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ABSTRACT

We report the analysis of the detached eclipsing spectroscopic binary system LAMOST

J101356.33+272410.7, which features a massive white dwarf. Using LAMOST and SDSS spectra, we

determined the stellar parameters and radial velocities of both components. SED fitting of photometric

data from GALEX, 2MASS, and Pan-STARRS1 yielded the effective temperatures and photometric

radii. Eclipsing analysis of high-speed photometric data from the Liverpool Telescope provided orbital

inclination, masses, radii, and related physical parameters. The white dwarf in this system has a mass

of 1.05 ± 0.09M⊙ and a radius of 0.0090 ± 0.0008R⊙, while the main-sequence star has a mass of

0.299 ± 0.045M⊙ and a radius of 0.286 ± 0.018R⊙. Emission lines observed in the spectra indicate

the likely presence of stellar magnetic activity in this system. The relatively cool temperature of the

white dwarf suggests that the system could be a post-common-envelope binary (PCEB) that has not

undergone mass transfer, while the presence of a massive white dwarf indicates that the system might

also represent a detached cataclysmic variable (dCV) crossing the period gap. We suggest that the

system is more likely to be a PCEB, and it is predicted to evolve into a cataclysmic variable and begin

mass transfer in approximately 0.27 Gyr.

Keywords: Cataclysmic variable stars (203); Eclipsing binary stars(444); Spectroscopic binary stars

(1557); Detached binary stars (375); White dwarf stars (1799); M dwarf stars(982)

1. INTRODUCTION

Cataclysmic variables (CVs) are semi-detached close

binary systems in which a white dwarf accretes mat-

ter from a low-mass donor star. One prominent fea-

ture of these systems is a statistically significant lack

of systems with accretion activity in the orbital period

range of approximately 2-3 hours, known as the “pe-

riod gap”. Knigge (2006) precisely defined the period

gap boundaries as Pgap,+ = 3.18 ± 0.04 hours (upper

edge) and Pgap,− = 2.15± 0.03 hours (lower edge). Re-

cently, Schreiber et al. (2024) confirmed the presence

of a bimodal feature in the period distribution of the

non-polar sample through statistical tests of the SDSS

I-IV sample of cataclysmic variables (Inight et al. 2023),

indicating a significant orbital period gap. They also de-

termined more precise boundaries for the orbital period

gap, which are 147 and 191 minutes, respectively.

To explain the orbital period gap, Rappaport et al.

(1983) and Spruit & Ritter (1983) proposed the dis-

rupted magnetic braking (DMB) model, which as-

sumes that cataclysmic variables lose angular momen-

tum through two mechanisms: gravitational radiation

and stellar wind-driven magnetic braking. For low-mass

donors with radiative cores in particular, the efficiency

of angular momentum loss due to magnetic braking is

much higher than that due to gravitational radiation,

causing the orbit to shrink rapidly and leading to a vig-

orous mass transfer process within the system. This

causes the donor to gradually deviate from thermal equi-

librium. When the donor’s mass reaches ∼0.3M⊙ (cor-

responding to an orbital period of about 3 hours), the

donor becomes fully convective. At this stage, spin-up of

the donor leads to a more complex magnetic field dom-

inated by high-order multipole components rather than

a simple dipolar configuration (Garraffo et al. 2018).

This complexity reduces the number of open magnetic

field lines, significantly decreasing angular momentum

loss through magnetic braking. Consequently, the mass
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transfer rate drastically decreases, the donor’s radius

shrinks, and it retreats within its Roche lobe, forming

a detached WD + MS binary, also referred to as a de-

tached CV (dCV). CVs pass through the period gap in

the form of dCVs, during which they lose angular mo-

mentum via gravitational radiation and gradually move

closer until Porb ∼ 2 h.

Over the past few decades, the DMB theory has be-

come the standard model for the evolution of CVs.

However, several inconsistencies between the model and

observations persist. First, the theoretically predicted

minimum orbital period of 65-70 minutes (Kolb 1993;

Kolb & Baraffe 1999; Howell et al. 2001; Goliasch &

Nelson 2015; Kalomeni et al. 2016) is shorter than the

observed range of 76-82 minutes (Knigge 2006; Knigge

et al. 2011; McAllister et al. 2019). Second, the standard

model predicts that 90% − 99% of CV systems should

be located below the period gap (e.g. Kolb 1993; Howell

et al. 2001; Goliasch & Nelson 2015), whereas observa-

tions indicate that 83 ± 6% of systems are below the

gap and 17± 6% are above it (Pala et al. 2020). Third,

the theoretical prediction of CV spatial density is 1-2

orders of magnitude higher than observed values (Rit-

ter & Burkert 1986; Pretorius & Knigge 2012). While

the first two issues have been alleviated by the Sloan

Digital Sky Survey (SDSS), which has facilitated the

detection of fainter systems. This advancement has, in

turn, revealed a new challenge: the white dwarf mass

discrepancy. Specifically, the standard model predicts

an average white dwarf mass of ∼ 0.6M⊙ (Kepler et al.

2017), significantly lower than the observed mean mass

of ∼ 0.82M⊙ (Pala et al. 2020) in CVs.

To address the potential white dwarf mass problem,

King & Kolb (1995) and Schreiber et al. (2015) intro-

duced the concept of consequential angular momentum

loss (CAML)-a theoretical mechanism describing angu-

lar momentum loss caused by mass ejection during nova

eruptions. They proposed two possible models: the clas-

sical non-conservative CAML model (cCAML) and the

empirical CAML model (eCAML). The eCAML model

not only contributes to resolving the white dwarf mass

issue but also unexpectedly improves the problem of

space density of CVs and explains the existence of single

low-mass WDs (Zorotovic & Schreiber 2020). This is be-

cause the eCAML model predicts a greater proportion of

CV mergers compared to previous models, particularly

in systems with low-mass WDs. Furthermore, the test

results of the eCAML model align more closely with the

observational characteristics of CVs.

Observationally, Davis et al. (2008) suggested that

observing detached WD + MS binaries within the or-

bital period gap could provide direct validation for both

the existence of the gap and the disrupted magnetic

braking theory. In particular, the donor star’s radius

(Knigge et al. 2011) and the white dwarf’s effective tem-

perature (Townsley & Gänsicke 2009) serve as sensitive

tracers of the mass-transfer rate in cataclysmic vari-

ables. The donor’s radius is primarily determined by

its mass-loss rate, as this influences its thermal equilib-

rium, while the accretion of material heats the white

dwarf. Both parameters provide valuable insights into

the system’s mass-transfer rate, thereby enhancing our

understanding of the CV’s evolutionary history. Obser-

vations of eclipsing systems allow precise determination

of the orbital inclination, enabling accurate measure-

ments of stellar mass, radius, and other physical param-

eters. If these systems are also spectroscopic binaries,

highly precise orbital parameters can be obtained, of-

fering comprehensive observational data. Such systems

are of high analytical value and can further validate the

aforementioned theories.

J101356.33+272410.7 (hereafter J1013+2724) exem-

plifies such a binary system, with an orbital period

of 0.129040379 days, as reported by Parsons et al.

(2015). They also found that the white dwarf in

this system has an effective temperature of approxi-

mately 15601K, while the companion main-sequence

star is classified as M4-type. Using SDSS spectral

data, Rebassa-Mansergas et al. (2012) derived an effec-

tive temperature of Teff = 16526 ± 277K and a sur-

face gravity of log g = 8.8 ± 0.044 dex for the white

dwarf in J1013+2724. The companion main-sequence

star was also identified as M4-type. By applying the

tables of Bergeron et al. (1995), the white dwarf’s mass

and radius were determined to be 1.1 ± 0.023M⊙ and

0.00698 ± 0.00027R⊙, respectively. The main-sequence

star’s mass and radius were estimated as 0.319±0.09M⊙
and 0.326 ± 0.096R⊙ using the empirical Sp-M-R rela-

tion from Rebassa-Mansergas et al. (2007).

We conducted a more detailed study of this system.

In Section 2, the observational data of J1013+2724 are

introduced. Section 3 provides a detailed description

of the analysis process for the spectroscopic and photo-

metric data. In Section 4, we summarize and discuss the

results of this analysis, including the system’s evolution

history and potential future evolution.

2. OBSERVATIONS

J1013+2724 is an eclipsing spectroscopic binary con-

sisting of a massive white dwarf and an M-type main-

sequence star. For clarity, we refer to the main-sequence

star as Star 1 and the white dwarf as Star 2. All times-

tamps were converted to the Barycentric Julian Date

(BJD) in the Barycentric Dynamical Time (TDB) stan-
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dard (Eastman et al. 2010) to eliminate time discrepan-

cies arising from Earth’s motion, thereby enhancing the

precision of astronomical observations. This section de-

scribes the spectroscopic and photometric data utilized

in this study.

2.1. Spectroscopic Observation

The Large Sky Area Multi-Object Fiber Spectroscopic

Telescope (LAMOST, Cui et al. 2012) is an active re-

flecting Schmidt telescope capable of simultaneously ac-

quiring 4,000 spectra. It has an effective aperture of

4 meters and a 5-degree field of view. In its low-

resolution mode, LAMOST provides a spectral resolu-

tion of approximately 1800, spanning wavelengths from

3700 to 9000 Å. Between September 2015 and March

2024, J1013+2724 was observed 10 times using LAM-

OST in low-resolution mode. Each observation had an

exposure time of 1800 seconds, except for two conducted

in 2024, which used exposure times of 1500 and 1100

seconds, respectively. The raw CCD images were pro-

cessed with the LAMOST two-dimensional pipeline (Bai

et al. 2021), which includes bias and dark subtraction,

flat-field correction, spectral extraction, sky background

subtraction, cosmic ray removal (Bai et al. 2016), and

wavelength calibration (Bai et al. 2017).

Listed in the spectroscopic catalog of white dwarf-

main-sequence (WDMS) binaries (Rebassa-Mansergas

et al. 2013) from the Sloan Digital Sky Survey (SDSS,

York et al. 2000), J1013+2724 was observed four times

on February 21, 2009. These spectra span a wavelength

range of 3800-9200 Å, with a resolution of 1800.

2.2. Light Curves

High-speed photometric observations of J1013+2724

were obtained from the 2-meter Liverpool Telescope
(LT, Steele 2004) through its data archive website1.

Observations were conducted from 2012 to 2015 using

the high-speed RISE camera and a single wide-band

V+R filter. The raw images downloaded had already

undergone basic instrumental corrections, such as bias

subtraction, dark current removal, and flat-field correc-

tion. We then used AstroImageJ2 to perform differen-

tial photometry and obtained the corresponding light

curves. The resulting light curve is shown in Figure 5.

Photometric data from 2012, which included incomplete

eclipses and insufficient information to characterize the

binary system, were excluded from the analysis. Instead,

we utilized high-quality data collected between 2013 and

1 http://telescope.livjm.ac.uk/
2 https://www.astro.louisville.edu/software/astroimagej/

2015 with 10-second exposure times. Table 1 summa-

rizes these observations, including exposure times and

observational settings.

The Zwicky Transient Facility (ZTF, Masci et al.

2018), a ground-based optical time-domain survey us-

ing the 48-inch Schmidt telescope at Palomar Observa-

tory, provided publicly available photometric data for

J1013+2724. The ZTF light curve data were down-

loaded from the Infrared Science Archive (IRSA)3. We

focused on the r- and g-band observations collected be-

tween 2018 and 2023, each with a consistent exposure

time of 30 seconds. Using the eleanor tool4 (Feinstein

et al. 2019), we downloaded full-frame images (FFIs) of

J1013+2724 observed by the Transiting Exoplanet Sur-

vey Satellite (TESS) in 2022, corresponding to Sector

48 with an exposure time of 10 minutes. Then, the

FFIs were processed to extract light curves, and the

flux was converted to absolute magnitudes based on the

TESS magnitude of 15.600 ± 0.026mag, retrieved from

the Mikulski Archive for Space Telescopes (MAST) us-

ing the astroquery.mast module5. As shown in Figure

3, the ZTF and TESS light curves complement the high-

cadence Liverpool Telescope data by providing supple-

mentary information for phases outside of the eclipses,

as well as additional photometric information in two fil-

ters.

Photometric data from the Catalina Sky Survey (CSS

Drake et al. 2009), covering 2005 to 2012, were included

to extend the observational baseline. By performing

Lomb-Scargle periodogram analysis on the Catalina,

ZTF, and TESS datasets, we determined the orbital pe-

riod of the system to be 0.1290403131 days. Notably,

the orbital period showed no significant variation over

the past two decades, demonstrating its long-term sta-

bility. The orbital phase is defined using the following

ephemeris:

T (ϕ = 0) = 2458425.8493(5)BJD + 0.1290403(1)× E

(1)

where ϕ = 0 corresponds to the time when the white

dwarf is in front of the main-sequence star, and ϕ =

0.5 marks the midpoint of the eclipse, when the main-

sequence star completely obscures the white dwarf. E is

the orbital cycle number.

2.3. Multi-band Photometry

The SDSS photometry, based on single exposures,

shows phase-dependent variability and is further com-

3 https://irsa.ipac.caltech.edu/Missions/ztf.html
4 https://adina.feinste.in/eleanor/
5 https://astroquery.readthedocs.io/en/latest/mast/mast.html

http://telescope.livjm.ac.uk/
https://www.astro.louisville.edu/software/astroimagej/
https://irsa.ipac.caltech.edu/Missions/ztf.html
https://adina.feinste.in/eleanor/
https://astroquery.readthedocs.io/en/latest/mast/mast.html
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Table 1. Details of observational data from the Liverpool Telescope

Start of Observation End of Observation EXPTIME Instrument Filter Number of exposures

2013-04-09 00:15:35.152 2013-04-09 00:52:13.009 10s RISE og515+kg5 220

2014-03-08 23:11:29.748 2014-03-08 23:58:19.784 10s RISE og515+kg5 280

2015-01-24 00:24:44.061 2015-01-24 01:11:34.121 10s RISE og515+kg5 280

Table 2. Multiband Photometry Measurements

Telescope Band Magnitude

GALEX FUV 18.033 ± 0.071

GALEX NUV 17.956 ± 0.047

2MASS J 13.825 ± 0.025

2MASS H 13.255 ± 0.029

2MASS K 12.947 ± 0.028

PS1 g 17.5916 ± 0.0078

PS1 r 17.2319 ± 0.0153

PS1 i 16.0572 ± 0.0069

PS1 z 15.5512 ± 0.0330

PS1 y 15.1920 ± 0.0166

promised by the source’s position near the edge of the

image, leading to inaccuracies; therefore, it was not used

in our analysis. In the ultraviolet band, the binary sys-

tem was observed by GALEX6, providing data in the

FUV and NUV bands. In the near-infrared and optical

bands, the Two Micron All Sky Survey7 (2MASS) and

the Panoramic Survey Telescope and Rapid Response

System 18 (Pan-STARRS1) conducted observations of

this source. These photometric data, listed in Table 2,

were subsequently used in our analysis. They effectively

characterize both the hot and cool components of the

binary system.

3. DATA ANALYSIS

This section details the data analysis process for

J1013+2724. In Section 3.1, the stellar parameters and

radial velocities of both components are derived by fit-

ting their spectra. Section 3.2 addresses the fitting of

radial velocity data to determine orbital parameters, in-

cluding the period, radial velocity semi-amplitudes, sys-

temic velocity, mass ratio, and gravitational redshift.

In Section 3.3, the photometric radii of both compo-

nents are estimated through SED fitting. Finally, Sec-

tion 3.4 presents the refinement of orbital inclination,

stellar masses, and radii by modeling high-cadence pho-

tometric data with a simplified orbital model.

6 http://www.galex.caltech.edu/index.html
7 https://irsa.ipac.caltech.edu/Missions/2mass.html
8 https://www.mpia.de/en/research/collaborations/pan-starrs1

Figure 1. The combined spectra of J1013+2724 from LAM-
OST and SDSS.

3.1. Spectral Parameters

The combined spectra of J1013+2724 obtained from

LAMOST and SDSS are shown in Figure 1. In the blue

end of the spectrum, the flux is dominated by the white

dwarf, while the red end is primarily contributed by the

main-sequence star. The spectra clearly reveal the char-

acteristics of both stars, with a series of distinct hydro-

gen Balmer lines also prominently visible.

Based on the characteristics described above, we first

decomposed the two components from the observed

spectra. Then, we determined the stellar parameters

of the white dwarf and main-sequence star components

using the appropriate templates. The Koester DA tem-

plate (Koester 2010), was used to determine the white

dwarf parameters after interpolation. This grid covers

the range of Teff = 6000−100, 000K and log g = 5.0−9.5.

For the main-sequence star, we used the BT-Settl tem-

plate (Allard 2013). Prior to applying these templates,

we performed a convolution operation to degrade them

to the same resolution as the observed spectra (R =

1800).

In the first step, we applied a double Gaussian func-

tion to fit the Na I 8183/8194 absorption lines, yielding

a reasonable estimate of the main-sequence star’s radial

velocity from the Doppler shift. To accurately fit the

white dwarf spectrum and obtain reliable parameters

and radial velocities, it is crucial to subtract the con-

tribution of the main-sequence star from all individual

spectra (Parsons et al. 2017). A straightforward ap-

proach involves subtracting the spectrum observed dur-

ing the primary eclipse, where the white dwarf is en-

tirely obscured by the main-sequence star, and the flux

originates solely from the latter. Unfortunately, no in-

http://www.galex.caltech.edu/index.html
https://irsa.ipac.caltech.edu/Missions/2mass.html
https://www.mpia.de/en/research/collaborations/pan-starrs1
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eclipse spectra are available for this system. Instead, we

subtract a best-fit main-sequence star template (with

parameters Teff = 3307 K, log g = 4.65, and [Fe/H] =

0.29), shifted according to the radial velocities obtained

in the first step. This main-sequence star template was

derived by minimizing the χ2 value between the red-arm

spectrum (6750-8700 Å) and the interpolated BT-Settl

templates. Figure 2 illustrates an example of the results

obtained through these procedures.

Following the above procedure, the absorption fea-

tures of the main-sequence star were largely removed.

However, some emission lines, such as those at the cores

of the Hβ and Hγ absorption lines, remain and vary

with orbital phase. To minimize their impact, we re-

stricted the wavelength range for subsequent fitting to

the blue end, dominated by the white dwarf’s spectrum,

specifically below 5700 Å.

The corv package (Arseneau et al. 2024) in Python

was utilized to derive the radial velocity and stellar pa-

rameters of the white dwarf from its subtracted spec-

trum. Instead of using Voigt profile fitting, we ana-

lyzed regions near the Balmer absorption lines with DA

model templates from Koester (2010), as Stark broaden-

ing in high-log g stars often degrades measurement ac-

curacy. The Hβ line was excluded from fitting due to

its large equivalent width and phase-dependent emis-

sion at the line center, which could introduce significant

errors. Similarly, regions with low signal-to-noise ra-

tios below 4000 Å were not used. Only the Hγ and Hδ

lines were included in the radial velocity calculations,

with results summarized in Table 3. The stellar param-

eters of the white dwarf, derived from our fitting, are

Teff = 15661± 973K and log g = 8.71± 0.10 dex.

3.2. Orbital Solution

The orbital period of J1013+2724 is 185.82 minutes,
while the exposure time for most observed spectra is 30

minutes, corresponding to a phase coverage of 0.167. To

account for the impact of phase smearing on the radial

velocity amplitude (Yuan et al. 2023), we applied the

following correction for circular orbits:

V (ϕ)− V0 = (Vobs − V0) · 2πδϕ/sin(2πδϕ) (2)

where V (ϕ) is the true velocity at phase ϕ, V0 is the

systemic velocity, Vobs is the observed velocity, and δϕ

represents half of the phase covered during the exposure.

Radial velocities for both components were iteratively

corrected for this effect.

Orbital parameters were derived by fitting the radial

velocity data using the equation:

V (t) = γ +K sin

[
2π(t− t0)

Porb

]
(3)

where K is the radial velocity semi-amplitude, t0 is

the mid-eclipse time, Porb is the orbital period, and

γ is the systemic velocity. The mass ratio, q =

M2/M1 = K1/K2, was derived from the ratio of the

semi-amplitudes, while differences in systemic velocities

arise from the gravitational redshift effect.

Gravitational redshift occurs as photons lose energy

while escaping a gravitational field. For a main-sequence

star, this effect is negligible due to its weaker gravita-

tional field. However, for a white dwarf with a stronger

gravitational field, photons emitted from its surface

must overcome a deep gravitational well, leading to mea-

surable spectral line shifts. Consequently, the systemic

velocities γ1 and γ2 is different.

Figure 3 shows the radial velocity fitting curve, and

Table 4 lists the best-fit parameters. From the radial ve-

locity semi-amplitudes, the mass ratio of the white dwarf

to the main-sequence star is derived as q = 3.4 ± 0.3,

and the gravitational redshift is vg = 82.9± 10.2 km/s.

3.3. Spectral Energy Distribution Fitting

The spectral energy distribution (SED) describes the

flux at different wavelengths, shaped by the intrinsic

properties of the star (e.g., temperature and metallicity)

and external factors.A significant portion of the ultravi-

olet and visible light emitted by the star is absorbed by

the interstellar medium, which consists of dust and gas,

and is then re-emitted at longer wavelengths. More-

over, extinction becomes more severe with increasing

distance, making the star appear fainter.

Based on GAIA DR3 data (Collaboration et al. 2022),

J1013+2724 has a parallax of ϖ = 7.4689± 0.0644 mas,

corresponding to a distance of D = 133.89 ± 1.15 pc.

The distance modulus (DM) is calculated as 5.63±0.02.

Using the 3D dust map by Green et al. (2018), the ex-

tinction coefficient α is 0.0101, resulting in E(B−V ) =

0.009± 0.003.

Because SED fitting is highly sensitive to the effec-

tive temperature but less sensitive to surface gravity

log g and metallicity, it is reasonable to fix the latter

two parameters using the results from Section 3.1. This

method improves the stability and reliability of the SED

fitting results. Therefore, the relationship between the

apparent flux fν and the surface flux Fν of the binary

system at a given wavelength and effective temperature

is expressed as

fν =

(
R1

D

)2

[Fν,1(Teff,1) + a · Fν,2(Teff,2)] (4)

In this equation, a = (R2/R1)
2
represents the squared

ratio of the radii of the two stars, where R1 and R2
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Figure 2. Top: the results of spectral decomposition and the subtraction of the main-sequence star template. The black
curve represents the smoothed observed spectra (gray), while the red curve is the best-fit synthetic spectrum, composed of the
KoesterDA template for the white dwarf (dark blue) and the main-sequence star template (light red). The light blue curve
represents the clean white dwarf observed spectra, with the main-sequence star’s contribution removed. The data in the 5700-
6000 Å range was trimmed to improve the quality of the observed spectra. Bottom: the residuals between the observed spectra
and the template-synthesized spectra.

Table 3. Spectroscopic Observations and Estimated Parameters of J1013+2724

Date BJD RVMS RVWD S/N Exptime Telescope

day-month-year day kms−1 kms−1 s

18-12-2015 2457375.318 -214.67 ± 4.54 172.02 ± 29.90 22 1800 LAMOST

18-12-2015 2457375.341 210.41 ± 4.95 42.39 ± 39.66 20 1800 LAMOST

18-12-2015 2457375.365 356.70 ± 4.30 -0.11 ± 29.53 20 1800 LAMOST

18-12-2015 2457375.388 221.79 ± 7.73 -0.45 ± 28.61 19 1800 LAMOST

18-12-2015 2457375.411 -216.19 ± 4.66 168.97 ± 26.70 20 1800 LAMOST

20-02-2017 2457805.138 -318.80 ± 11.30 190.93 ± 30.71 15 1800 LAMOST

20-02-2017 2457805.161 -82.53 ± 16.50 46.03 ± 59.66 10 1800 LAMOST

20-02-2017 2457805.184 306.24 ± 8.45 44.47 ± 28.28 15 1800 LAMOST

13-03-2024 2460383.185 199.17 ± 11.18 -56.91 ± 33.87 20 1500 LAMOST

13-03-2024 2460383.204 -145.92 ± 9.71 167.96 ± 34.65 20 1100 LAMOST

21-02-2009 2454883.690 -142.06 ± 25.06 186.15 ± 48.19 11 1800 SDSS

21-02-2009 2454883.713 323.32 ± 9.25 -12.38 ± 27.44 9 1800 SDSS

21-02-2009 2454883.740 276.85 ± 11.19 16.43 ± 24.78 13 1800 SDSS

21-02-2009 2454883.763 -101.82 ± 22.33 238.21 ± 24.27 20 1800 SDSS

denote the radii of the main-sequence star and the white

dwarf, respectively. D is the distance to the system.

The photometric data were simultaneously fitted us-

ing the Koester DA (Koester 2010) and BT-Settl (Allard

2013) stellar atmosphere models. To achieve this, model

parameters were systematically adjusted to reproduce

the observed SED, with a particular focus on captur-

ing the luminosity ratio of the two components. Dur-

ing the fitting process, the free parameters considered

were R1, a, and the effective temperatures Teff of both
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Figure 3. Top: The radial velocity curve of J1013+2724,
where the red circles (LAMOST) and triangles (SDSS) repre-
sent the radial velocity data of the main-sequence star, while
the blue circles (LAMOST) and triangles (SDSS) represent
the radial velocity data of the white dwarf. The solid black
line and dashed black line show the best-fit curves obtained
using Equation 3 for the two components. (Note: The ve-
locity of the white dwarf has been corrected for gravitational
redshift.) Bottom: The light curves of J1013+2724 in the
ZTF r-band (red points) and g-band (blue points), with the
solid black line and dashed black line representing the theo-
retical light curves generated by the Wilson-Devinney code.

stars. To assess the consistency between the model and

the observed data, a chi-squared minimization method

was employed. This approach allowed for the determi-

nation of the best-fitting effective temperature and ra-

dius for J1013+2724. The uncertainties of the param-

eters were derived through Markov Chain Monte Carlo

(MCMC) simulations to provide robust error estimates.

Finally, we determined the best-fitting parameters for

J1013+2724, with the resulting temperatures and pho-

tometric radii presented in Table 4 and the correspond-

ing fitting plot shown in Figure 4.

3.4. Analyzing eclipses

This section details the application of the direct

method to analyze the LT light curve of the eclipsing

system, along with the results obtained. The parame-

ter distribution of the binary system is determined by

combining this analysis with Markov Chain Monte Carlo

simulations.

Figure 4. The SED fitting of J1013+2724 with two com-
ponents. The red dots denote observations used for fitting,
including GALEX, 2MASS, and PS1 observations. The blue
curve represents the Koester DA spectral template with pa-
rameters of Teff = 15606 K and logg = 8.71; the red curve
represents the BT-Settl spectral template with parameters
of Teff = 3196 K, logg = 4.65, and [Fe/H]=0.3. The gray
curve shows the composite spectral template. The residuals
are calculated as (Observed− Calculated)/Observed.

3.4.1. Fitting the LT light curve

Eclipsing system light curves offer additional con-

straints, enabling precise determination of stellar param-

eters such as radius, mass ratio, and orbital inclination

without relying on atmospheric models. For example,

the durations of ingress and egress, as well as the eclipse

width, constrain the radii of the both components, while

the eclipse depth depends on the white dwarf’s radius

and relative temperature. Therefore, the LT light curve

was first fitted to extract characteristic features, facili-

tating the subsequent determination of orbital and bi-

nary parameters consistent with these features.

Following the method of Bours et al. (2014), we modi-

fied the approach by fitting the ingress and egress of the

white dwarf’s eclipse with two symmetric sigmoid func-

tions centered on the eclipse midpoint. Furthermore, the

method was refined to better suit our data by fitting the

out-of-eclipse flux with a horizontal line:

f =
d

1 + ek·(θ+w1−c)
+

d

1 + e−k·(θ−w1−c)
+ s (5)

Here, θ and f denote the phase and flux of the light

curve, respectively, while d, k, w1, c, and s are the

fitting coefficients. The coefficients have specific in-

terpretations based on the sigmoid function’s proper-

ties: d represents the eclipse depth, c is the phase at
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Table 4. Summaries of Parameters for J1013+2724

Name Value Unit Description

R.A. 153.48472285 degrees

Decl. +27.40306405 degrees

Teff,1 3307.5 ± 39.5 K Spectral Fitting

log g 4.65 ± 0.09 dex

[Fe/H] 0.29 ± 0.04 dex

Teff,2 15661 ± 973 K

log g 8.71 ± 0.10 dex

P 0.1290403(1) days Orbital Solution

T0 2458425.8493(5) days

K1 361.2 ± 11.2 km s−1

K2 106.7 ± 12.2 km s−1

γ1 18.8 ± 7.9 km s−1

γ2 101.7 ± 6.6 km s−1

Plx 7.4689 ± 0.0644 mas SED Fitting

D 133.9 ± 1.2 pc

E(B-V) 0.0194 ± 0.006 mag

Teff,1 3196 +83
−80 K

Teff,2 15606 +394
−353 K

R1 0.275+0.022
−0.019 R⊙

R2 0.0081+0.0003
−0.0001 R⊙

Inc 83.2 +2.4
−1.9 degrees Eclipse Modeling

SMA 1.19 +0.04
−0.04 R⊙

q 3.5 +0.3
−0.3

K1 359.86 +9.61
−9.43 km s−1

M1 0.299+0.045
−0.037 M⊙

R1 0.286+0.018
−0.017 R⊙

M2 1.05+0.09
−0.09 M⊙

R2 0.00897+0.00077
−0.00075 R⊙

Ag 0.035 ± 0.012 mag Extinction

Ar 0.025 ± 0.008 mag

ATESS 0.020 ± 0.007 mag

R1/RL,1 88.5 ± 6.9 % Filling factor

mid-eclipse, w1 quantifies the phase difference between

ingress/egress midpoints and the eclipse midpoint, and

s accounts for the overall flux offset. The steepness of

ingress and egress, represented by k, reflects the rate of

flux change during the white dwarf’s eclipse.

The curve fit function from the scipy9 package was

employed to fit the LT light curve using the least-squares

method. The fitting results are illustrated in Figure 5,

with the coefficients and their associated errors summa-

rized in Table 5.

3.4.2. Eclipse Modeling

9 https://scipy.org

Table 5. The optimal fitting parameters for the Liverpool
light curve data were obtained using Equation 5.

Name Values Description

k 1027 ± 103 Rate of Change

c 0.505 ± 0.004 Phase at Mid-eclipse

d 0.496 ± 0.005 Depth of the Eclipse

w1 0.0349 ± 0.0001 Phase Shift

s 0.5015 ± 0.0001 Flux offset
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Figure 5. Fitting results of the light curve from the Liv-
erpool Telescope. The black dots represent the data points,
while the red curve shows the fitted model corresponding to
the parameters listed in Table 5.

J1013+2724 was identified as a circular orbital sys-

tem based on its orbital solution. The system exhib-

ited eclipsing features, and the LT light curve showed a

nearly constant flux outside the eclipse. The geometric

orbital model proposed by Cherepashchuk (2022) was

referenced to analyze the light curve of this binary sys-

tem. This geometric orbital model, combined with a

binary model, facilitated the determination of key phys-

ical parameters, including the orbital inclination, stellar

radii, and masses. Additionally, the combined model

was integrated with MCMC simulations to explore the

solution space that satisfies the eclipsing features of

J1013+2724.

First, the parameter space was defined. It was di-

vided into two parts. The first part included parameters

obtained from previous data analyses, along with their

uncertainties. These parameters consisted of the radial

velocity amplitudes K1 and K2 of the two stars derived

from velocity curve fitting, the orbital period Porb, and

the photometric radii of the two components (R1 and

R2) obtained through SED fitting. Although the orbital

inclination i was not precisely determined, the presence

of eclipses, a short orbital period (∼3 hours), and a

significant radius difference between the two stars sug-

gested a high inclination. Consequently, an initial esti-

mate of 70◦ ∼ 90◦ was provided.

https://scipy.org


LAMOST J101356.33+272410.7 9

 S1

 S2

 i

 A

 B O

 θ

 z

 x

 y

 Δ
 a

 N
 xproj

 yproj

 O1

⑳

①

(a) (b)

Figure 6. (a) Schematic of geometric orbit. The blue curve represents the binary orbit, while the red-shaded region corresponds
to the projection plane. The z-axis is aligned with the line of sight. S1 and S2 denote the main-sequence star and the white
dwarf, respectively. (b) The relationship between orbital phase θ and the projected separation between the two components.
Note that, for clarity in illustrating the relative positions of the two stars, the radius of the white dwarf has been moderately
enlarged in this diagram.

The second part of the parameters was derived from

known physical quantities (parameters from the first

part) using a simplified binary star model. These param-

eters included the masses of the two stars (M1 and M2)

and the orbital semi-major axis (a). The mass function

f(m) was calculated using the first set of parameters

(K, Porb)

f(m) =
m2

2 sin
3 i

(m1 +m2)2
=

Porb ·K3
1

2πG
(6)

where G is the gravitational constant. Since the system

follows a circular orbit, the mass ratio can be expressed

as q = M2/M1 = K1/K2. Combined with Equation 6,

the masses of the two stars were determined for each

set of parameters. Once the masses were known, the

orbital semi-major axis a was calculated using Kepler’s

third law

a =

[
G(m1 +m2)P

2
orb

4π2

]1/3
(7)

To ensure that an eclipse occurs for each set of param-

eters, the orbital inclination was further screened. For

each set of parameters, the minimum inclination angle

imin was calculated. This value corresponds to the sce-

nario where the two stars are tangentially aligned in the

line-of-sight projection plane, just avoiding an eclipse.

The formula for imin is imin = arccos[(r1 + r2)/a]. Any

inclination angle i smaller than imin was excluded from

the parameter space.

With these constraints, any parameter set within the

space defines a complete geometric orbit. For each set,

the projected distance between the two stars was calcu-

lated to determine the ingress, egress, and total dura-

tion of the eclipse. The geometric orbit of the binary

system is illustrated in Figure 6(a), where the blue line

represents the actual orbit, and the red line shows the

projected orbital plane. S1 and S2 denote the main-

sequence star and the white dwarf, respectively. Their

separation is a, θ is the orbital phase (with the midpoint

of the eclipse set to zero phase), and i is the orbital in-

clination. The projected distance ∆ is given by

∆ =
√

x2
proj + y2proj (8)

where xproj = a sin(θ) is the projected length in the x-

direction, and yproj = a cos(θ) cos(i) is the projection in

the y-direction. Figure 6(b) shows how ∆ varies with

orbital phase θ. The ingress begins at ∆ = R1+R2 and

ends at ∆ = R1 − R2, with the midpoint of the eclipse

corresponding to ∆min. Using these relationships, the

eclipse characteristics were readily calculated.

The eclipse timing information derived from the ge-

ometric orbital model for various parameter combina-

tions was compared with the eclipse durations obtained

from fitting the LT light curve data in Section 3.4.1

(tingress = tegress = 36± 3 s, θeclipse = 0.073). Using this

comparison, the solution space consistent with observa-

tional data was identified. We applied an MCMC algo-

rithm to randomly sample the binary system’s parame-

ter space, generating 100,000 samples. For each sample,

the ingress timing and eclipse duration were calculated.

The χ2 value between the calculated eclipse character-

istics and the fitted observational results was then eval-
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Figure 7. Corner plot derived from the eclipsing model.

uated. The acceptance or rejection of each parameter

sample was determined by comparing the corresponding

probability of the χ2 distribution with a randomly gen-

erated number between 0 and 1. Samples with probabil-

ities lower than the random number were rejected, while

those with higher probabilities were accepted. The final

MCMC-derived solution space for the binary system is

illustrated in Figure 7. The results for each physical pa-

rameter, along with their uncertainties, are summarized

in Table 4.

To better understand the sources of parameter uncer-

tainties, we analyzed how radial velocity measurement

errors propagate through the mass function. To account

for this, we calculated the mass errors caused by K1 and

K2 (or the mass ratio q) in addition to statistical uncer-

tainties. The resulting uncertainties are 0.09 M⊙ for the

main-sequence star and 0.18 M⊙ for the white dwarf.

3.5. Theoretical Light Curve

By the end of the Section 3.4, the key stellar param-

eters, including masses and radii, had been reliably de-

termined. To validate the stellar parameters derived

in Section 3.4, theoretical light curves for the ZTF g

and r-bands, as well as the TESS band, were generated

using the Wilson-Devinney code (Wilson & Devinney

1971; Wilson et al. 2020), a widely used tool for mod-

eling monochromatic light curves of close eclipsing bi-

nary systems. In the phase-folded ZTF g and r-band,



LAMOST J101356.33+272410.7 11

as well as TESS light curves (Figure 3), the regions out-

side the eclipse are primarily influenced by ellipsoidal

effect. However, this effect is not evident in the LT light

curve (Figure 5), as the LT data only cover the orbital

phases corresponding to the eclipse and its immediate

surroundings. These light curves were not directly fit-

ted using the Wilson-Devinney code to avoid overfitting.

Since the eclipses provide sufficient constraints on key

parameters, incorporating the entire light curve for fit-

ting could unnecessarily emphasize regions outside the

eclipse. This would reduce the relative weight of the

eclipse data, resulting in suboptimal fits to the criti-

cal eclipse features. Thus, parameters derived from the

eclipse were used as a foundation for generating theoret-

ical light curves, allowing for a robust and independent

comparison with the observed data.

The extinction values for the respective bands were

adopted as Ag = 0.0350 ± 0.0118mag, Ar = 0.0250 ±
0.0084mag, and ATESS = 0.0202 ± 0.0068mag. Ad-

ditional data cleaning was applied to the TESS obser-

vations. Due to the relatively long exposure time of

TESS (10 minutes) compared to the orbital period, the

eclipse minima were almost indistinguishable. To mini-

mize contamination, data points within the phase range

of 0.5 ± 0.04 were excluded. The phase-folded TESS

light curve was then fitted with a sinusoidal model, and

outliers with residuals greater than 3σ were removed us-

ing a sigma-clipping method. This process was repeated

iteratively to ensure robust cleaning of the data.

Limb darkening, gravity darkening, and reflection

effects were considered in our analysis. The limb-

darkening coefficients were internally determined by the

Wilson-Devinney code based on the square-root law.

The gravity darkening (GR) and reflection coefficients

(ALB) were set based on the stellar envelope conditions.

For the main-sequence star, whose outer layers are likely

convective, GR was set to 0.3 and ALB to 0.5. For the

hotter white dwarf, both GR and ALB were set to 1.

Additionally, as discussed in Section 4.2, M stars may

exhibit stellar activity of varying intensity, which could

lead to differences in observational results across bands.

To account for this, we adjusted the effective temper-

atures of both stars within the error margins to better

match the light curves in different bands.

The theoretical light curves are shown in the lower

panels of Figure 3. The light curves generated by the

WD code closely match the ZTF observations in the g-

and r-bands. The high level of agreement between the

simulated and observed data confirms the reliability of

the parameters derived from the eclipsing binary model.

4. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

4.1. Mass, radius and temperature

In this section, we compare the masses, radii, and ef-

fective temperatures of the two components obtained

through different methods, and assess their consistency

with previous studies of this system. The results of this

work are summarized in Table 4, with the masses and

radii of the components plotted in Figure 8.

The mass and radius of the white dwarf, determined

through eclipse analysis, are 1.05 ± 0.09M⊙ (with an

uncertainty of 0.18M⊙ propagated from the mass ratio)

and 0.00897 ± 0.00077R⊙, respectively. These values

are consistent within uncertainties with the mass-radius

relation for a 15661K CO white dwarf presented by

Fontaine et al. (2001) (Figure 8), but are slightly larger

than the photometric radius of 0.0081 ± 0.0003R⊙ ob-

tained from SED fitting. Using the effective temperature

and surface gravity, Rebassa-Mansergas et al. (2012) de-

termined a white dwarf mass of 1.1 ± 0.023M⊙ and a

radius of 0.00698 ± 0.00027R⊙ based on the tables of

Bergeron et al. (1995). Our derived mass is slightly

lower, and our radius is slightly larger than their results.

While there are differences, the results are broadly con-

sistent and may arise from the methods used to derive

the parameters. Although the mass of the white dwarf

in this system lies within the range of both CO-core and

ONe-core white dwarfs (within measurement uncertain-

ties), no spectral lines of heavy elements (e.g., Mg II)

were detected. Additionally, for the same mass, ONe-

core white dwarfs have relatively smaller radii, whereas

the observed radius of this white dwarf is slightly larger

than the theoretical estimate for CO-core white dwarfs.

Hence, it is more likely that the white dwarf in this sys-

tem is a CO-core white dwarf.

The main-sequence star’s mass and radius, derived

from eclipse analysis, are 0.299±0.045M⊙ (with an un-
certainty of 0.09M⊙ propagated from the mass ratio)

and 0.286 ± 0.018R⊙, respectively. Its radius slightly

exceeds the photometric radius of 0.275± 0.022R⊙, ob-

tained through SED fitting, as shown in Figure 8. Based

on the Sp-M-R relation from Rebassa-Mansergas et al.

(2007), Rebassa-Mansergas et al. (2012) reported a mass

of 0.319± 0.09M⊙ and a radius of 0.326± 0.096R⊙ for

this M4-type star. Both values are larger than the re-

sults obtained in this work. The discrepancies may arise

from their use of empirical relations, which are related

to the precision of M star parameter measurements. In

contrast, our results were obtained through light curve

analysis, which provides more detailed information and

better constraints from the eclipse.

The effective temperatures derived from SED fitting

are Teff,1 = 3196 ± 83K for the M star and Teff,2 =

15606 ± 394K for the white dwarf. These values are
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slightly lower than, but consistent within uncertainties

with, the spectroscopically determined temperatures of

Teff,1 = 3307.5 ± 39.5K and Teff,2 = 15661 ± 973K.

The white dwarf’s effective temperature from our spec-

tral analysis aligns with the value reported by Rebassa-

Mansergas et al. (2012) (Teff = 16526± 277K) and the

result derived by Parsons et al. (2015) (Teff = 15601K).

Minor numerical discrepancies in the white dwarf’s tem-

perature likely result from differences in analysis meth-

ods and data sources: Parsons et al. (2015) derived the

temperature from the system’s u-g color, while Rebassa-

Mansergas et al. (2012) obtained it by fitting SDSS spec-

tra.

4.2. Production of the emission-line on the M star

The spectrum of J1013+2724 exhibits several promi-

nent emission lines. As shown in Figure 1, the white

dwarf’s Hα absorption line is barely discernible and

is replaced by emission lines that shift with orbital

phase. Similarly, in the blue end of the spectrum, nar-

row emission cores are observed in the centers of the

white dwarf’s H Balmer lines, such as Hβ, which also

follow the motion of the main-sequence star.

These emission lines could originate from two pos-

sible mechanisms: (1) chromospheric activity on the

main-sequence star, as M dwarfs are typically active

low-mass stars with strong magnetic fields and chromo-

spheric emissions, or (2) the irradiation effect, where the

white dwarf heats the atmosphere of the main-sequence

star, causing additional radiation from the irradiated

surface. In the second case, the velocities of the emis-

sion lines do not track the stellar center of mass but

rather the center of light of the irradiated hemisphere.

These lines are expected to be strongest when the heated

face directly faces the observer. This can be tested by

measuring the radial velocity semi-amplitudes and the

equivalent widths (EWs) of the lines at different orbital

phases.

By performing Gaussian fits to the normalized single-

exposure spectra, we measured the radial velocities

and EWs of the Hβ core emission, Hα emission, and

Na I 8183/8194 absorption doublet (used as a refer-

ence). The RV semi-amplitudes were determined to

be KHβ = 358 ± 8 km/s, KHα = 335 ± 11 km/s, and

KNaI = 346 ± 11 km/s, which are consistent within

uncertainties. The slight differences might result from

variations in optical depth among the lines (Parsons

et al. 2010a). Assuming the emission lines are due to

the irradiation effect, the RV amplitude of the main-

sequence star’s center of mass should be significantly

larger than the measured values of the Hα line. Af-

ter applying the Ksec correction from Parsons et al.

(2010a), the corrected KHα amplitude reaches 412 km/s

(with f = 0.42), significantly exceeding the RV ampli-

tude of the Na I doublet. Thus, the emission lines are

unlikely to originate from irradiation. Furthermore, an

analysis of the equivalent widths as a function of orbital

phase revealed no significant enhancement at zero phase

(the moment when the heated face directly faces the ob-

server). A correlation test confirmed that EWs exhibit

no significant dependence on orbital phase. These re-

sults suggest that irradiation in this system is relatively

weak, and the emission lines are more likely caused by

stellar activity on the M dwarf rather than the irradi-

ated surface. Stellar magnetic activity indicates that the

magnetic field still exists. However, when M-type stars

become fully convective, the increase in surface magnetic

complexity (as suggested by Taam & Spruit 1989) may

cause the system to continue losing angular momentum

at a slower rate via magnetic braking, rather than the

dynamo itself shutting down.

4.3. Gravitational Redshift of WD

According to general relativity, light emitted from a

white dwarf undergoes gravitational redshift, losing en-

ergy and shifting to longer wavelengths as it escapes the

star’s gravitational field. This redshift is given by:

vg =
δλ · c
λ0

= GM/cR (9)

where δλ is the wavelength shift, λ0 is the rest wave-

length, G is the gravitational constant, M is the white

dwarf’s mass, c is the speed of light, and R is its ra-

dius. This equation connects the observed gravitational

redshift to the white dwarf’s mass and radius.

To begin, in Section 3.2, we separated the effects

of Doppler shifts and gravitational redshift by ana-

lyzing the radial velocity of the main-sequence star.

This analysis yielded a gravitational redshift of vg =

82.9 ± 10.2km/s. Next, in Section 3.4, we determined

the white dwarf’s mass and radius through eclipse mod-

eling. The results, M = 1.05 ± 0.09M⊙ and R =

0.00897± 0.0077R⊙, correspond to a gravitational red-

shift of vg = 75.0± 9.1 km/s when applied to Equation

9. These findings provide an initial comparison point

between observed and modeled parameters. Further-

more, by applying the white dwarf cooling model from

Fontaine et al. (2001), we interpolated the theoretical

mass-radius relationship specific to white dwarfs. This

approach predicted a radius of R = 0.0076± 0.0011R⊙
for a white dwarf with M = 1.05± 0.09M⊙. Substitut-

ing this radius into Equation 9 provided a theoretical

gravitational redshift of vg = 88.7± 14.7 km/s.

In conclusion, the observed and theoretical gravita-

tional redshift values agree within their respective uncer-
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Figure 8. The mass-radius relations for the main-sequence star (top) and white dwarf (bottom) are shown. In the upper panel,
the black solid line represents the 1 Gyr isochrone from Baraffe et al. (2015), while the gray solid line shows the mass-radius
relation for M stars in CVs as reported by Knigge et al. (2011). In the lower panel, the solid lines correspond to the theoretical
mass-radius relations of a 15,600 K white dwarf interpolated from the models of Fontaine et al. (2001), with a thick hydrogen
envelope (qH = 10−4, cyan) and a thin hydrogen envelope (qH = 10−10, black). The dotted line represents the zero-temperature
mass-radius relation of Eggleton, as cited in Verbunt & Rappaport (1988). The brown dashed line corresponds to Equation
9, where the gravitational redshift is Vg = 82.9 ± 10.2 km/s. The black dashed line and the gray shaded region indicate the
photometric radii derived from SED fitting and its associated uncertainties. The red dot in the figure represents J1013+2724,
with the black error bars indicating statistical uncertainties. The ellipse’s major axis reflects the mass errors propagated from
the uncertainties in radial velocity amplitudes. The gray points denote other direct mass-radius measurements from eclipsing
PCEB systems (Parsons et al. 2010b, 2012a,b,c, 2016; Pyrzas et al. 2012; van Roestel et al. 2017).

tainties. This consistency not only supports the align-

ment between our models and observations but also

demonstrates the robustness and reliability of our an-

alytical methods.

4.4. Is J1013+2724 crossing the period gap as a dCV?

Based on the analysis above, J1013+2724 is a

WD+MS binary system located within the period gap
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of cataclysmic variables, with an orbital period of 185.82

minutes. This section explores two possible evolutionary

scenarios for this system: (1) whether it directly evolved

to its current state as a detached post-common-envelope

binary, never experiencing mass transfer (thus not enter-

ing the CV phase), or (2) whether it has already evolved

into a CV and is currently crossing the period gap as a

detached CV.

If J1013+2724 directly formed as a PCEB from the

CE phase, the white dwarf’s temperature would not be

affected by material accretion. According to the cooling

models of CO-core white dwarfs (Fontaine et al. 2001),

an effective temperature of approximately 15661 K cor-

responds to a cooling age of about 0.58 Gyr. If the sys-

tem is a dCV, the white dwarf’s cooling age would be

extended due to heating from accreted material. Given

that the orbital period would decrease from 191 minutes

to 185 minutes in approximately 0.05 Gyr through angu-

lar momentum loss via gravitational radiation (Faulkner

1971). Furthermore, after detaching from the Roche

lobe, the relaxation timescale of the main-sequence star

is τrelax ∼ 0.03Gyr (King & Kolb 1995), which is shorter

than the time the system has already spent in the period

gap. Therefore, the main-sequence star should have re-

turned to thermal equilibrium, with no significant radius

inflation, consistent with the theoretical mass-radius re-

lation for 1 Gyr main-sequence stars shown in Figure 8

(Baraffe et al. 2015). However, CV evolutionary mod-

els predict that white dwarfs at the upper boundary of

the period gap should have effective temperatures in the

range of 23000-30000 K (van Roestel et al. 2017). Cool-

ing from these temperatures to the observed 15661 K

would require approximately 0.39-0.50 Gyr, which is sig-

nificantly longer than the time the system would have

spent in the period gap. This discrepancy suggests that

if J1013+2724 is a dCV, the current white dwarf tem-

perature should be higher than observed.

The system contains a massive white dwarf (∼
1.05M⊙), consistent with the mass characteristics of

white dwarfs in dCVs but rare among PCEBs, as sug-

gested by the results of binary population models pre-

sented in Zorotovic et al. (2016). Parsons et al. (2016)

studied a similar system, QS Vir, which hosts a massive

white dwarf (0.782 M⊙) with an orbital period of 3.6

hours. In QS Vir, the donor star also lacks the 30% ra-

dius inflation predicted by Knigge et al. (2011). Thus,

they proposed that QS Vir is more likely a pre-CV than a

detached CV (either hibernating or genuinely detached).

In conclusion, this system is more likely a PCEB,

or pre-CV, as the white dwarf appears cooler than ex-

pected. However, the possibility of it being a dCV can-

not be entirely ruled out. Currently, observational sam-

ples of detached systems located within or near the pe-

riod gap are relatively limited. In particular, the scarcity

of eclipsing binary samples makes it challenging to ac-

curately characterize the statistical distribution of key

parameters, such as stellar mass and radius. A larger

sample size could better reveal the shared characteris-

tics and differences among various types of binary sys-

tems. Specifically, confirming the presence of massive

white dwarfs in PCEBs would enhance the distinction

between PCEBs and dCVs, thereby advancing and re-

fining CV evolution theories.

Regardless of the evolutionary history described in

this section, the subsequent evolution of the system re-

mains the same. The system loses angular momentum

due to gravitational radiation, causing orbital contrac-

tion. It is predicted that after 0.27 Gyr, the orbital pe-

riod will decrease to approximately 155 minutes, mark-

ing the lower boundary of the period gap. At this point,

the donor is expected to refill its Roche lobe and re-

main filled, ending the separation and initiating mass

transfer. The system then continues its evolution as a

cataclysmic variable.
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