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ABSTRACT

We report an observed accretion rate of M; =(3.86 + 0.60) x 107! Myyr~! for the white dwarf in the short-period, intermediate polar
EX Hya. This result is based upon the accretion-induced 4r-averaged energy flux from 2.45um to 100keV and the corresponding
luminosity at the Gaia distance of 56.77 pc. Our result is in perfect agreement with the theoretical mass transfer rate from the secondary
star induced by gravitational radiation (GR) and the spin-up of the white dwarf, —M, = (3.90 + 0.35) x 107" Myyr™'; 24% of it is
caused by the spin-up. The agreement indicates that mass transfer is conservative. The measured M, obviates the need for angular
momentum loss (AML) by any process other than GR. We complemented this result with an estimate of the mean secular mass
transfer rate over ~ 107 yr by interpreting the non-equilibrium radius of the secondary star in EX Hya based on published evolutionary
calculations. This suggests a time-averaged mass transfer rate enhanced over GR by a factor fgg > 2. Combined with the present-day
lack of such an excess, we suggest that an enhanced secular AML is due to an intermittently active process, such as the proposed
frictional motion of the binary in the remnants of nova outbursts. We argue that EX Hya, despite its weakly magnetic nature, has
evolved in a very similar way to non-magnetic CVs. We speculate that the discontinuous nature of an enhanced secular AML may

similarly apply to the latter.
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CI) 1. Introduction

= Mass transfer in cataclysmic variables (CV) is driven by angu-
‘% lar momentum loss (AML) from the binary orbit. The processes
—iconsidered in the classical models of CV evolution are magnetic
braking at long orbital periods, Py >3 h, and gravitational radi-
ation (GR) below the 2 —3h period gap (e.g.,
S [1982). However, it has become clear that numerous parame—
o) ters that characterize the CV population are not satisfactorily
o0 described by the standard model of binary population studies
() (e.g., Knigge et all 2011, henceforth KBP11), among them the
] degree of bloating of the secondary stars as they are driven
out of thermal equilibrium and the effective temperatures of the
compressionally heated accreting white dwarfs (WDs). Some of
these deficiencies could be remediated by adjusting the relative
(\J strength of the secular AML processes below and above the pe-
-+ riod gap (KBP11, [Schreiber et all 2016; [Pala et al! 2017, [2022;
= [Belloni et all 2018; McAllister et all 2019). Specifically, below
>< the gap, KBP11 raised the systemic AML from Jor by GR alone
to an average Jgys = 2.47 X Jgr, which characterizes the revised
E (optimal) model of KBP11. The enhanced mass transfer not only
fits the bloated radii of the secondary stars, but it also solved sev-
eral previously unexplained issues related to binary evolution,
greatly increasing the credibility of the approach. The long-term
effects are similar for an AML that occurs continuously or in
repetitive bursts, as long as the duty cycle of the bursts is shorter
than the timescale of the process considered; for instance, the
radius inflation. The culprit identified by Schreiber et al] (2016)
is frictional motion of the binary in the shells of slow nova out-
bursts. These events take place in short period CVs roughly ev-
ery 10° years. This is short enough for all secondaries to share
the same radial evolution, but possibly too long a timescale to
completely homogenize the temperatures of the compressionally
heated WDs.
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In this work, we endeavor to shed some light on the ori-
gin of the missing AML for the case of the intermediate polar
(IP) EX Hya. This disk-accreting binary with an orbital period
of 98 min equals in many respects a standard non-magnetic CV,
except that its primary is weakly magnetic with a surface field
strength B ~ 0.35MG (Beuermann & Reinsch 2024, henceforth
BR24). We anticipate that it evolves similarly to a non-magnetic
CV. Our approach involves an accurate measurement of the cur-
rent accretion rate of EX Hya via its luminosity that is valid over
the last few decades. We confront it with an estimate of the larger
secular mean accretion rate obtained from the inflated radius of
its secondary star, valid for the last ~ 107 yr.

2. Conservative mass transfer with WD spin-up

In this work, we employ the description of conservative mass
transfer by ), which includes the variation of the
spin angular momenta of WD and secondary star (his Egs. 1 and
A19). The mass transfer rate —M, = M| is obtained by equating
the systemic angular momentum loss of the binary to the sum
of the M;-dependent temporal changes of the orbital and spin
angular momenta of the stellar components, Jgys = Jor +Js1 +Js2
(index 1 for primary and 2 for secondary). Solving for M; , we
obtain:

. Sl - jsys
My = =55 ~1/3 ’ M
G23[M (5 +3a2)/6 — Mr](Mw) 13 +855-S,
with M = M+ M, and the spin-related terms as:
S1 = (raR)*Miy, (2)
Sy = (rgR)’Qi(1+2a)), 3)
S3 = (rpR)’w@+m)/2. 4)

Article number, page 1 of 9


http://arxiv.org/abs/2412.13850v1

A&A proofs: manuscript no. 50486corr

We equate Jyys to forJor, where

. 32G73 _
Jor = SCS—M%MgM 234713,

&)

is the AML by GR and fgr > 1 accounts for any additional
currently active AML process. Of the spin-related terms, S| de-
scribes the accretion of angular momentum by the WD, while
S, and S5 are the effects of the mass transfer-related internal
changes of the WD and the companion star, respectively. The
quantities Py, Q = 2x/Py, and Tgin = P1/Py = Q,/Q, are the
spin period, angular frequency, and spin-up timescale of the WD,
respectively, while w = Q; is the orbital and spin angular fre-
quency of the synchronously rotating secondary star. Then, 7y
and rg, are the radii of gyration and ;| and @, the exponents of
the power-law mass-radius relations, Ry o< M" and Ry o« M},
for the WD and secondary star, respectively. The mass transfer
is significantly enhanced by the loss of orbital angular momen-
tum to spin angular momentum of the WD, but is driven solely
by the systemic AML by GR or another process [1983).
The remaining uncertainty in the calculated accretion rate is de-
termined by the observational errors of M», @z, M1, and Tgpi,, in
this order.

We go on to derive the binary ephemeris expected for a con-
stant spin-up rate Q = ¢ of the WD (Eq. 2) and the related spin-
up timescale, Tyin, of the WD. For simplicity, we drop here
the subindex 1, indicating the WD. We start from dQ = gdr
and dr = PdE, with E a continuous version of the spin cycle
number, obtaining Q(E) by integration, P(E) by expansion of
2n/CQ(E), and the ephemeris by integration of P(E). This leads
to Q° = Qé + 4ngE and to P = Py + 2CE + 3DE? plus higher
terms, with Qg and P the values at E=0, C = —ng /(4r), and
D=2¢>P5/(4r)*. Integration of dr = PdE starting with t = T, at
E =0 gives the ephemeris T = T+ PoE + CE?+ DE? plus higher
terms. Since D is a multiple of C, and all terms from the cubic
on are minute, the ephemeris is effectively quadratic. The spin-
up timescale is Tin(E)=—P/P~—P5/(2C) + 2PyE ~—P}/(2C),
where 2Py E describes the small variation of 74y, with E.

2.1. Spin-up timescale of the WD

Kruszewski et al! (1981)) discovered the secular decrease of the
spin period of EXHya. The initially suggested values of g,
around 3 Myr were corrected upward to around 5 Myr as more
data were accumulated (Mauche et al|2009; |Andronov & Breus
2013). We measured 403 additional spin-maximum times from
AAVSO light curves, mostly in the Johnson V-band, using the

Table 1. Spin-maximum times measured from AAVSO light curves,
using the tool LCGv2. The data were taken between 2003 and 2023,
mostly in the Johnson V-band. The timing error is estimated at typically
5 min. The complete table is available at CDS Strasbourg.

BID(TDB)  BID(TDB)  BID(TDB)  BID(TDB)
5273927482 5273936905 5274327500 52743.36678
5274625106 5274634548 5274644288 5274653441
60092.61082  60093.58639 60093.63143 6009372461
60097.68124  60106.66837 60108.57066 60108.67018
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Fig. 1. Quadratic term of the parabolic ephemeris of the spin maximum
times of EX Hya (top). Blue: data from (2009). Red and
black dots: this work (Table 1, see text). Residuals from the parabolic
fit (bottom).

online tool LCGv2[l (Table [I)). Of these, a small fraction over-
laps with the timings of Breus & Andronowv (2013). Two inde-
pendent spin-maximum times were obtained from light curves
taken in 2021 at the Merrimack College ). We ac-
cepted the errors of the mixed bag of 435 spin maximum times
collected by (Mauche et all [2009), except for ten entries with
reported errors down to 4.3 s, which we raised to 1 min or
0.00070 d. The uncertainties of all 403 new timings were esti-
mated at 5.0 min or 0.00347 d. We fit the combined data with
the quadratic ephemeris, T = To + PoE + C E?, and obtained
the spin-up timescale from Py and C. The fit gives

Tmax = 2437699.89333+0.0465464497E-5.61x 107" E2, (6)
11 4 1

with y?> = 824.4 for 835 degrees of freedom (dof). The upper
panel of Fig. [l shows the O—C values in BJD(TDB) relative
to the linear part of the ephemeris, with Mauche’s data in blue,
the AAVSO data in red, and the Merrimack points as black dots.
The lower panel shows the residuals from the parabolic fit, with
rms values of 5.3 min and 4.4 min for Mauche’s data and the
AAVSO data, respectively. The spin-up timescale at E = 0 is
Topin = —P(Z)/(2C) =5.28 x 10° yr, resulting in a decrease of the
spin period by 47 ms between 1962 and 2023. The quadratic fit
is not perfect, displaying small systematic offsets between model
and data: it is high by a couple of minutes for the subset of the
first 37 maxima observed in the mid-1960s and low by a bit less
than a minute for a larger group of data around 1980. This led
Mauche et al! (2009) to advocate for a cubic fit. When employed
to the present data set, it gives an improved y*> = 787.2 for
834 dof; this solution appears to justify the additional parameter.
Their fit describes the present data well, but implies a diverg-
ing 7gpin Within 100 yr into the future. We consider it more likely
that variations in the skewness of the spin light curves and/or dif-
ferences in the methods of localizing the maxima in noisy light
curves are responsible for the O — C offsets of subgroups of the
data. We estimate that the true error of parameter C is rather
0.10 x 107'%, which gives Typin=(5.28+0.10) X 10°yr.

! https://www.aavso.org/LCGv2/
2 [Eastman et all (2010): https://astroutils.astronomy.osu.edu/
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2.2. System parameters

The component masses were determined by the velocity am-
plitudes K; and K, of the stellar components and the incli-
nation, i, obtained from the duration #. of the grazing X-ray
eclipse of the lower pole of the WD

). We assumed that the centroid of the X-ray emission is
located close to the WD surface, noting that a substantial eleva-
tion could lower the derived inclination by up to 0.8°. Table 2]
provides an update of the system parameters presented in BR24
and [Beuermann & Reinsch (2008, henceforth BROS). The value
of K; is a weighted mean of the measurements of
(2003), [Hoogerwerf et al! (2004), [Echevarria et all (2016), and
BR24, K; = 58.9+1.8kms™!, while K, = 432.4 + 4.8kms™!
is from BROS. The well-defined FWHM of the partial, flat-
bottomed 3—15keV X-ray eclipse is foe) = 157+4 s
@). We used the three-dimensional (3D) description of the
Roche geometry of Kopal (1959 A. The quoted values of K, K>,
and t.. translate into the parameters listed in Table 2l The incli-
nation, 7, and the limiting inclination i for no eclipse refer to the
center of the WD. Both agree closely indicating that, in fact, the
shadow of the secondary star cuts right through the WD.

Our measured primary mass of 0.788 M, is sufficiently close
to the 0.75 M adopted by KBP11 in their evolutionary model
calculations to allow their application to EX Hya. The standard
and revised model tracks, with AML by GR only and a best-fit
enhanced mean secular AML with fgr = 2.47 = 0.22, respec-
tively, are tabulated as functions of M, in their Tables 3 — 8.
The revised model provides a best fit to the data, while the
standard model fails by 6.6 o (standard deviations) in fgr. For
the secondary star in EX Hya, with a mass of 0.1074 M, the
standard and revised models predict radii R, = 0.1451 Ry and
0.1512 Ry, respectively, at the same mass. Its observed radius of
0.1513+0.0022 R, coincides with that of the revised model and
formally exceeds that of the standard model by 2.8 0. The agree-

3 The description of [Sirotkin & Kim (2009), which is based on n=1.5
polytropes yields only minimally different results.

Table 2. System parameters of EX Hya

Parameter Value
Distance d (pc) 56.77 £0.05 9
Orbital period Py () 5895.4

Spin period Pgpp (S) 4021.6
Velocity amplitude of WD K; (kms™") 589+ 1.87
Velocity amplitude of secondary K (kms™!) 432.4+4.8 9
Mass ratio g = M, /M, 0.1362+0.0044
Duration of X-ray eclipse fe (s) 157 £49
Inclination i (°) 78.0+0.2
Minimal inclination iy for WD center (°) 78.1 £0.1
Total mass M =M +M, (M) 0.895 +0.028
Mass of WD M| (M) 0.788 + 0.025
Radius of WD R; (108 cm) 7.35+0.23 9

0.1074 £ 0.0047
0.1513 £ 0.0022
4.712 + 0.050
5.28+0.10

Mass of secondary M, (M)

Radius of secondary R, (Ro)
Separation of stars a (10" cm)
Spin-up timescale 7, of WD (10 yr)

@ Gaia distance (Bailer-Jones et al! 2021)). ” Weighted mean
from BR24, see text. © From BROS. ¥ From[Mukai et al.| (1998).
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Fig. 2. Frequency distribution of the yearly mean AAVSO visual mag-
nitudes of EX Hya outside outbursts (right) and the about monthly mean
Johnson V magnitudes (left), displaying the low degree of variability.

ment in R, suggests that this mildly magnetic, disk-accreting IP
evolved similarly to the sample of non-magnetic CVs and ex-
perienced a similarly enhanced secular mass transfer rate. The
rates predicted by the standard and revised model tracks are
—M>=3.13 x 107" Moyr~" and 6.69 x 107"' Myyr~', respec-
tively (increasing by a factor of 2.14). We expect the latter to
represent the mean secular mass transfer rate in EX Hya as well.
Given the small difference in R;, it is necessary to consider the
systematic uncertainties of the approach, to which we return in
Sect.[d

2.3. Theoretical mass transfer rate —M,

We calculated the theoretical mass transfer rate from Eqs. 1 to 5,
using the system parameters of Table 2] a; ~—1.0 for the heated
WD, and the radii of gyration ry; = 0.423 and ry» = 0.453 for
a polytrope of index 1.5 from m (1985). We adopted the
values of a, from the evolutionary tracks of KBPI11 at a mass
of 0.1074 Ry: @, = 0.764 for the standard model and a; = 0.690
for the enhanced AML of the revised model (their Tables 5 and
6). For fgr = 1.0, equivalent to the standard model, and Q=
0, the transfer rate is —Msgr = (2.98+0.27) x 107" Mgyyr~!,
in reasonable agreement with the above 3.13 x 107" Moyr~!
from KBP11. With the observed i, = (5.28+0.10) x 100 I,
the transfer rate calculated from Eq. [ rises to (3.90+0.36) x
107" Myyr~!, a sizable increase by 31%. The quoted error of
the GR-driven rate arises from the observational uncertainties
in M,,a>, and My, in this order. The smaller relative error of
the spin-up contribution comes from R;, M and least from 7.
With @, =0.690 for the revised model track of KBP11, the target
rate of =M, = 6.69 x 107! Myyr~! is obtained for for = 2.21
and fcr = 1.88, without and with the spin-up term, respectively.

3. Observational accretion rate M,

In this section, we detail the tedious procedure of deriving the
accretion rate of the WD from the overall spin-averaged spec-
tral energy distribution (SED) of EX Hya. Apart from the sec-
ondary star and the WD in its inactive state, all emission compo-
nents are accretion-induced. Piecing together the SED from non-
simultaneous observations is feasible because of the observed
lack of long-term variability, which is well documented in the
optical region and indicated also for the X-ray regime. The long-
term mean V-band flux is used as an anchor-point for the spin-
averaged SED and the corresponding integrated energy flux. Ob-
taining the accretion luminosity, Ly, requires the conversion of
the spin-averaged to the 47-averaged energy flux (Sect. B.2.4).
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Fig. 3. Spin-averaged spectral energy distribution (SED) of EX Hya. Left: Ultraviolet to infrared section (smoothed, black curve), spectrophotome-
try of [Bath et al.] M) (green dots), and our UBVRIJHK photometry (yellow dots). Also shown are the contributions of the secondary star (SEC),
the intrinsic emission of the WD, and the radiatively heated polar caps (PC) (see text). Right: X-ray part of the SED. Thin black curve: Spectral
model absorbed as described in the text. Fat black curve: Unabsorbed model. The individual measurements are referenced by numbers and letters:
(1) ROSAT PSPC 0.10 — 0.28 keV (HEASARGC, footnote 2), (2) Swift 0.3 — 1.0keV (HEASARC), (3) ROSAT PSPC 0.4 — 2keV (HEASARC),
(4) Swift 1 — 2keV (HEASARC), (5) EINSTEIN SSS 0.5 — 4.5keV (Singh & Swank [1993), (6) XMM-Newton 0.3 — 10keV (Pekon & Balmar
R2011), (7) ASCA 0.5 — 10keV (Ishida et all[1994d), (8) EXOSAT ME 1 — 10keV (Rosen et al.|[1988), (9) Swift 2 — 10keV (HEASARC), (10)
GINGA 2 — 10keV (Tshida et all[1994B), (11) GINGA 10 — 20keV (Ishida et all [1994H), (12) Suzaku 12 — 40 keV (Yuasa et all2010), and (13)
NuSTAR 12 — 40 keV (Luna et all2018). (a) Cyan blue square: The EUV flux required to explain the observed He 144686 line flux by the Zanstra
method (see text). (b) Crosses: The adjusted EXOSAT LE grating spectrum (m ) with a typical error attached to a single point.

3.1. Long-term mean visual brightness of EX Hydrae 3.2. Spin-averaged spectral energy distribution (SED)

3.2.1. Longward of the Lyman limit

The visual magnitude of EX Hya, monitored by the AAVSO . .
since 1954ﬂ degmonstrates that ity displays little oi] no long-term We havg p 'rev101%sly constructed the spin-averaged SED Oof
variability apart from the infrequent short outbursts. Short-term £ Hya in its quiescent state for wavelengths between 912 A
variability is better documented by the numerous Johnson V- and 24500 A (BRO&M&MM’ henceforth EBRG02)
band light curves stored in the AAVSO archive since 2008. On  and present an update here. Fig [2] shows a smoothed version
the timescale of hours, the variability is dominated by the spin  ©f the spin-averaged flux-calibrated SED as the black curve la-
modulation with a full amplitude of about 0.4 mag. Orbit-to-orbit Peled OBS. The infrared-optical part is based on our 1995 spec-
variability or drifts over weeks occasionally reach 0.3 mag. The E}(;Ii{hg}t)ozmletrlc Oblse;l"?tlog.s ﬂzaé :vere fXﬁf:(I})S}VE‘i:y dlsc\;lssle3c13b7y
long-term variability is still smaller. We studied it on timescales -1t was slightly adjusted to match (1) Johnson V=15.5/,
of years and months, using the AAVSO visual and Johnson V- (i) the spectrophotometry Of. 1980), and (iii) our
band magnitudes, respectively. In Fig. Bl we show their distri- UBVRIJHK photometry as discussed in the last section. The
butions, excluding in both cases the infrequent short outbursts. ~far-ultraviolet (FUV) part from 912-1830 A is based on the spin-
The mean quiescent visual magnitude for the years 19542018 ! ~ averaged spectrum measured in 1995 with the Hopkins Ultravi-
is (Visy = 13.00 with a standard deviation of 0.07 mag, that olet Telescope (HUT) (Greeley etal/[1997). It has an absolute
of Johnson V for 2009-2023 is (V) = 13.43 with 0.06mag. flux calibration reported to be accurate to 5% and the ORFEUS-
EX Hya showed no substantial long-term variability over the last ~SPAS 110 spectra of (1999) agree reasonably with the
70 years. For the years of overlap, 2009-2018, (V)«Vis)=0.37, HUT spectroscopy. The spectral range between 1830 and 3300 A
implying a long-term mean of (V) = 13.37. Our simultaneous was filled with the 1995 ultraviolet (UV) spectra from the In-
phase-resolved UBVRIJHK photometry of 1982 (BR0S), hap- ternational Ultraviolet Explorer (IUE) discussed by EBRGO2.
pens to have a spin-averaged V = 13.37 as well. Of these, the spin-averaged short-wavelength (SWP) spectrum
) obtained spectrophotometry with a wide slit between spin  needed only a small adjustment to match the HUT spectral flux.
phases 0.066 and 0236 that extends from 3300 to 7500 A. Fold-  The mean long-wavelength (LWR) spectrum, for which no sen-
ing their spectrophotometry through the Johnson V-band filter ~sible spin average exists, smoothly closed the gap between the
gives V =13.44. We corrected the spectral flux upward to match SWP and the Bath et al fluxes with an adjustement of +30%.
the long-term spin-average of V = 13.37. This is the magnitude The fact that the spectral components from the infrared to the

we used as the anchor point to calibrate the overall spin-averaged FUV regimes could be readily concatenated indicates that the
SED. combined data set represents a reliably defined SED, which we

estimate is good to + 10%. The integrated spin-averaged flux
between 912 and 24500 A normalized to V = 13.37 is Fopuy =
(4.51£0.45) x 10"'%ergem=2s~!". In Fig2] only two components
are not of current accretion origin, the secondary star and the

4 The number of visual observations of EX Hya in the AAVSO archive > Orbiting and Retrievable Far and Extreme Ultraviolet Spectro-
declined drastically since 2019 in favor of CCD observations. graph—Shuttle Pallet Satellite II mission.
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compressionally heated WD, represented by the spectrum of the
dM star GL473AB divided by 580 (BRO8) and a model spectrum
of a 12000K, log g=8 WD with solar composition, respectively.

3.2.2. X-rays

The right panel of Fig. Bl shows the X-ray SED, based on pub-
lished observations or data accessed via NASA’s High Ener
Astrophysics Science Archive Research Center (HEASARC)[.
The archive provides either fluxes or count rates that we con-
verted to fluxes using the Portable Interactive Multi Mission
Simulator (PIMMS)[l. We interpreted mean fluxes or count
rates of longer observations as spin-averages, although uni-
form phase coverage could not always be ascertained. The data
points in the figure are marked by numbers or letters with
further information given in the caption. We used observed
fluxes and avoided model-dependent inferred ﬂuxes corrected
for sometimes large internal column densities (e.g.,[Rosen et al.|

11991; [Ishida et al. [1994b; [Yuasa et al! 2010; Hayashi & Ishida
2014). At low photon energies, we either avoided fluxes mea-
sured within the broad absorption dip that extends from or-
bital phase 0.6 to 1.0 (Cordova et all[1985; [Hurwitz et all[1997;
Belle et all 2002; Hoogerwerf et all[2005) or we applied an em-
pirical wavelength-dependent correction based on the work of
Hoogerwerf et al! (2003). Taken together, the complete sample
of non-simultaneous X-ray observations suggests that time vari-
ability does not exceed the 10% level.

We fit these data with a simple spectral model that mimics
a cooling flow. It consists of a series of thermal plasma spectra
with Gaunt factor and temperatures that range from the shock
temperature k7, down to 1keV, with the same energy emitted
per keV. This prescription disregards post-acceleration within
the cooling region and electron and ion temperatures that are
not in equilibrium. This is not a physical model, but perfectly
serves to calculate the integrated emerging X-ray flux without
indulging into the possibly complex modeling of the internal ab-
sorption of the more energetic X-rays. Substantial reprocessing
undoubtedly occurs and the absorbed X-ray energy reappears in
the ultraviolet-optical regime discussed in the previous section.

We corrected the data for the moderate low-energy ab-
sorption by (1) an internal neutral absorber of column den-
sity Npine and a partial covering fraction f,. and (2) an inter-
stellar neutral absorber of column density Ny =3 x 10'8 H-
atomscm~2, as defined by the narrow Lya absorption line in
the HST FOS spectra of EX Hya (Eisenbart et al! 2002, their
Sect.5.3). The X-ray spectral fit yields k75, = (17 £ 2)keV
with Nigine = (8.9£1.6) x 10 H-atomscm™ and fyc= 0.63+
0.03. The shock temperature corresponds to a shock height of
h¢y= 0.66 R; (see the discussion in BR24). The unabsorbed
and absorbed model fluxes are shown by the fat and thin solid
curves in Fig. Bl respectively. The integrated unabsorbed en-
ergy flux is Fypy = (2.64+0.27) x 107 ergem™s™! for ener-
gies between the Lyman limit and 100 keV. The integrated inter-
nally absorbed flux is 2.30 x 107" ergcm™2s~!. These numbers

agree well with previous measurements of the X- raﬁ flux inte—

rated over 0.1-100keV: 2.6 x 10~'%ergcm
), 2.8 X 10~ 1Oergcm s WM) and 2.06 X
107"%ergcm=2s~! (Suleimanov et all2019).

® https://heasarc.gsfc.nasa.gov/cgi-bin/W3Browse/w3browse.pl
7 https://heasarc.gsfc.nasa.gov/cgi-bin/Tools/w3pimms/w3pimms.pl
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Fig. 4. Overall spin-averaged SED of EX Hya, displayed as log (Efg) vs.
log E. Black curve, labeled OBS: Observed spectrum from the K-band
to the Lyman edge of Fig. 3l left panel. Red curve, labeled SEC: The
secondary star represented by the spectrum of Gl473AB, adjusted by a
factor of 580 (BROS). Green curve, labeled WD: Spectrum of the com-
pressionally heated WD represented by a model with solar abundances
and T.;=12000 K (see text). Blue curve, labeled PC: Spectrum of the
heated pole cap of the WD, represented by a WD spectrum of 25000 K
(see text). The X-ray part of the SED is taken from the right panel of
Fig.[3l

3.2.3. EUV range

The transition between the FUV and the X-ray regimes in the
intervening extreme ultraviolet (EUV) region is shown in Fig. 4l
We discuss this region, referring to a simplified model of the ac-
cretion geometry (Fig.[3). At photon energies between 13.6 and
~90¢eV, direct observations of the spectral flux of EX Hya are
prevented by interstellar and internal absorption or the intrin-
sic faintness of the system. Of the total unabsorbed X-ray flux
of 2.64 x 107%ergem=2s7!, only 0.13 x 107 ergem=2s7! are
from the EUV regime at E < 90eV. The flux observed in the
90-155¢eV interval with the short-wavelength (SW) spectrome-
ter of the Extreme Ultraviolet Explorer (EUVE) is largely lost
in the noise except for a few prominent emission lines, such

as Fe xvi/xx 193.8 and Fe xx/xxiii 1132.8; these (Erobabli arise

from the lower accretion curtain close to the WD

[1997; Belle et al| 2002). This origin is consistent with the ob-
served negative radial velocity of the 132 A line at spin maxi-
mum (high-7iz stream in the upper left part of Fig.[3)).

No direct measurements of the spectral flux below 90eV are
available. The flux between 54 — 284 eV can, however, be in-
ferred by the Zanstra method (Eisenbart et al|[2002) that relates
the Hen14686 photon flux to the photoionization and subse-
quent recombination of Hen ions by photons in the noted en-
ergy range on the assumption that the He m region is ionization-
bounded (see, e.g., [Patterson & Raymond|1983, for details). We
measured the well-defined spin-resolved He 114686 line fluxes
in the 2004 ESO-VLT UVESH spectra of EX Hya (BR08,BR24)
that were slightly adjusted to match the presently adopted flux
level. This gave a spin-averaged mean line flux of figgs = 1.60 X
1073 ergem 257!, taken to respresent also the 4r-average. This
line flux requires a mean spectral flux in the 54 —284 eV interval
of 1.25 x 107"%ergem™2s~'keV~!, assuming optically thin case
B recombination with each He 11 ionizing photon producing 0.26

8 Ultraviolet and Visual Echelle Spectrograph at Unit 2 of the Very
Large Telescope of the European Southern Observatory.
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accretion disc

reprocessed
radiation

Fig. 5. Schematic diagram of the magnetosphere and accretion region
(from BR24). Viewing from the left (right) corresponds to spin mini-
mum (maximum) Different shading of gray indicates different levels of
the mass flow rate 7i7. The viewing direction for spin maximum and spin
minimum are indicated for an inclination of 79° (from BR24).

He 114686 photons (Seaton [1978; [Patterson & Raymond|1985).
The result is shown as the cyan blue square in Figs. 3land [4] and
almost exactly equals that of the CF model. The error of + 20% is
an estimate. The recombination cascade produces the He 111640
ultraviolet line as well, which has a case B line flux about 6.6
times higher than the 4686A line (Seaton [1978). We measured
the line flux in 36 TUE SWP spectra (EBRG02) and found that
it varied quasi-sinusoidally as a functlon of spin phase ranglng
from —0.1 to +1.5 x 1072 ergcm2s~! between spin minimum
and spin maximum, respectively. Contrary to He 114686A, the
UV line is noticeably affected by internal absorption, preferably
near spin minimum, when the inner accretion region is viewed
through the densest part of the stream (Fig.[3). A quantitative in-
terpretation requires a more detailed study. Provisionally, we dis-
regard the seven slightly negative line fluxes and use the mean of
the 29 positive ones that we accept also as representative of the
4n-average. This gives a mean EUV flux needed to produce the
observed 1640A line of 1.13 x 10710 ergcm~2s"'keV~! (open
square in Figs. Bland @] estimated error + 30%), consistent with,
but less reliable, than the value obtained from the 4686A line.
The combined evidence argues against the existence of a sep-
arate soft X-ray component in EX Hya. The large internal col-
umn densities in the accretion curtain (e.g., Rosen et al.|[1991};
Ushida et all [1994b; [Yuasa et all 2010 IHa;LashL&_lshde 2014)
and the column density of 1.3 x 102 H-atoms cm 2 cited for
the EUV spectrum 11997; Belle et all 2002) sug-
gest that the escaping fraction is, in fact, small and the Zanstra
method provides a reliable estimate of the emission in the 54—
284 eV energy range.

Emission in the hydrogen Lyman continuum between 13.6
and 54.4 eV can neither be measured nor easily be inferred. The
FUV emission regions that are expected to contribute to the
Lyman continuum are the accretion curtain and the irradiation-
heated polar cap, represented in combination by the black curve
in Figs. Bl and @ EBRGO2 have quantified the FUV spectral
contribution from the heated polar cap in their Fig. 9. The cor-
responding HST FOS spectral component reaches a peak flux
of 7.9 mly at 1320A and is best described by a 25000K WD
model spectrum with a solar composition and log g = 8 that is
modified by the irradiation-induced fill-up of the Lya absorp-
tion line (Ginsicke et al![1998; Belle et al![2003). We modeled
this spectrum, using calculations of irradiation-heated WD atmo-

spheres by [Konig et al.| (2006). These authors considered heat-

ing of the polar spot in AM Her by intense cyclotron radiation,
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which creates a hot corona and allows a sizable Lyman contin-
uum to escape. In EX Hya, the polar cap is instead heated by
X-rays, which will affect the atmospheric temperature stratifi-
cation, but not prevent the creation of a corona. We felt justi-
fied, therefore, to adopt a model of Konig et al.| (2006) to repre-
sent the polar-cap emission of EX Hya. It is obtained for a peak
temperature of the spot of 30000K, an effective radius of the
emitting spot of 3.8 x 10%cm, and is shown as the blue curve
in Figs. Bl and @ A mean temperature of 25000K was previ-
ously proposed by |Greeley et all (1997) and [Belle et all (2003)
and a two-temperature model by Mauchd (1999). The polar-cap
emission accounts for the major fraction of the observed emis-
sion at 912 A and we expect a correspondingly large contribu-
tion to the Lyman continuum at A < 911A. The curtain emis-
sion is the major component at longer wavelengths, but drops
below that of the polar-cap at 912 A. The former is thought to be
created in part by the reprocessing of X-rays that hit the inner
surface of the accretion stream (Fig. ). Given that t9;; > 1 for
Ny > 10" H-atoms cm ™2 and the large column density presented
by the stream, escape of Lyman continuum photons from the
curtain will be restricted. Finally, we neglected the (likely) faint
helium continuum emission between 24.6 and 54.4 eV, marked
by a’? in Fig. @

3.2.4. The 4r-averaged energy flux of the WD

An accurate measurement of the accretion luminosity depends
on the factor, fi,, which converts the observed spin-averaged
flux Fops to the 4m-averaged flux Fcc = firFobs and is often ap-
proximated as fir =~ 1.0. In EXHya, this assumption is prob-
lematic, because of the bright polar caps that are viewed always
near the horizon, given the large inclination and the probably
small tilt of the magnetic axis, 6 ~ 10°

[1996: [Allan etal] [1998; [Eisenbart et all 2007) (Fig. ). To ob-
tain an overview, we consider the simple model of an aligned
rotator emitting anisotropically as F o ag sing [1 +2a; cos(20)],
with azimuth (spin phase) ¢ and colatitude 6. This leads to
fax = 14+ (2a;)/3, independent of ay. Only one-third of the full
latitude variation 2a; turns up in fi, and, for a; = 0, we re-
cover the traditional case of fi, = 1. For the special geometry
of EX Hya, considering fi, # 1 is likely important for the po-
lar caps and may be dispensable for the other emission compo-
nents. To give an example, Norton (1993) calculated X-ray light
curves of IPs for a range of inclinations, which show a flux ratio
F@ =0°)/F(@ =90°)=~1.30, implying a; ~0.15 and fi, =~ 1.10
for Fops given by the spin-averaged flux at 6=90°.

For the large polar caps in EX Hya, that are heated from
tall accretion curtains, we assumed a temperature varying sinu-
soidally between 30000 K at the pole and 12000 K at the equator.
The factor fi, depends on wavelength and we calculated it nu-
merically for the geometry of EX Hya with i = 79°, assuming
blackbody emission. TableBllists the flux-averaged values of fi,
for the respective wavelength intervals in lines 1 to 3 of Col. 4.
For the spectral components originating from the accretion fun-
nels and the disk, we adopted fi, = 1.00+£0.10. We assumed an
uncertainty of all conversion factors of 10% in calculating F4,
adding it quadratically to the flux error.

3.2.5. Outburst correction to M,

The 4r-averaged integrated quiescent flux in Table 3] (line 7 of
Col. 5) still needs a correction for the infrequent outbursts that
occur every about 1.5 yr and last typically 2 days.
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(2000) found from simultaneous observations in the 1998 out-
burst that V-band flux and the RXTEQ 3 — 15keV X-ray flux
varied similarly over the time interval of overlap. m
(2002) found the same for two outbursts of YY Dra. Taking
the V-band flux through outburst as a template of the accretion-
induced X-ray flux, [Hellier et all (2000) estimated that the out-
bursts add about 4% to the quiescent accretion rate in EX Hya.
We confirm this estimate as follows: The V-band light curve of
the 1998 outburst in Fig. 3 of |H_e_]_li_e_r_e_t_a]_,| (2000) has an inte-
gral flux of 3.57 x 1078 ergecm™ above the quiescent level of
V=13.37 (or 1.62 x 107" ergcm- 2s~1). With one outburst ev-
ery 1.5 yr, the 3 day long 1998 outburst contributed 4.7% of
the inter-outburst V-band flux integrated over 1.5 yr. Individual
outbursts last between 1 and 3 days and the more typical contri-
bution of a 2-day outburst would be 3.1%. Given the remaining
uncertainties in the number of missed outbursts and the relation
between the V-band flux and the accretion rate, we adopted a
correction to the quiescent accretion rate of (4 + 1)%.

3.2.6. The overall picture

The integrated spin-averaged observed energy flux between 912
and 24450 A (black curve in Fig. B) is Fops = 45.1 x 107!
ergecm™2s~!, of which 3.1 x 107" ergecm™2s~! are contributed
by the secondary star and the 12000 K WD (Table Bl Col. 3,
lines 8 and 9); 17.1 x 10""ergecm™2s~! are from the spec-
tral model of the polar caps (lines 2 and 3). The remaining
24.9 x 107" ergem™2s7! of the observed flux are assigned to
the accretion curtains and the disk (lines 5 and 6). The disk itself
is estimated to contribute about 5 x 107! ergcm=2s~! or 6% of
the total flux in the bottom line of Table[3l which corresponds to
the potential drop between the L; point and the inner edge of the
accretion disk at 9.5R; (BR24). Additional accretion-induced
components are the integrated observed X-ray flux between the
Lyman edge and 100keV, corrected for interstellar absorption
(line 4), and the model-dependent estimate of the Lyman contin-
uum flux of the polar caps (line 1). Part of the Lyman continuum
emission is likely to be intercepted by the infalling matter. On
the other hand, the FUV emission from the funnel may have its

9 Rossi X-ray Timing Explorer.

Table 3. Integrated quiescent energy fluxes of the accretion-induced
components (lines 1 —7) and fluxes of the secondary star and WD (lines
8 and 9). Col. 3: Observed spin-averaged energy flux, Col. 4: conversion
factor fi, (see text), and Cols. 5 and 6: 4r-averaged flux with error. All

fluxes are in units of 107! ergcm=2s7".
(D (2) 3 @ 6 (©
Comp Band Fovs  fax  Far Error
Polar cap 228 —911 A 74 170 12.6 6.3
912 -3650A 157 1.33 209 29
3651 —24500A 1.4 107 15 02
Funnel & disk X-rays 23.0 1.00 230 3.2
912 -3650A 16.1 1.00 16.1 2.3
3651 —24500A 8.8 1.00 88 1.2
Integrated accretion-induced flux Ficcq 82.9 9.7
Secondary star bolometric 1.0 1.00 1.0 0.1
WD 12000K bolometric 2.1 1.00 2.1 0.1

own Lyman continuum, not considered thus far, which may ap-
proximately balance out. Accounting for these uncertainties, we
assign a 50% error to this component

Of the total accretion-induced flux, less than one-third ap-
pears shortward and 2/3 longward of 54 eV, which marks the
approximate dividing line between original X-ray emission and
largely reprocessed emissions at longer wavelengths. This is in
line with the large column densities of internal photoelectric ab-
sorption that were employed in discussions of hi gh energy X- ray
observations (e.g.,[Rosen et al.|[1988, [1991};

Kim & Beugrmand [1995; |Allan et al! [1998; [Yuasa et al! |_O_(]

Hayashi & Ishidd[2014). The principal reprocessing sites for X-
rays emitted either upward or downward are the accretion cur-
tains and the WD atmosphere, respectively. Minor reprocessing
sites include: the bulge on the accretion disk, the disk itself, and
the secondary star. Of the reprocessed emission, more than one
half arises from X-rays emitted downward. The efficiency of X-
ray heating is supported by the lack of a hard X-ray reflection
component (Ih_mh Iﬁy@). Furthermore, a sizeable fraction
of the upward emitted X-rays escape, as observations show.

The energy balance presented in Table Bldepends a bit on the
temperature of the compressionally heated WD. A measurement
of its temperature has not been possible so far, because accretion
and X-ray heating has never ceased in the past 70 yr of optical
coverage The temperature expected from compressional heat-
ing is in the range of 11000 — 14000K (Townsley & Ginsickd
[2009; [Pala et al.[2022, KBP11, their Tables 7 and 8), depending

on the mean accretion rate over the last ~ 103 yr.

3.3. Current accretion rate

The current accretion rate M; of EX Hya can be obtained from
the observed quiescent accretion-induced flux in Col. 5, line 7 of
Table[3 via:

(N

where My, R| and d are from Table 2 ®;, is the Roche po-
tential in L;, and fo» = 1.04 £0.01 is the outburst correc-
tion. We find Ly. = (3.33 + 0.39) x 10*2ergs™!. The cor-
responding accretion rate, valid for the last seven decades, is
M, =(2.44+0.38) x 10° gs7'=(3.86 + 0.60) x 107" Myyr~!,
where the error is derived from the observed flux, M| /R, fob,
and d, in this order. The derived rate agrees perfectly with the
theoretical mass transfer rate for AML by GR from Sect. 23]
~M>=(3.90 + 0.36) x 10~"! Myyr~!. The agreement of the two
rates indicates that mass transfer over the last 70 yr was con-
servative and driven by GR alone. It confirms, furthermore, the
level of the sizeable spin-up contribution. The agreement of the
two rates within their ~ 10— 15% uncertainties is the best result
that has so far been obtained observationally for any CV.
Although GR is a continuous process, the actual mass trans-
fer rate, M,, may vary on a timescale of months and years.
(2000) showed that starspot activity modulates
the transfer rate through the inner Lagrangian point. With a typi-
cal star spot cycle on the order of a decade, the effect on the mean
transfer rate over the last 70 yr is probably small. The accre-
tion rate M displays less variability, because the accretion disk
acts as a buffer and the only excursions arise from the infrequent
outbursts (Schreiber et al! 2000), may they originate from ther-
mal disk instabilities or mass tranfer events (Hellier et al)[1989,

Lace = 4nd” fopFaceq = (GMy /Ry — | @y, |) M,

10 If accretion ceases, EX Hya is expected to drop to B = 15.8 (15.4)
and V =15.8(15.5) for T\, =12000 K (14000 K), respectively.
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2000; Reinsch & Beuermann [1990). More details are given in
Sect.[3.2.

3.4. Secular mean accretion rate of EX Hydrae

In Sect. we explain that the observed radius of the bloated
secondary star in EX Hya agrees perfectly with the prediction
of the revised (optimal) model of KBP11. This suggests that the
corresponding mass transfer rate of —M>=6.69 x 107! Myyr~!
of the KBP11 model is expected to represent the secular mean
rate of EX Hya as well. Such a high rate is in conflict with the
current accretion rate derived in the previous section. Since con-
tinuous or variable accretion of the same average magnitude over
a secular timescale result in the same bloating, the obvious loop-
hole is a process that is intermittently active. One example is the
frictional motion of the binary in slowly expanding nova shells,

as suggested by |Schreiber et al! (2016).

4. Discussion

In this paper, we obtained for the first time an accurately mea-
sured accretion rate of a short-period CV. The derived rate of
M =(3.86 + 0.60) x 107! Myyr~! agrees with the theoretical
mass transfer rate of —M, = (3.90 + 0.36) x 107! M@yr’1 for
AML driven by GR and enhanced by the spin-up of the WD.
The latter amounts to a sizable 31% of the rate from GR and the
measured combined rate faithfully accounts for the one expected
from theory (Ritter![1983). This is our principal result: over the
last 70 yr, mass transfer in EX Hya was driven by GR alone with
no other AML process contributing significantly. We identified
mass transfer as conservative, with at most a small loss of matter
from the system (e.g., King & Wynn[1999).

Our second major result concerns the inflated radius of the
secondary star in EX Hya that we interprete in terms of the evo-
lutionary calculations of KBP11. These authors showed that the
evolution of non-magnetic CVs below the period gap requires a
secular AML enhanced over GR by a factor of fgr =(2.47+0.22),
leading to radius inflation of the secondary stars with a unique
mass-radius relation Ry(M;). KBP11 relied largely on data from
(Ritter & Kolt 2003), a database that was more recently im-
proved by McAllister et al! (2019), confirming the principle re-
sults of KBP11. We found that the measured radius of the sec-
ondary star in EXHya, R, = 0.1513 +£0.0022 Ry, coincides
with the best fit of the revised model of KBP11 to the ob-
served radii of non-magnetic CVs, namely, R, = 0.1512R;, at
M, =0.1074 M. We take this as an indication that the secondary
star in EX Hya has experienced a secular evolution closely simi-
lar to non-magnetic CVs, with a similar AML and mass-transfer
history. If the evolution of non-magnetic CVs is, in fact, charac-
terized by a secular mass transfer enhanced over GR, this would
hold similarly for EX Hya, in constrast to its current lack of any
activity beyond GR. Hence, if the inflated radii of short-period
CVs are indeed the result of a secular mass transfer rate signif-
icantly in excess of GR, we can exclude a continuous nature of
the process (at least for EX Hya and possibly for non-magnetic
CVs as well). This is an interesting prospect that ought to be
explored with observational proof.

We consider how definitive these conclusions are. The re-
vised model of KBP11 is characterized by a secular AML in-
creased over GR by the quoted factor fgr =2.47+0.22. The asso-
ciated higher mean mass transfer rate leads to a faster evolution
(1.2 instead of 2.8 Gyr from M, = 0.20 to 0.10 M), enhanced
compressional heating of the white dwarfs (to 13500K instead
of 11400K), and increased inflation of the secondary stars, as
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they are driven out of thermal equilibrium. Fitting the theoret-
ical mass-radius relation R,(M5) to the observed radii of non-
magnetic CVs defines the revised model of KBP11 and yields the
best-fit fgr quoted above. At the same time, the standard model
with AML by GR nominally fails by 6.6 standard deviations.
Both model tracks start from a secondary star at the lower edge
of the period gap with M, =0.20 Mg and R, = frr R pos, where
R» pog is the model radius of a main-sequence star of solar com-
position at an age of 5 Gyr (Baraffe et all|1998) and fr1 = 1.045
defines the start value of R,. KBP11 derived the 4.5% non-
accretion-induced inflation by carefully exploring the rotational
and tidal deformation of Roche-lobe filling stars and considering
other effects (e.g., irradiation) that might contribute to expansion
besides mass loss. At amass of 0.1074 M, the secondary stars in
the standard and revised models have reached radii of 0.1451 R,
and 0.1512 R, respectively, differing by 4.2%. While the latter
is obtained from the fit to the data, the former may have a sys-
tematic error that results from uncertainties in the stellar models,
the adopted fgrr, and intricacies of the evolutionary calculations.
An increased frr, for instance, would reduce the difference be-
tween the two evolutionary scenarios and would not easily be
dismissed, if it were the only evidence. The concept of an in-
creased secular AML and accretion rate, however, has solved
several long-standing problems of close-binary evolution or led
to an improved understanding. These include the location of the
period minimum, the number of period bouncers, the orbital pe-
riod distributions for CV subtypes, the nature and structure of
the period gap, the mass distribution of the WDs, their effec-
tive tempertures, the space density of CVs, and last not least
the inflated radii of the secondary stars (KBP11,

2018; Tnight et all 2023; McAllister et all[2017,2019; [Pala et all
2017, 2022; [Schreiber et all 2016, 2024). The combined evi-
dence strongly supports the reality of a secular AML that is
enhanced over GR. In this larger context, the interpretation of
the radius inflation of the secondary stars in short-period CVs
fits into the picture and has gained wide support (see, how-
ever, ILittlefair et all [2008:; [Sirotkin & Kim [2010). Over the last
decade, the number of available observations has dramatically
increased, in particular, by the Sloan Digital Sky Survey (e.g.,
McAllister et all[2019; Inight et all [2023), calling for an update
of the calculations of KBP11. The nature of the added AML is
still a matter of debate and our result may contribute to a solu-
tion.

The obvious culprits for an intermittently active mass trans-
fer are nova outbursts, which induce a strongly enhanced AML
by frictional motion of the binary in the expanding shells ev-
ery few 10° yr (Schreiber et al![2016). Nova outbursts are char-
acterized by a sufficiently short duty cycle, required by the
rather homogenous effective temperatures of the compression-
ally heated WDs in non-magnetic short-period CVs; there is just
a single drastic outlier, SDSS J153817.35+512338.0 m
2017, ), which harbors a much hotter WD than all other
stars of the sample. The nova recurrence time is short enough
and the adjustment time of the stellar radii long enough, on the
order of 107 yr, that the radial inflation proceeds smoothly in
the course of the evolution. On the other hand, the nova recur-
rence time exceeds the Kelvin-Helmholtz timescale of the non-
degenerate envelope of the WDs of about 10° yr, suggesting that
the WD temperatures may display a larger fluctuation than the
radii of the secondaries. This may, in fact, be born out in the
sample of non-magnetic CVs (McAllister et al![2019; [Pala et al!
Imﬁ, 2022). Hence, the nova hypothesis does gain credibility
that is quite distinct from the independent arguments presented

by |Schreiber et all (2016).
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The actual mass transfer rate in EX Hya is close to the min-
imal possible one given by GR. It is tempting to think that the
current spin-up process started at synchronous rotation, about
two million years ago at the present rate. Any increased AML
can only have accelerated spin-up. It is furthermore tempting to
think that the process that disrupted synchronism was the last
nova eruption. The examples of V1500 Cyg (Nova Cygni 1975,
Harrison & Campbell 2016, 2018) and V1674 Her (Nova Her
2021, [Patterson et al! 2020, [2022) are telling and provide in-
sights into the possible fate of EX Hya. The similarity of the
present accretion and synchronization torques in EX Hya and
the low dipolar field strength of about 0.7 MG (BR24) indicate
that synchronism, if it ever existed, was fragile and vulnera-
ble, quite different from the persistence of the high-field polar
V1500 Cyg. Currently, EXHya is heading for spin equilibrium
with Py~ 3505, which it is expected to reach in about ten mil-
lion years.
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