 006
0.437004
0.0570 02

4
—14.9754

88.817918
0.9809 015
0.002119:09%%

4.677T0028

F6 V
—0.7819:52
1.16610:013
1.78670 014

4.00179 017

F6 V

—0.5579%3
1.143%0:013
1.65110:015

4.06170 013

3.8910:10

0.407319-00%7

64117159
0.7009 553
9.5031901%
10.01555 938
2.99010 05>
2.78670 050
2.98070 951
0.20479 713
0.010%5:173

46.2194

0.364910 0034

64067100
0.61970 552
9.62970 015
10.1355503%
31921003
2.90670 935
3.19410:08%
0.40615:115
0.002X5:175

46.7154

2417179
230.9 + 3.4

2448783728
3130778

13275178

26.7751
0.3770:09
0.557014
3.421151%
F7-8 V-V
~1.8315:99
0.85%0:33
1436757025
4.05379129
12.501330
0.227810:0025
62387159
0.44819:003
10.13470 013
10.64670 034
3.62170 507
3.42310-052
3.67870 bos
0.19870 339
—0.057457300

"Paegert et al. (2022),°Eker et al. (2022),*Bakis & Eker (2022),"Eker & Balkis (2023)
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with different starting orbital elements, a starting point
is needed for efficiency. In this regard, we performed
evolution calculations that started with a randomly se-
lected initial period and initial eccentricity and finished
the evolution when the evolution reached the up-to-date
eccentricity value 0.002175:0921) of the system, Aab. If
the system had a circular orbit, we could not do such an
analysis as we would not know reliably when the circu-
larization has been achieved.

Furthermore, after we determined a starting point, we
did a grid search that initial period changes between 200
and 230 days with an interval of 0.5 days and initial ec-
centricity changes between 0.9775 and 0.9790 with an
interval of 0.0001, based on our starting point search.
Then, a x? calculation was made using the determined
orbital period and eccentricity of the system, calculated
radii, and temperature of the components with every
model in the grid. According to our calculations the
best fitting model (of lowest x?, in this case 0.00159) in-
dicated initial orbital parameters for period and eccen-
tricity as 217 days and 0.9781, respectively (given in Fig-
ure 8). In our calculations, based on both components
having convective atmospheres, we included magnetic
breaking (Rappaport et al. 1983). For the tidal syn-
chronization, we used the “Orb_period” option, which
synchronizes the orbit relevant to the timescale of the or-
bital period. We also applied tidal circularization, given
by Hurley et al. (2002). Roche lobe radii in binary sys-
tems are computed using the relation given by Eggleton
(1983). Mass transfer rates in Roche lobe overflowing bi-
nary systems are determined following the prescription
of Kolb & Ritter (1990).

After determining the initial orbital conditions, we
conducted an additional evolutionary analysis, extend-
ing from the onset of mass transfer until the secondary
star reached the Terminal Age Main Sequence (TAMS).
This analysis was based on the calculated initial orbital
parameters determined above. The mean rates for mass
transfer coefficients (i.e., Paxton et al. 2015; Rosales
et al. 2019; Soydugan et al. 2020) were used in calcu-
lations as 0.4, 0.1, and 0.1 for «, 3, and -y, respectively.

Our analysis indicates that the age of the A system is
3.89t8:%8 Gyr and mass transfer in the system will start
in about 460 Myr (see Table 9). The current position
of the components of Aab is given in Figure 9. Changes
in orbital parameters and radii of the components dur-
ing the evolution are presented in Figure 10. Detailed
evolution of both components with timetables is given
in Table 9 and shown in Figure 11.
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Figure 8. The result of the grid search. The best model
is given by red plus in the figure with initial period and
initial eccentricity, as 217 day and 0.9781, respectively. The
colorbar shows x? values.

4.2. FEvolution Analysis of B

The chemical properties of component B are signifi-
cantly different from those of Aa and Ab. This suggests
that B did not form in the same molecular cloud as Aa
and Ab but was instead captured by A at some point
during its Galactic orbit. Thus, we approached evolu-
tion analysis for the B component as a single star. We
used star module for calculating the evolutionary sce-
nario of the B component. Our analysis points out that
the B component is in the main-sequence band and very
close to reaching terminal age main sequence (TAMS),
and that its age is 12.5 £ 2.5 Gyr. The evolutionary
track and the position of the B component with other
components, Aa and Ab, are shown in Figure 9.

5. KINEMATICS AND GALACTIC ORBIT
PARAMETERS

Thanks to the precise astrometric measurements of
the Gaia satellite, the kinematic and dynamical orbital
parameters of relatively nearby stars can be calculated
very accurately and precisely. In this study, the space
velocity components and Galactic orbital parameters of
CN Lyn were calculated using the trigonometric par-
allax (w) and proper motion components (fi, COSd, fis)
provided from the Gaia DR3 catalogue (Gaia Collabo-
ration et al. 2023a) and the radial velocity (V) data of
the center-of-mass of the binary system. The astromet-
ric and spectroscopic data used in the calculations are
listed in Table 10.

We employed the galpy software package introduced
by Bovy (2015) to compute the space velocity compo-
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Figure 9. Positions of the primary (Aa), the secondary (Ab) and the tertiary (B) components of CN Lyn on evolutionary
tracks in (a) log L X Teg, (b) R X Tegr, and (c) logg X Tes planes, respectively. The different colored curves show the MESA
evolutionary tracks of the derived metallicities (see Table 8) for the calculated masses. Red, blue, and brown colors represent
the evolutionary track of each component: the primary, the secondary, and tertiary, respectively. The left turn in the blue tracks
represents the Ab component starting to accrete mass from the Aa component.

nents of CN Lyn. The uncertainties related to these
components were assessed utilizing the methodology
outlined by Johnson & Soderblom (1987). The space
velocity components are affected by the position of the
stars within the Galaxy and by natural deviations due
to observations from the Sun. To reduce these biases,
differential rotation corrections and local standard rest
(LSR) adjustments were applied to each space veloc-
ity component. We corrected the differential rotational
effects on CN Lyn using the equations detailed in Miha-

las & Binney (1981), resulting in velocity adjustments
of —0.17 and —0.48 km s~! for the U and V compo-
nents of the system, respectively. The W component,
being independent of differential rotation, did not re-
quire correction. For the LSR correction, we adopted
the values from Coskunoglu et al. (2011), (U,V,W)g =
(8.83 £0.24,14.19 £ 0.34,6.57 + 0.21) km s~ !, and ap-
plied these to adjust the space velocity components after
differential velocity corrections were made. The total
space velocity (SpLsr) of the system was computed us-
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Table 9. Detailed evolution of Aab with time-stamps.

Mark . Age P Primary Secondary
) Evolutionary Status
(Pri/Sec) (Myr) (day) Tetr (K) logL (Le) R (Rp) Tetr (K) logL (L) R (Rp)
Ala ZAMS 0 217.0 0.9781 6824 0.392 1.123 6653 0.336 1.108
B/b Circularisation of orbit 3904 1.956 0 6410 0.702 1.819 6492 0.618 1.609
C/c Primary core contraction 4093 1.956 0 6316 0.726 1.926 6398 0.630 1.681
D/d Primary TAMS 4138 1.956 0 6694 0.838 1.952 6376 0.632 1.697
E/e Primary thin H shell burning 4223 1.956 0 5992 0.866 2515 6328 0.638 1.735
F/f Starting of mass transfer 4351 1.660 0 5220 0.766 2.954 6256 0.647 1.793
G/g Secondary TAMS 4485 3.259 0 4866 0.774 3.430 8312 1.147 1.807
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Figure 10. Change of orbital parameters (a), and radius
of the components (b) of Aab components of CN Lyn with
time.

ing the relation Spsp = /Ufsg + Vg + Wisg, with
results presented in Table 10. The kinematic method
of Bensby et al. (2003) was taken into account in the
tests of Galactic population classification according to
the kinematic parameters of CN Lyn. The kinematic
analyses gave the probability of CN Lyn belonging to
the thin disk (D), thick disk (TD), and halo (H) pop-
ulations as (Pthina Pthicka Phalo) = (8073, 1920, 007)%
In other words, the probability ratio of the system being
a member of the thick disk population to being a mem-

tic center, we simulated the system over a timescale of
3.9 Gyr in steps of 1 Myr. The Galactic orbital com-
putations yielded several key parameters, including the
apogalactic distance (Ra.), perigalactic distance (Rp),
maximum distance from the Galactic plane (Zyay), and
orbital eccentricity (e). The calculated Galactic orbital
parameters are detailed in Table 10. The positions of
the system relative to the Galactic center (Rg) and per-
pendicular to the Galactic plane (Z) at various time in-
tervals are represented in Figure 12a. The galpy anal-
ysis reveals that CN Lyn has a flattened Galactic or-
bit. Furthermore, the system’s position Z = 114 pc
(Z = d x sinb) above the Galactic plane confirms that
CN Lyn is probably part of the Milky Way’s thin disk
population (Tungel Giictekin et al. 2019).
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Table 10. Astrometric measurements of CN Lyn and its radial velocity were used to calculate space velocity components and
Galactic orbital parameters. The astrometric and spectroscopic data in the table are taken from the Gaia DR3 catalogue and
this study, respectively.

Input Parameters

Star  « (J2000) & (J2000)
(hh:mm:ss) (dd:mm:ss) (mas yr~!)  (mas yr ') (mas)
CN Lyn 08:01:37.20 +38:44:58.41 3.117+0.074 39.69140.051 4.3314+0.063
Output Parameters
Star ULsr Visr Wisr SLsr R. Ry Zmax e
(kms™") (kms™")  (kms™") (km s~ (pe) (pc)  (po)
CN Lyn 26.78+0.24 56.444+0.74 10.254+0.36 63.31+0.85 148134107 808045 330+11 0.29440.003

Mo COS O s w 78
(km s™1)
-14.90+0.10

Today t=3.89 Gyr

LI I I B e B e O B N |

(a)

0.4

0.2

Z (kpc)

0.0

=0.2

) I L L R ¢

-0.4

VNN T T T T T T T T T T T N ST T T S Y B B

|
8 9 10 11 12 13 14

=
w

Rgc (kpc)

L L B e B e
16 (b)

1

14

Rge (kpc)
=
N

[ N N N

R T
t(Gyn)

Figure 12. The Galactic orbits and birth radii of CN Lyn in
the Z X Rgc (a) and Rge X ¢ (b) diagrams. The filled yellow
circles and triangles show the current and birth positions,
respectively. The red arrow is the motion vector of CN Lyn
today. The green and pink dotted lines show the orbit when
errors in input parameters are considered, whereas the green
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The Galactic orbits for the CN Lyn are shown in the
Z X Rgc and Ry X t diagrams in Figure 12. These pan-
els provide side views of CN Lyn’s orbits, illustrating its
distance from both the Galactic center and the Galactic
plane (Tagdemir & Yontan 2023; Gokmen et al. 2023).
In Figure 12b, the yellow-filled triangles and circles de-
note the birth and current positions of CN Lyn, respec-
tively (Yontan et al. 2022; Akbaba et al. 2024). The
orbit of CN Lyn exhibits an eccentricity that does not
exceed 0.30, with a maximum distance from the Galactic
plane of Z,.x = 330+11 pc. These findings suggest that
CN Lyn is a member of the old thin disk of the Milky

Way. The binary system’s birthplace was conducted by
tracing the binary system’s age as t = 3.89 Gyr back-
ward using the galpy (Yontan & Canbay 2023; Yiicel
et al. 2024). This analysis determined the birth radius of
the binary system to be Rpjtn = 14.59+0.86 kpc which
indicates that CN Lyn was formed in the metal-poor
edge of the Milky Way’s thin disk (Gaia Collaboration
et al. 2023b; Katz et al. 2021).

6. DISCUSSION

This study’s combination of information from spectro-
scopic, astrometric, and photometric data has led to the
most detailed and accurate study of CN Lyn in the liter-
ature so far. A key technique was spectral disentangle-
ment, allowing the chemical property of the three com-
ponent stars to be estimated at high accuracy. Our anal-
ysis indicates that the masses of each component (in the
order Aa, Ab, and B) are 1.16670015, 1.14370 013, and
0.8570:3% M. In the same order, the component radii
are 1.78670913 1.65170:014 and 1.43675:92% Ry, The
component temperatures are 6,4117100, 6,4067 100, and
6,2387100 K. Finally, the metallicities are —0.7815-02
—0.557503 and —1.8370%) dex. Our evolutionary anal-
ysis for the central binary (Aa, Ab) indicates that its
initial orbit had a period of ~ 217 days and a very high
eccentricity of nearly 0.98. The age of the A components
is 3.8970-10 Gyr and is very close to the circularization
time for the orbit. The primary component (Aa) will
fill its Roche lobe in some 452 Myr and then start to
transfer mass to the secondary component (Ab). Once
the mass transfer has begun, it is expected that the sec-
ondary component (Ab) will reach the TAMS phase 135
Myr later. Investigating the evolution of systems con-
taining close-mass components such as this one is im-
portant to better understand the small differences in the
evolutionary process and their effects on physical states
(e.g., Southworth 2013; Alicavus 2022; Yiicel & Bakis
2022; Alan 2024).

To set these results in context, we quickly review re-
sults from the literature. Marrese et al. (2004) cal-
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culated 1.04 £ 0.02M for both Aa and Ab masses,
Ran = 1.80 £ 0.21Re, and Ra, = 1.84 + 0.24R;.
The current study was able to derive individual masses
for the two stars which are both a little more mas-
sive (and outside the formal errors). The radii from
the current study are somewhat smaller than the esti-
mates from Marrese et al. (2004), but within the uncer-
tainty ranges. These differences will be largely driven by
the use of the more recent, and higher quality (TESS)
photometry, additional radial velocity data (ELODIE),
and modeling the sinusoidal v velocity change caused
by the third component (B). We therefore argue that
the current results are a refinement of the earlier ones
and in general agreement. Marrese et al. (2004) also
estimated, via color analysis, the temperature of Aa as
Ter =6,500+£250 K and for Ab Teg = 6,4554+260 K.
Liao et al. (2021) also estimated effective temperatures
based on their spectroscopic observations. They ob-
tained a low-resolution spectrum of CN Lyn at phase
~ 0.5 phase. Based on these data, Liao et al. (2021)
concluded that Teg 2 = 6,337£37 K, log g = 4.27 £ 0.08
cgs, and [Fe/H], = —0.67 & 0.06 dex. However, the
analysis is contaminated with the spectrum of the third
component (B). In contrast, the temperature analysis of
the current study has been performed by, first, disentan-
gling the spectrum of each component from composite
spectra and then making spectroscopic analyses for each
component. We contend that this has led to more accu-
rate estimates.

Marrese et al. (2004) considered a 29 + 6% contribu-
tion by component B to the modelled Hipparcos pho-
tometry, stating that B’s mass must be similar to those
of the other two components. Based on this comment,
Liao et al. (2021) calculated the orbital inclination angle
of the third component to be 25°. In the present study,
we first calculated the mass ratio of the third component
(B) and the close binary system (A) via obtaining the
spectroscopic orbit, leading to the estimation of orbital
inclination of the B-component as 26‘?71@:%. Marrese
et al. (2004) note the limited radial velocity data avail-
able to them for analysis. The current paper’s orbital
period is considerably shorter than that estimated by
Liao et al. (2021), while the estimated mass is also lower
than estimates by previous studies. The increased data
available to the current study allowed a more detailed
analysis and refined estimates.

To determine whether the given triple star system
(AabB) is hierarchical, we used the stability criterion
for hierarchical triple systems. A hierarchical system
is one in which the inner binary (Aa and Ab) is well-
separated from the outer companion (B) that orbits the
center of mass of the inner binary. According to the cri-

terion outlined by Eggleton & Kiseleva (1995), the ratio
of the outer orbit’s semi-major axis (Gouter) to the inner
orbit’s semi-major axis (a@inner) should be significantly
large to ensure stability. Specifically, the ratio should
satisfy the following relation:

2/5 1/5
Gouter ( 1+ eouter ) / (mouter + Minner ) /
> 5H X e X _—

Ginner 1-— €outer Minner

where eguter 1S the eccentricity of the outer orbit, moyuger
is the mass of the outer component (B), and minper is
the total mass of the inner binary (Aa + Ab). For our
system, aouter = 4.53 AU, aipner = 0.041 AU, equter =
0.55, Mipner = 1.166 4+ 1.143 = 2.309 My, and meyter =
0.85 M. Using these values, we calculate the stability
ratio and criterion. The ratio is fouter — 286 ~ 7170 5,

Qinner 0.041
The stability criterion is calculated as:

o (LH055)*7 (085 42300\
1-0.55 2.309 e

Since 110.5 > 8.7, the system satisfies the stability cri-
terion, indicating that it is a hierarchical triple system.
This analysis demonstrates that the given system, with
B orbiting the close binary Aa and Ab, meets the re-
quirements for being considered hierarchical. Such sys-
tems are crucial for understanding the dynamic inter-
actions and long-term stability of multiple star systems
(Eggleton & Kiseleva 1995; Tokovinin 2018).

Dynamical orbital analyses, taking into account the
ages of the component stars in the central binary sys-
tem (Aa, Ab) show that the system originated at the
metal-poor edge of the Galactic disk, at a distance of
Rpirtn = 14.59+0.86 kpc from the centre of the Galaxy.
In the metal abundance analysis for the component
stars, the mean metal abundance of the binary system
was determined to be about —0.65 dex. This result is in
agreement with the metal abundance of approximately
—0.45 dex for 14.5 kpc given by Katz et al. (2021) in
their [Fe/H] x R diagram starting from the evolved stars
in the APOGEE spectroscopic survey (Majewski et al.
2017). The metal abundance difference of up to 0.2 dex
for the component stars in the binary system is also
remarkable. This discrepancy may be due to the fact
that the molecular cloud did not have a homogeneous
metal abundance distribution during the formation of
the binary system (e.g. Reipurth et al. 2007; Vogt et al.
2012; King et al. 2012), atomic diffusion in stellar sur-
face and interiors in the component stars (e.g. Yildiz
2008; Dotter et al. 2017; Moedas et al. 2022; Liu et al.
2021), or the metal-rich second component swallowed an
exoplanet (Liu et al. 2024; Saffe et al. 2024).



DO
(@)

[Si/Fe] (dex)

[Ti/Fe] (dex)

0.6 L l L I LU IQ‘ L I T T rr I L I T T rr
= i o Z<>
% 0.4 R G % & g0 A o
— I o ° ¢
2 0.2 N $
B <
S O | (@ To/p<0.1a 0.1<TD/D<1
= L | & TD/D>1 % CN_Lyn A
_O 2 111 1 I L1 11 I 111 1 I L1 11 I 111 1 I L1 1 1 I I*I 1
-3 25 -2 -15 -1 -05 O 0.5
[Fe/H] (dex)
0.8 LU I LU l LU I LU l L I LU I L
— I (c) 7
x
% 0.6 I ]
<&
— 04 o
Ty 3 o <><><><><>g§§>><><><><>
L 02 R RS ey
8 0 | ‘@ TD/D<0.14 0.1<TD/D<1
— | | © TD/D>1 * CN_Lyn e v 5
_0 2 1 1 1 1 I 11 1 1 I 11 1 1 I 11 1 | I 11 1 1 I 1 1 1 | I 1 f 1 1

-3 25 -2 -15 -1 05 O 05

[Fe/H] (dex)

YUCEL ET AL.

0.6 LU I L I LU I L l LU I L l LU
i o (b)'
0.4 o
i o OO <§<><>
0.2 OO% SR
L <o
O | (@ TD/D<0.1Aa 0.1<TD/D<1
L & TD/D>1 * CN_Lyn

g Yy AT B I S I N R
-3 -25 -2 -15 -1 -05 O 0.5
[Fe/H] (dex)

0.8 L B A I I I N
0.6 +

L o
S
0.4 ° os
L o S
S (2
0.2 °© R o0 00

0 @ TD/D<0.1A 0.1<TD/D<1
| |© TD/D>1 % CN_lyn

02 Lo b i i
-3 -25 -2 -15 -1 -05 O 0.5
[Fe/H] (dex)

Figure 13. Element abundances for the four a elements with respect to Fe. Panels show CN Lyn’s component stars and
Bensby et al. (2014)’s stars in the thin disk, thick disk, and halo populations classified according to kinematic criteria.

Since the convective envelopes of Sun-like stars (0.8 <
Mg < 1.2) are thin, a significant change in the metal
abundance by atomic diffusion is expected for stars in
the main-sequence band. The fact that the component
stellar masses of CN Lyn in the A system are larger than
1M and their mass ratio is close to unity (¢ ~ 1) makes
it difficult to explain the differences in metal abundances
by the diffusion mechanism (Behmard et al. 2023). How-
ever, the fact that the components in system A are very
similar to the each other may provide important evi-
dence that the metal abundance difference between the
components (A[Fe/H]=0.23 dex) was increased by one
of the component stars swallowing an exoplanet. Oh
et al. (2018) analyzed the stars HD 240429 (Kronos) and
HD 240430 (Krios), determining that the metal abun-
dance difference between the systems to be about 0.20
dex and showed that the metal-rich Kronos has a high
probability of having ‘swallowed’ an exoplanet of 15-50
Mg. A possible explanation for the difference in metal
abundances between the components in the system is
that the component stars in the A system may occur
in different chemodynamic field regions of the cloud in
which they formed (Brunt et al. 2009; Behmard et al.
2023). A recent study showing that they are born in re-
gions of the same cloud with different metal abundances
was presented by Dursun et al. (2024). Performing spec-

tral energy distribution (SED) analyses of the stars in
the open cluster NGC 188, Dursun et al. (2024) showed
that the stars with different luminosities in the cluster
may have A[Fe/H]=0.27 dex. Dursun et al. (2024) also
showed that the metal abundance variation within the
cluster is 0.21 dex by comparing 12 common stars whose
metal abundances were determined by spectral analyses
by Jacobson et al. (2011). The third component (B)
has an orbital period P = 3130 £ 78 days about the
central pair of stars, mass 0.85 £ 0.23M,, metal abun-
dance —1.81 £ 0.10 dex, and 12.5 + 2.5 Gyr. Therefore,
its chemical composition and age do not appear to be
consistent with those of the other two component stars
(A system).

In determining the Galactic population type of CN
Lyn, the alpha and iron element abundances and kine-
matic data of the component stars were taken into ac-
count. Since there is no detailed elemental abundance
analysis of CN Lyn in the literature, the elemental abun-
dances calculated for the three component stars and the
kinematic findings determined for the system were eval-
uated together with the 714 F and G spectral type stars
selected by Bensby et al. (2014) from the solar neigh-
borhood. In this study, the abundances of four alpha
elements (Mg, Si, Ca, and Ti) identified in the spec-
tra of three components in the CN Lyn are plotted on
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the [X/Fe|x[Fe/H] chemical planes (Figure 13) together
with the abundances of Bensby et al. (2014). The stars
in the Bensby et al. (2014) sample are classified into
three groups according to kinematic criteria as following
high probability thin disk (T'D/D < 0.1), low probabil-
ity thin disk (0.1 < TD/D < 1) and low/high proba-
bility thick disk or halo (T'D/D > 1) stars. While four
alpha abundances were determined for the component
stars in system A, only Ca and Ti abundances were de-
tected in the chemical planes for component B. On the
chemical planes, it was found that the stars in system A
are located in the region where the thin disk members of
Bensby et al. (2014) are located, while the metal-poor
star denoted by component B is located in the position
of thick disk/halo stars. In this case, the chemical abun-
dances and kinematic data suggest that the stars in the
A system belong to the old thin disk and component B
to the halo population. Moreover, the fact that the com-
ponent stars in system A are relatively poor in terms of
alpha elements and iron abundances indicates that the
molecular cloud forming the system was formed by Type
Ia supernovae (e.g., Gratton et al. 2000; Matteucci et al.
2009; Maoz & Graur 2017), while the rich Ca and Ti el-
ement abundances of component B suggest that it was
formed by Type II supernovae (e.g., Wyse & Gilmore
1992; Matteucci 2021).

System A may have captured this third component in
a region of weak gravitational interactions far beyond
the Galactic centre. In conclusion, the fact that the ter-
tiary star (B) of the CN Lyn is older and metal-poor
compared to the close orbit two components (A) sug-
gests that the tertiary component was captured by a
gravitational effect sometime after the formation of the
Aab-system. The absolute parameters calculated for the
component stars in CN Lyn in this study will contribute
to the understanding of the formation region and dy-
namical evolution of triple stars in the Galaxy. In ad-
dition, the results of this study will make a significant
contribution to the study of the evolution of triple sys-
tems and Galactic archaeology. Further precise spectro-
scopic observations of the CN Lyn system would allow a
more accurate determination of the center of mass of the
system, the velocity variation, and the chemical abun-
dances of the third component, thereby enabling a more
reliable determination of the nature of the third body,
and the understanding of the capture process.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We thank the anonymous referee for their insight-
ful and constructive suggestions, which significantly im-
proved the paper. We thank TUBITAK for funding this
research under project number 123C161. This study

was funded by Scientific Research Projects Coordina-
tion Unit of Istanbul University. Project number: MAB-
2021-37903. We thank the following colleagues for their
valuable discussions to make this study better in the
following topics: Dr. Ulisse Munari for providing ASI-
AGO spectra, Prof. Petr Hadrava for disentangling spec-
tra with KOREL, Dr. Kyle Conroy for PHOEBE cal-
culations, Dr. Corrado Boeche for SP_Ace usage, and
lastly Dr. Olcay Plevne for TRUBA data preparations.
The numerical calculations reported in this paper were
partially performed at TUBITAK ULAKBIM, the High
Performance and Grid Computing Center (TRUBA re-
sources). We made use of spectral data retrieved from
the ELODIE archive at Observatoire de Haute-Provence
(OHP). This research has made use of NASA’s Astro-
physics Data System. The VizieR and Simbad databases
at CDS, Strasbourg, France were invaluable for the
project as were data from the European Space Agency
(ESA) mission Gaia”, processed by the Gaia Data Pro-
cessing and Analysis Consortium (DPAC)®. Funding for
DPAC has been provided by national institutions, in
particular, the institutions participating in the Gaia
Multilateral Agreement. This paper includes data col-
lected with the TESS mission, obtained from the MAST
data archive at the Space Telescope Science Institute
(STScI). Funding for the TESS mission is provided by
the NASA Explorer Program. STScl is operated by the
Association of Universities for Research in Astronomy,
Inc., under NASA contract NAS 5-26555.

Software: SP_Ace (Boeche & Grebel 2016; Boeche
et al. 2021), ATLAS9 (Castelli & Kurucz 2004), SPECTRUM
(Gray & Corbally 1994), PHOEBE (Prsa & Zwitter 2005;
Prsa et al. 2016; Horvat et al. 2018; Jones et al.
2020; Conroy et al. 2020), Astropy (Astropy Collabora-
tion et al. 2013, 2018, 2022), corner (Foreman-Mackey
2016), Matplotlib (Hunter 2007), NumPy (Harris et al.
2020), SciPy (Virtanen et al. 2020), galpy (Bovy 2015),
MWPotential2014 (Bovy 2015).

7 https://www.cosmos.esa.int /gaia

8 https://www.cosmos.esa.int/web/gaia/dpac/consortium



22 YUCEL ET AL.

REFERENCES

Akbaba, F., Ak, T., Bilir, S., et al. 2024, arXiv e-prints,
arXiv:2411.13660, doi: 10.48550/arXiv.2411.13660

Alan, N. 2024, NewA, 107, 102135,
doi: 10.1016/j.newast.2023.102135

Aligavus, F. 2022, NewA, 96, 101860,
doi: 10.1016/j.newast.2022.101860

Antonini, F., & Perets, H. B. 2012, ApJ, 757, 27,
doi: 10.1088,/0004-637X/757/1/27

Astropy Collaboration, Robitaille, T. P., Tollerud, E. J.,
et al. 2013, A&A, 558, A33,
doi: 10.1051/0004-6361/201322068

Astropy Collaboration, Price-Whelan, A. M., Sip&cz, B. M.,
et al. 2018, AJ, 156, 123, doi: 10.3847/1538-3881 /aabcAf

Astropy Collaboration, Price-Whelan, A. M., Lim, P. L.,
et al. 2022, ApJ, 935, 167, doi: 10.3847/1538-4357 /ac7cT4

Bakis, V., & Eker, Z. 2022, AcA, 72, 195,
doi: 10.32023/0001-5237/72.3.4

Baranne, A., Mayor, M., & Poncet, J. L. 1979, Vistas in
Astronomy, 23, 279, doi: 10.1016,/0083-6656(79)90016-3

Behmard, A., Sevilla, J., & Fuller, J. 2023, MNRAS, 518,
5465, doi: 10.1093/mnras/stac3435

Bensby, T., Feltzing, S., & Lundstrom, 1. 2003, A&A, 410,
527, doi: 10.1051/0004-6361:20031213

Bensby, T., Feltzing, S., & Oey, M. S. 2014, A&A, 562,
AT1, doi: 10.1051/0004-6361/201322631

Boeche, C., & Grebel, E. K. 2016, A&A, 587, A2,
doi: 10.1051/0004-6361/201526758

Boeche, C., Vallenari, A., & Lucatello, S. 2021, A&A, 645,
A35, doi: 10.1051/0004-6361/202038973

Borkovits, T., Hajdu, T., Sztakovics, J., et al. 2016,
MNRAS, 455, 4136, doi: 10.1093 /mnras/stv2530

Bovy, J. 2015, ApJS, 216, 29,
doi: 10.1088/0067-0049/216/2/29

Brat, L., Smelcer, L., Kuedkova, H., et al. 2008, Open
European Journal on Variable Stars, 0094, 1

Brunt, C. M., Heyer, M. H., & Mac Low, M. M. 2009,
A&A, 504, 883, doi: 10.1051/0004-6361 /200911797

Castelli, F., & Kurucz, R. L. 2003, in Modelling of Stellar
Atmospheres, ed. N. Piskunov, W. W. Weiss, & D. F.
Gray, Vol. 210, A20,
doi: 10.48550/arXiv.astro-ph/0405087

Castelli, F., & Kurucz, R. L. 2004, A&A, 419, 725,
doi: 10.1051/0004-6361:20040079

Conroy, K. E., Prsa, A., Stassun, K. G., et al. 2014, AJ,
147, 45, doi: 10.1088,/0004-6256,/147/2/45

Conroy, K. E., Kochoska, A., Hey, D., et al. 2020, ApJS,
250, 34, doi: 10.3847/1538-4365/abbde2

Cogkunoglu, B., Ak, S., Bilir, S., et al. 2011, MNRAS, 412,
1237, doi: 10.1111/j.1365-2966.2010.17983.x

Dotter, A., Conroy, C., Cargile, P., & Asplund, M. 2017,
ApJ, 840, 99, doi: 10.3847/1538-4357/aa6d10

Dursun, D. C., Tagdemir, S., Kog, S., & Iyer, S. 2024,
Physics and Astronomy Reports, 2, 1,
doi: 10.26650/PAR.2024.00002

Eggleton, P. P. 1983, ApJ, 268, 368, doi: 10.1086/160960

Eggleton, P. P., & Kiseleva, L. G. 1995, ApJ, 455, 640,
doi: 10.1086/176610

Eggleton, P. P., & Kiseleva-Eggleton, L. 2001, ApJ, 562,
1012, doi: 10.1086/323843

Eker, Z., & Bakig, V. 2023, MNRAS, 523, 2440,
doi: 10.1093/mnras/stad1563

Eker, Z., Bakig, V., Soydugan, F., & Bilir, S. 2021,
MNRAS, 503, 4231, doi: 10.1093/mnras/stab684

Eker, Z., Bilir, S., Soydugan, F., et al. 2014, PASA, 31,
€024, doi: 10.1017/pasa.2014.17

Eker, Z., Soydugan, F., Bakig, V., Bilir, S.; & Steer, 1. 2022,
AJ, 164, 189, doi: 10.3847/1538-3881/ac9123

Eker, Z., Soydugan, F., & Bilir, S. 2024, Physics and
Astronomy Reports, 2, 41, doi: 10.26650/PAR.2024.00001

Eker, Z., Soydugan, F., Soydugan, E., et al. 2015, AJ, 149,
131, doi: 10.1088,/0004-6256,/149/4/131

Eker, Z., Bakis, V., Bilir, S., et al. 2018, MNRAS, 479,
5491, doi: 10.1093 /mnras/sty1834

Eker, Z., Soydugan, F., Bilir, S.; et al. 2020, MNRAS, 496,
3887, doi: 10.1093/mnras/staal659

European Space Agency. 1997, ESA Special Publication,
Vol. 1200, The HIPPARCOS and TYCHO catalogues.
Astrometric and photometric star catalogues derived
from the ESA HIPPARCOS Space Astrometry Mission

Foreman-Mackey, D. 2016, The Journal of Open Source
Software, 1, 24, doi: 10.21105/joss.00024

Foreman-Mackey, D., Hogg, D. W., Lang, D., & Goodman,
J. 2013, PASP, 125, 306, doi: 10.1086/670067

Gaia Collaboration, Vallenari, A., Brown, A. G. A., et al.
2023a, A&A, 674, A1, doi: 10.1051/0004-6361 /202243940

Gaia Collaboration, Recio-Blanco, A., Kordopatis, G., et al.
2023b, A&A, 674, A38,
doi: 10.1051,/0004-6361 /202243511

Gokmen, S., Eker, Z., Yontan, T., et al. 2023, AJ, 166, 263,
doi: 10.3847/1538-3881/ad08b0

Gratton, R. G., Carretta, E., Matteucci, F., & Sneden, C.
2000, A&A, 358, 671,
doi: 10.48550/arXiv.astro-ph/0004157

Gray, R. O., & Corbally, C. J. 1994, AJ, 107, 742,
doi: 10.1086,/116893

Grenier, S., Baylac, M. O., Rolland, L., et al. 1999, A&AS,
137, 451, doi: 10.1051/aas:1999489


http://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2411.13660
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.newast.2023.102135
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.newast.2022.101860
http://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/757/1/27
http://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201322068
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-3881/aabc4f
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ac7c74
http://doi.org/10.32023/0001-5237/72.3.4
http://doi.org/10.1016/0083-6656(79)90016-3
http://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stac3435
http://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20031213
http://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201322631
http://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201526758
http://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202038973
http://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stv2530
http://doi.org/10.1088/0067-0049/216/2/29
http://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/200911797
http://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.astro-ph/0405087
http://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20040079
http://doi.org/10.1088/0004-6256/147/2/45
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4365/abb4e2
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2010.17983.x
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aa6d10
http://doi.org/10.26650/PAR.2024.00002
http://doi.org/10.1086/160960
http://doi.org/10.1086/176610
http://doi.org/10.1086/323843
http://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stad1563
http://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stab684
http://doi.org/10.1017/pasa.2014.17
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-3881/ac9123
http://doi.org/10.26650/PAR.2024.00001
http://doi.org/10.1088/0004-6256/149/4/131
http://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/sty1834
http://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/staa1659
http://doi.org/10.21105/joss.00024
http://doi.org/10.1086/670067
http://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202243940
http://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202243511
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-3881/ad08b0
http://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.astro-ph/0004157
http://doi.org/10.1086/116893
http://doi.org/10.1051/aas:1999489

CN LyN 23

Harris, C. R., Millman, K. J., van der Walt, S. J., et al.
2020, Nature, 585, 357, doi: 10.1038/s41586-020-2649-2

Horvat, M., Conroy, K. E., Pablo, H., et al. 2018, ApJS,
237, 26, doi: 10.3847/1538-4365/aacd0f

Honkova, K., Jurysek, J., Lehky, M., et al. 2013, Open
Furopean Journal on Variable Stars, 160, 1

—. 2014, Open European Journal on Variable Stars, 165, 1

Hubscher, J. 2014, Information Bulletin on Variable Stars,
6118, 1

—. 2015, Information Bulletin on Variable Stars, 6152, 1

—. 2017, Information Bulletin on Variable Stars, 6196, 1,
doi: 10.22444/IBVS.6196

Hubscher, J., & Lehmann, P. B. 2015, Information Bulletin
on Variable Stars, 6149, 1

Hunter, J. D. 2007, Computing in Science and Engineering,
9, 90, doi: 10.1109/MCSE.2007.55

Hurley, J. R., Tout, C. A.; & Pols, O. R. 2002, MNRAS,
329, 897, doi: 10.1046/j.1365-8711.2002.05038.x

Trwin, J. B. 1952, ApJ, 116, 211, doi: 10.1086 /145604

—. 1959, AJ, 64, 149, doi: 10.1086/107913

Jacobson, H. R., Pilachowski, C. A., & Friel, E. D. 2011,
AJ, 142, 59, doi: 10.1088/0004-6256/142/2/59

Jermyn, A. S., Bauer, E. B., Schwab, J., et al. 2023, ApJS,
265, 15, doi: 10.3847/1538-4365/acae8d

Jofré, P., Heiter, U., & Soubiran, C. 2019, ARA&A, 57,
571, doi: 10.1146/annurev-astro-091918-104509

Johnson, D. R. H., & Soderblom, D. R. 1987, AJ, 93, 864,
doi: 10.1086,/114370

Jones, D.,; Conroy, K. E., Horvat, M., et al. 2020, ApJS,
247, 63, doi: 10.3847/1538-4365/ab7927

Katz, D., Gémez, A., Haywood, M., Snaith, O., & Di
Matteo, P. 2021, A&A, 655, All1,
doi: 10.1051/0004-6361,/202140453

King, R. R., Parker, R. J., Patience, J., & Goodwin, S. P.
2012, MNRAS, 421, 2025,
doi: 10.1111/j.1365-2966.2012.20437.x

Kolb, U., & Ritter, H. 1990, A&A, 236, 385

Kreiner, J. M. 2004, AcA, 54, 207

Liao, W., Qian, S., & Li, L. 2021, MNRAS, 508, 6111,
doi: 10.1093/mnras/stab2871

Lightkurve Collaboration, Cardoso, J. V. d. M., Hedges, C.,
et al. 2018, Lightkurve: Kepler and TESS time series
analysis in Python, Astrophysics Source Code Library.
http://ascl.net/1812.013

Liu, F., Bitsch, B., Asplund, M., et al. 2021, MNRAS, 508,
1227, doi: 10.1093/mnras/stab2471

Liu, F., Ting, Y.-S., Yong, D., et al. 2024, Nature, 627, 501,
doi: 10.1038/s41586-024-07091-y

Lucy, L. B. 1967, ZA, 65, 89

Maehara, H. 2014, Automated Wide-field Survey for
Transient Objects with a Small Telescope, Tech. rep.,
Journal of Space Science Informatics Japan.
https://jaxa.repo.nii.ac.jp/records/1963

Majewski, S. R., Schiavon, R. P., Frinchaboy, P. M., et al.
2017, AJ, 154, 94, doi: 10.3847/1538-3881/aa784d

Maoz, D., & Graur, O. 2017, ApJ, 848, 25,
doi: 10.3847/1538-4357 /aa8bbe

Marrese, P. M., Munari, U., Siviero, A., et al. 2004, A&A,
413, 635, doi: 10.1051/0004-6361:20031544

Matteucci, F. 2021, A&A Ry, 29, 5,
doi: 10.1007/s00159-021-00133-8

Matteucci, F., Spitoni, E., Recchi, S., & Valiante, R. 2009,
A&A, 501, 531, doi: 10.1051,/0004-6361 /200911869

Mihalas, D., & Binney, J. 1981, Galactic astronomy.
Structure and kinematics (W.H. Freeman & Co.)

Moe, M., & Di Stefano, R. 2017, ApJS, 230, 15,
doi: 10.3847/1538-4365/aa6fb6

Moedas, N., Deal, M., Bossini, D., & Campilho, B. 2022,
A&A, 666, A43, doi: 10.1051/0004-6361/202243210

Moultaka, J., Ilovaisky, S. A., Prugniel, P., & Soubiran, C.
2004, PASP, 116, 693, doi: 10.1086/422177

Munari, U., Tomov, T., Zwitter, T., et al. 2001, A&A, 378,
477, doi: 10.1051,/0004-6361:20011230

Nelder, J. A., & Mead, R. 1965, The Computer Journal, 7,
308, doi: 10.1093/comjnl/7.4.308

Oh, S., Price-Whelan, A. M., Brewer, J. M., et al. 2018,
ApJ, 854, 138, doi: 10.3847/1538-4357 /aaabdd

Paegert, M., Stassun, K. G., Collins, K. A., et al. 2022,
VizieR Online Data Catalog: TESS Input Catalog
version 8.2 (TIC v8.2) (Paegert+, 2021), VizieR On-line
Data Catalog: IV /39. Originally published in:
2021arXiv210804778P

Pagel, L. 2018, Information Bulletin on Variable Stars,
6244, 1, doi: 10.22444/IBVS.6244

Paxton, B., Bildsten, L., Dotter, A., et al. 2011, ApJS, 192,
3, doi: 10.1088/0067-0049/192/1/3

Paxton, B., Cantiello, M., Arras, P., et al. 2013, ApJS, 208,
4, doi: 10.1088/0067-0049/208/1/4

Paxton, B., Marchant, P., Schwab, J., et al. 2015, ApJS,
220, 15, doi: 10.1088,/0067-0049/220/1/15

Paxton, B., Schwab, J., Bauer, E. B., et al. 2018, ApJS,
234, 34, doi: 10.3847/1538-4365/aaaba8

Paxton, B., Smolec, R., Schwab, J., et al. 2019, ApJS, 243,
10, doi: 10.3847/1538-4365/ab2241

Perryman, M. A. C., Lindegren, L., Kovalevsky, J., et al.
1997, A&A, 323, L49

Pollacco, D. L., Skillen, I., Collier Cameron, A., et al. 2006,
PASP, 118, 1407, doi: 10.1086/508556


http://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-020-2649-2
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4365/aacd0f
http://doi.org/10.22444/IBVS.6196
http://doi.org/10.1109/MCSE.2007.55
http://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-8711.2002.05038.x
http://doi.org/10.1086/145604
http://doi.org/10.1086/107913
http://doi.org/10.1088/0004-6256/142/2/59
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4365/acae8d
http://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-astro-091918-104509
http://doi.org/10.1086/114370
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4365/ab7927
http://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202140453
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2012.20437.x
http://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stab2871
http://ascl.net/1812.013
http://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stab2471
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-024-07091-y
https://jaxa.repo.nii.ac.jp/records/1963
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-3881/aa784d
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aa8b6e
http://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20031544
http://doi.org/10.1007/s00159-021-00133-8
http://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/200911869
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4365/aa6fb6
http://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202243210
http://doi.org/10.1086/422177
http://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20011230
http://doi.org/10.1093/comjnl/7.4.308
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aaab4d
http://doi.org/10.22444/IBVS.6244
http://doi.org/10.1088/0067-0049/192/1/3
http://doi.org/10.1088/0067-0049/208/1/4
http://doi.org/10.1088/0067-0049/220/1/15
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4365/aaa5a8
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4365/ab2241
http://doi.org/10.1086/508556

24 YUCEL ET AL.

Press, W. H., Teukolsky, S. A., Vetterling, W. T., &
Flannery, B. P. 2007, Numerical Recipes: The Art of
Scientific Computing, 3rd edn. (Cambridge University
Press)

Prsa, A., & Zwitter, T. 2005, ApJ, 628, 426,
doi: 10.1086,/430591

Prsa, A., Conroy, K. E., Horvat, M., et al. 2016, ApJS, 227,
29, doi: 10.3847/1538-4365,/227/2/29

Prsa, A., Kochoska, A., Conroy, K. E., et al. 2022, ApJS,
258, 16, doi: 10.3847/1538-4365/ac324a

Raghavan, D.,; McAlister, H. A., Henry, T. J., et al. 2010,
ApJS, 190, 1, doi: 10.1088/0067-0049/190/1/1

Rappaport, S., Verbunt, F., & Joss, P. C. 1983, ApJ, 275,
713, doi: 10.1086/161569

Reipurth, B., Guimaraes, M. M., Connelley, M. S., & Bally,
J. 2007, AJ, 134, 2272, doi: 10.1086/523596

Ricker, G. R., Winn, J. N., Vanderspek, R., et al. 2015,
Journal of Astronomical Telescopes, Instruments, and
Systems, 1, 014003, doi: 10.1117/1.JATTS.1.1.014003

Rosales, J. A., Mennickent, R. E., Schleicher, D. R. G., &
Senhadji, A. A. 2019, MNRAS, 483, 862,
doi: 10.1093 /mnras/sty3117

Ruciniski, S. M. 1969, AcA, 19, 245

Saffe, C., Miquelarena, P., Alacoria, J., et al. 2024, A&A,
682, 123, doi: 10.1051/0004-6361/202449263

Salaris, M., Chieffi, A., & Straniero, O. 1993, ApJ, 414,
580, doi: 10.1086/173105

Sana, H., Le Bouquin, J. B., Lacour, S., et al. 2014, ApJS,
215, 15, doi: 10.1088,/0067-0049/215/1/15

Southworth, J. 2013, A&A, 557, A119,
doi: 10.1051/0004-6361,/201322195

Southworth, J. 2021, Universe, 7,
doi: 10.3390 /universe7100369

Soydugan, F., Soydugan, E., & Aligavus, F. 2020, Research
in Astronomy and Astrophysics, 20, 052,
doi: 10.1088/1674-4527/20,/4/52

Tagdemir, S., & Yontan, T. 2023, Physics and Astronomy
Reports, 1, 1, doi: 10.26650/PAR.2023.00001

Tokovinin, A. 2008, MNRAS, 389, 925,
doi: 10.1111/j.1365-2966.2008.13613.x

—. 2018, PASP, 130, 035002,
doi: 10.1088/1538-3873/aaa7d9

Tokovinin, A., Thomas, S., Sterzik, M., & Udry, S. 2006,
A&A, 450, 681, doi: 10.1051,/0004-6361:20054427

Toonen, S., Portegies Zwart, S., Hamers, A. S., &
Bandopadhyay, D. 2020, A&A, 640, A16,
doi: 10.1051/0004-6361/201936835

Tungel Giigtekin, S., Bilir, S., Karaali, S., Plevne, O., &
Ak, S. 2019, Advances in Space Research, 63, 1360,
doi: 10.1016/j.asr.2018.10.041

van Leeuwen, F., Evans, D. W., Grenon, M., et al. 1997,
A&A, 323, 161

Virtanen, P., Gommers, R., Oliphant, T. E., et al. 2020,
Nature Methods, 17, 261, doi: 10.1038/s41592-019-0686-2

Vogt, N., Schmidt, T. O. B., Neuh&user, R., et al. 2012,
A&A, 546, A63, doi: 10.1051/0004-6361/201118410

Skoda, P., & Hadrava, P. 2010, in Astronomical Society of
the Pacific Conference Series, Vol. 435, Binaries - Key to
Comprehension of the Universe, ed. A. Prsa & M. Zejda,
71, doi: 10.48550/arXiv.1003.4801

Skoda, P., Hadrava, P., & Fuchs, J. 2012, in From
Interacting Binaries to Exoplanets: Essential Modeling
Tools, ed. M. T. Richards & I. Hubeny, Vol. 282,
403-404, doi: 10.1017/S1743921311027931

Wenger, M., Ochsenbein, F., Egret, D., et al. 2000, A&AS,
143, 9, doi: 10.1051/aas:2000332

Wyse, R. F. G., & Gilmore, G. 1992, AJ, 104, 144,
doi: 10.1086,/116226

Yildiz, M. 2008, MNRAS, 388, 1143,
doi: 10.1111/j.1365-2966.2008.13352.x

Yilmaz, M., Basturk, O., Alan, N., et al. 2009, Information
Bulletin on Variable Stars, 5887, 1

Yontan, T., & Canbay, R. 2023, Physics and Astronomy
Reports, 1, 65, doi: 10.26650/PAR.2023.00008

Yontan, T., Cakmak, T., Bilir, S., et al. 2022, RMxAA, 58,
333, doi: 10.22201/ia.01851101p.2022.58.02.14

Yiicel, G., & Bakig, V. 2022, MNRAS, 516, 2486,
doi: 10.1093/mnras/stac2293

Yiicel, G., Canbay, R., & Bakig, V. 2024, Physics and
Astronomy Reports, 2, 18, doi: 10.26650/PAR.2024.00003

Zwitter, T., Munari, U., Marrese, P. M., et al. 2003, A&A,
404, 333, doi: 10.1051/0004-6361:20030446


http://doi.org/10.1086/430591
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4365/227/2/29
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4365/ac324a
http://doi.org/10.1088/0067-0049/190/1/1
http://doi.org/10.1086/161569
http://doi.org/10.1086/523596
http://doi.org/10.1117/1.JATIS.1.1.014003
http://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/sty3117
http://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202449263
http://doi.org/10.1086/173105
http://doi.org/10.1088/0067-0049/215/1/15
http://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201322195
http://doi.org/10.3390/universe7100369
http://doi.org/10.1088/1674-4527/20/4/52
http://doi.org/10.26650/PAR.2023.00001
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2008.13613.x
http://doi.org/10.1088/1538-3873/aaa7d9
http://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20054427
http://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201936835
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.asr.2018.10.041
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41592-019-0686-2
http://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201118410
http://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.1003.4801
http://doi.org/10.1017/S1743921311027931
http://doi.org/10.1051/aas:2000332
http://doi.org/10.1086/116226
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2008.13352.x
http://doi.org/10.26650/PAR.2023.00008
http://doi.org/10.22201/ia.01851101p.2022.58.02.14
http://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stac2293
http://doi.org/10.26650/PAR.2024.00003
http://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20030446

CN LyN

APPENDIX

25



26

Normalized Flux

Observed ——

Synthetic ——

4850 4855 4860 4865

10

0.9

08

07

0.6

05

2451274 48181

4850 4855 4860 4865 4870 4875

10}

) © 2451508.51870 ]

4850 4855 4860 4865 4870 4875

10 |

2451594 48610

4

4850 4855 4860 4865 4870 4875

YUCEL ET AL.

Observed ——

Synthetic ——

Observed ——  Synthetic ——

" 245122546270

1.0
09
08
0.7
0.6

05

245122943649

4850 4855 4860 4865 4870

4850 4855 4860 4865 4870 4875

4875
10 245127532141 " 245150750750
09
08t 1
07
06
05 . . .
4850 4855 4880 4885 4870 4875 4850 4855 4880 4885 4B70 4875

1.0 . " 245158950759 )

0.5

" 2451593.46730

4850 4855 4860 4865 4870

4850 4855 4860 4865 4870 4875

1.0 2451621.40710
09
08
07
06

05

M M . N .

1.0

[ " 2451625.45629 ]

N M N M L

4850 4855 4880 4885 4870

4850 4855 4880 4885 4870 4875

1.0 " 2451894 43749

0.5

1.0

05

[ " 2451896.54610 o]

b 4

4850 4855 4860 4865 4870 4875

4850 4855 4860 4865 4870 4875

Wavelength (A)



Normalized Flux

1.0
09
08
0.7
06
0.5

1.0

05

0.5

1.0

1.0

05

Observed ——  Synthetic ——

g

" 2451924.49839 1

4850 4855 4860 4865 4870 4875

T ™ T g

245193061973 E

4850 4855 4860 4865 4870 4875

1
" " " M

4850 4855 4860 4865 4870 4875

2452299 42754

4850 4855 4860 4865 4870 4875

| 2452331 44010 ]

4850 4855 4860 4865 4870 4875

CN LynN 27
Observed ——  Synthetic —— Observed ——  Synthetic

10F " 245192458280 ) " 2451929 56758

09

08

07

06

05
4850 4855 4860 4865 4870 4875 4850 4855 4860 4865 4870 4875

10f " 245193140119 ' 10f " 2451983.44518 "]

09

08

07

06 | 1

o5 ) ] , . 4 osp ) , ) ) R
4850 4855 4860 4865 4870 4875 4850 4855 4860 4865 4870 4875

10f 7 " 245307260939 o]

N " M M

4850 4855 4860 4865 4870 4875

4850 4855 4860 4865 4870 4875

1.0 2452300.49141
0.9
0.8
0.7
06

05

10} 2452303.52260 "

4850 4855 4860 4865 4870 4875

4850 4855 4860 4865 4870 4875

10 245233146559

10} | 2452331 48858 o

05 1

4850 4855 4860 4865 4870 4875

4850 4855 4880 4865 4870 4875

Wavelength (A)



28 YUCEL ET AL.

Observed ——  Synthetic —— Observed ——  Synthetic —— Observed ——  Synthetic
10 2ascaszasese | 10f  oasoesizeoas 10F ° 245065238195
0.9
08
0.7
06
05 | ; 05§ ]

4850 4855 4860 4865 4870 4875 4850 4855 4860 4865 4870 4875 4850 4855 4860 4865 4870 4875

" 245765335039 10f " 245268025159 ' 10fF " 245268027739 "]
09 1
08
07
06 1

) , ) . . . 05F . . , . 4 o5t ) , ) ) B

4850 4855 4860 4865 4870 4875 4850 4855 4860 4865 4870 4875 4850 4855 4860 4865 4870 4875

1o0f " 245350033380 ) 10f T 245334540281 ]

Normalized Flux

05} p
4850 4855 4060 4065 4870 4875 4850 4855 4960 4865 4870 4875 4850 4855 4960 4965 4870 4875
10 f 2453387 57822 ] 10 2453388 54775

09

08

07

06
i i i i 05 i
4850 4855 4860 4865 4870 4875 4850 4855 4860 4865 4870 4875

Wavelength (A)

Figure A1l. Models fits for RV measurements.
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