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ABSTRACT

Supernova Ia are bright explosive events that can be used to estimate cosmological distances, allowing us to study the
expansion of the Universe. They are understood to result from a thermonuclear detonation in a white dwarf that formed from
the exhausted core of a star more massive than the Sun. However, the possible progenitor channels leading to an explosion
are a long-standing debate, limiting the precision and accuracy of supernova Ia as distance indicators. Here we present HD
265435, a binary system with an orbital period of less than a hundred minutes, consisting of a white dwarf and a hot subdwarf
— a stripped core-helium burning star. The total mass of the system is 1.65±0.25 solar-masses, exceeding the Chandrasekhar
limit (the maximum mass of a stable white dwarf). The system will merge due to gravitational wave emission in 70 million years,
likely triggering a supernova Ia event. We use this detection to place constraints on the contribution of hot subdwarf-white
dwarf binaries to supernova Ia progenitors.

Type Ia supernovae (SN Ia) represent one of the crucial rungs on the cosmic distance ladder. As bright standard candles,
they contribute to obtaining measurements of the Hubble constant H0, which describes how fast the Universe is expanding at
different distances1–3. An accurate determination of the systematic uncertainties involved in these cosmological measurements
requires a reliable identification of the progenitor channels contributing to the observed SN Ia population. Current measurements
of H0 in the local Universe relying on SN Ia4 are inconsistent with estimates using the cosmic microwave background radiation
observed by the Planck experiment5. In order to establish whether this H0 tension6 is evidence for new Physics, or rather a
consequence of poor determination of systematic uncertainties, it is imperative to understand possible SN Ia channels and their
relative contributions

Although the origin of SN Ia has for long been understood as a thermonuclear detonation in a white dwarf7, triggered when
a critical mass near the Chandrasekhar limit of 1.4 M� is reached, the mechanism for the explosion itself remains under debate8.
Possible channels for achieving critical mass can be generally grouped in two: double degenerate, or single degenerate. In
the double degenerate channel, the white dwarf has another compact star as a companion, and the detonation is triggered by
the merger of the two objects9–11. In the single degenerate channel, the white dwarf accretes mass from a companion up to
a point in which thermonuclear explosion is triggered9, 12. Confirmed progenitors are extremely scarce for both channels13,
making it challenging to explain observed rates14. The once promising Henize 2-428 system15 has recently been shown to have
a total mass significantly lower than previously derived, and can no longer be considered as a SN Ia progenitor16. Even in
the dedicated ESO supernovae type Ia progenitor survey (SPY), only two systems (WD2020-425 and HE2209-1444) have
been identified as possible progenitors, both with sub-Chandrasekhar total masses17. The only known super-Chandrasekhar
candidate progenitor is KPD 1930+275218, a hot subdwarf with a close white dwarf companion. Another similar albeit less
massive binary, CD-30◦1122319, 20, also qualifies as SN Ia progenitor. These merging massive systems can also be of interest as
gravitational wave sources, in particular as verification sources for the upcoming Laser Interferometer Space Antenna (LISA).

Here we report the discovery that HD 265435 is a candidate supernova progenitor and LISA verification binary composed
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by a hot subdwarf with a massive white dwarf companion. This V = 11.78 binary system is at a distance of less than 500 pc
from the Sun, making it the closest super-Chandrasekhar candidate supernova progenitor. We analysed the light curve obtained
by the Transiting Exoplanet Survey Satellite (TESS)21 together with time-series spectroscopy to characterise the system and
determine the component masses. The properties of this binary make it a candidate for both the single degenerate and double
degenerate SN Ia channels.

Results
HD 265435 (TIC 68495594) was observed by TESS in Sector 20. The data revealed strong ellipsoidal variation, suggesting that
the visible component of the system is tidally deformed by a compact object. The light curve also reveals pulsation frequencies
showing rotational splitting. Following this discovery, we obtained time-series spectroscopy at the Palomar 200-inch telescope
with the Double-Beam Spectrograph (DBSP)22 covering one orbital cycle, with the aim of obtaining the radial velocity curve of
the visible star. We also obtained high-resolution spectra with the Echellette Spectrograph and Imager (ESI) at the Keck II
telescope to determine the line-of-sight rotational velocity, vsin i. Combining the spectra with the radius estimate from fitting
the spectral energy distribution (SED) using the Gaia early data release 3 (EDR3)23 parallax, we completely characterised the
visible component, a hot subdwarf of spectral type OB (sdOB). The orbital inclination of the system was obtained from the
estimated vsin i, given the evidence that the hot subdwarf is tidally locked, and that in turn allowed us to constrain the mass of
the unseen companion, which is likely a white dwarf with a carbon-oxygen core. We also fitted the TESS light curve without
relying on any stellar parameters derived from the spectroscopy, obtaining a consistent solution (within 2-σ ) that confirms the
nature of the companion. The obtained stellar and binary parameters for HD 265435 are provided in Table 1.

Table 1. Astrometric, stellar, and orbital parameters for HD 265435. Astrometric parameters are from Gaia EDR323,
with a zero-point correction applied to the parallax24. For stellar and orbital parameters, we show both the values obtained from
spectroscopic analyses and from the light curve fit, if derived independently, as well as the adopted values which result from
combining the two solutions by concatenating the distributions obtained for each parameter. Quoted values are the median, and
uncertainties give the 68% confidence interval. Where a χ2 fit was employed (see text), the systematic uncertainty was
quadratically added to the statistical fit uncertainty. Quantities shown are the right ascension RA, declination DEC, parallax ϖ ,
proper motions in the right ascension, µα , and declination, µδ , directions, the hot subwarf effective temperature Teff sd, surface
gravity log gsd, helium abundance log ysd, mass Msd, radius Rsd, and luminosity Lsd, the white dwarf mass MWD, the
zero-point of the ephemeris T0, the orbital period P, the radial-velocity semi-amplitude of the hot subdwarf Ksd, the systemic
velocity of the binary V0, the mass ratio q, the orbital inclination i, the orbital distance a, the merging time due to gravitational
waves τ , and the gravitational wave amplitude A .

Parameter Spectroscopic solution Light curve solution Adopted value
RA (J2000) - 06:53:24.30

DEC (J2000) - +33:03:34.2
ϖ (mas) - 2.216±0.055

µα (mas/yr) - −4.83±0.06
µδ (mas/yr) - −4.583±0.0492

Teff sd (K) 34300±400 fixed 34300±400
log gsd [cgs] 5.62±0.10 5.52±0.04 5.55+0.12

−0.06
log ysd −1.46±0.10 -

Msd (M�) 0.62+0.17
−0.13 0.64+0.10

−0.09 0.63+0.13
−0.12

Rsd (R�) 0.203±0.006 0.230±0.012 0.213+0.025
−0.013

Lsd (L�) 51±4 67+8
−7 57+14

−8
MWD (M�) 0.91+0.11

−0.10 1.10±0.11 1.01±0.15
T0 (BJD) fixed 24571909.6899552(26)
P (days) fixed 0.0688184888(32)

Ksd (km/s) 343.1±1.2 Gaussian prior 343.1±1.2
V0 (km/s) 8.2±0.8 -

q 1.46+0.22
−0.18 1.70+0.11

−0.09 1.63+0.15
−0.26

i (degrees) 76±6 60±2 64+14
−5

a (R�) 0.805+0.048
−0.042 0.851±0.034 0.831+0.043

−0.050
τ (Myr) 76+25

−19 63+15
−11 70+26

−16
A (10−22) 3.1+1.1

−0.8 3.7+0.8
−0.7 3.5+1.0

−0.9
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Period determination
A Lomb-Scargle periodogram of the TESS light curve showed a dominant peak at 49.54959(15) min (Fig. 1). Phase-folding
the light curve to twice this dominant peak revealed the occurrence of Doppler boosting25, causing a height difference of
≈ 0.3% between consecutive maxima, indicating that the real orbital period is P = 99.09918(29) minutes. A smaller amplitude
peak can be seen at this period, as well as harmonics at P/3 and P/4. The periodogram also shows a wealth of short-period
peaks, which are in the correct range for p-mode pulsations of the hot subdwarf26, 27. We identified a total of 33 frequencies
above a detection level of five times the average amplitude of the Fourier transform (see Supplementary Table 1). Many of
these frequencies are part of rotational multiplets, which result from the spherical symmetry being broken by rotation28. The
separation is expected to be proportional to the rotation period, and close to equal to it for p-mode oscillations29. We find the
separation between peaks to be equal to the orbital period (see Supplementary Figure 1), suggesting thus that the rotation period
of the subdwarf is equal to the orbital period, i.e. the system is synchronised, as is often is observationally inferred for hot
subdwarf binaries with orbital periods of less than half a day30.
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Figure 1. Periodogram of the TESS light curve. Panel (a) shows the full periodogram, in which a dominant peak can be
seen at 49.54959(15) min, corresponding to half the orbital period. Multiple low-period peaks can also be identified in the
range of 4–6 minutes, as detailed in the inset panel (b).

The TESS 2-minute cadence is not adequate for correctly sampling such short periods, therefore we attempt no aster-
oseismologial analysis. These periods were identified so that their effect could be subtracted from the light curve prior to
modelling the effect of the binary companion, otherwise they would have lead to systematic errors on the final fit parame-
ters. This was done recursively: we first calculated a preliminary model for the variability due to binarity (see Methods for
details), which we then subtracted from the original light curve in order to determine the short periods. Next we performed
a global fit using all 33 identified peaks, and subtracted the obtained model from the original light curve. The preliminary
model was also used to fit the full light curve in order to refine the period and determine the zero point of the ephemeris
(adopted here as the superior conjunction of the unseen companion). We obtained a period of P = 0.0688184888(32) days, and
BJD0 = 24571909.6899552(26) days. The light curve and radial velocity data folded using this ephemeris is shown in Fig. 2.

The radial-velocity curve of the hot subdwarf
We determine the radial velocities by cross-correlating each spectrum obtained with DBSP with a best-fit spectral template (see
the Methods section for a full description of the procedure). We analysed spectra from the blue and red arms separately, as they
are not obtained simultaneously, and obtained consistent radial velocities. We fitted the radial velocities assuming a circular
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Figure 2. Phased data for HD 265435. Panel (a) shows the light curve, and panel (b) the radial velocity data, both
phase-folded to the obtained ephemeris. In panel (a), the original TESS data is shown as grey dots. The phased data were
binned every 50 points for the light curve fit, as shown by the black crosses. The median one-sigma uncertainty for the binned
data is shown as a bar to the top left. In panel (b), the individual radial velocity estimates are shown in black with their
one-sigma uncertainties. The best-fit model is shown as red dashed lines in both panels. The dominant effect in the light curve
is an ellipsoidal variation caused by the tidal deformation of the visible component. The tidal deformation also leads to gravity
darkening, causing the two minima to show different depths. The less prominent effect of Doppler boosting, which causes
maxima to show different heights, is in turn caused by the orbital motion of the visible companion. We trace the location of
each minima and maxima with solid horizontal lines, to make the effect of these phenomena more easily noticeable.

orbit, with the period fixed to the photometric period, as the time span of our radial velocity curve would not allow a precise
independent determination of the period. We allowed the zero point of the ephemeris to vary by P/2 in order to account for
possible phase shifts between the photometric and spectroscopic data, obtaining a value consistent with the photometry within
four decimal places. The best-fit model is shown in the bottom panel of Fig. 2. The obtained radial velocities revealed a large
radial semi-amplitude of Ksd = 343.1±1.2 km s−1, implying a mass function for the unseen companion of

fcomp =
M3

comp sin3(i)
(Msd +Mcomp)2 =

PK3
sd

2πG
= 0.288±0.003 M�. (1)

Combining the obtained systemic velocity with the Gaia astrometric information, we find the system to show dynamics
consistent with the thin disk of the Galaxy (see Methods for details).

Characterising the system and the nature of the companion
The obtained spectra revealed the visible component to be a sdOB, as already suggested based on its Gaia DR2 parameters31.
We performed spectral fits of the Doppler corrected DBSP spectra (as detailed in the Methods section), obtaining an effective
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temperature of Teff = 34300±400 K and surface gravity with log g = 5.62±0.10. With Teff and log g fixed, we obtained vsin i
and helium-to-hydrogen ratio (by number) log y by fitting each of the high-resolution ESI spectra separately, to avoid additional
broadening introduced by co-adding the spectra. This resulted on log y =−1.46±0.04 and vsin i = 152±6 km s−1.

Performing a fit to the SED (see Methods for further details), we find the photometry to be consistent with a single hot
subdwarf, finding no contribution from the unseen companion. Using the Gaia EDR3 parallax, our SED fit provided a radius
estimate of Rsd = 0.203± 0.006 R�, implying a hot subdwarf mass of 0.62+0.17

−0.13 M� from the obtained log g. Given the
indication that the rotational period of the hot subdwarf is synchronised with the orbital period, the orbital inclination can also
be obtained from radius and vsin i, which give 76± 6◦. Finally, Eq. 1 given above can be solved to obtain the mass of the
unseen companion, which is found to be 0.91+0.11

−0.10 M�, corroborating its nature as a compact object, as no contribution from an
early-type companion is observed.

Alternatively, the multiple effects observed in the light curve of HD 265435 can be used to constrain some stellar parameters
of the system independently from the spectroscopy. The ellipsoidal variation, gravity darkening and Doppler boosting effects
depend mainly on the radius of the hot subdwarf and masses of both components. The temperature and radius of the unseen
companion, on the other hand, can still not be constrained, as its contribution to the light curve is negligible and no eclipses are
observed.

We fit the light curve using LCURVE32, a code that uses a inhomogeneous grid of points, optimised to reproduce the stellar
surface area, to model the brightness of two orbiting stars with shapes set by a Roche potential. We left as free parameters the
mass ratio q, the inclination angle i, the scaled equatorial radius of the hot subdwarf rsd = Rsd/a, where a is the orbital distance,
and the velocity scale, Vscale = (Ksd +Kcomp)/sin i. The value of Ksd was required to be consistent with the determination from
the radial velocity observations, but no other priors were applied (see Methods for details on the procedure).

We obtained q = 1.70+0.11
−0.09, i = 60± 2◦, rsd = 0.289± 0.009, and Vscale = 625± 25 km s−1. These parameters imply

masses of Msd = 0.64+0.10
−0.09 M� and Mcomp = 1.10±0.11 M�, and a hot subdwarf radius of Rsd = 0.232±0.012 R�, therefore

consistent with the parameters derived from spectroscopic fitting within their 95% confidence intervals, as illustrated in Fig. 3.

Figure 3. Comparison between photometric and spectroscopic solutions. Panel (a) shows the component masses, and
panel (b) the hot subdwarf radius and the inclination of the system. The blue crosses show values derived by spectroscopic
analyses, whereas the orange dots result from the light curve solution. The dashed contours show confidence intervals
corresponding to 68%, 95% and 99%. Mass combinations above the dashed grey line in panel (a) are above the Chandrasekhar
limit.

Combining the two consistent solutions by concatenating the distributions obtained for each parameter, we find the stellar
and orbital parameters given in the third column of Table 1. The mass of the companion is found to be Mcomp = 1.01±0.15 M�.
This implies that the companion is likely a white dwarf with a C/O core, although an O/Ne(/Mg) composition is possible if the
mass is above 1.088 M�33. The total mass of the system is found to be 1.65±0.25 M�.
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Future evolution of HD 265435
The evolution of a binary is primarily determined by the total mass of the system, initial orbital separation and the evolutionary
status of the hot subdwarf at the time of Roche-lobe overflow (RLOF). The obtained radius hints at a hydrogen envelope with a
current mass around 1.5×10−4 M�, which is typical for hot subdwarf stars34.

We carried out numerical simulations of the evolution of the system in order to determine its possible outcomes. Assuming
solar metallicity, a helium star with a total mass of 0.63 M� and a remaining H-envelope of 10−4 M� about halfway through its
expected core He burning lifetime yields physical parameters consistent with the observed values (see panel (A) of Fig. 4). The
model was placed in a binary with a carbon-oxygen core white dwarf approximated by a point mass. We include the effects of
rotation, assuming tidal locking and angular momentum loss through gravitational radiation. Our benchmark model assumes no
wind mass loss, which is the standard assumption in modelling of hot subdwarfs. However, as our results are partially sensitive
to the occurrence of winds, which are, in the case of hot subdwarf stars, still a matter of debate, we also include a weak wind35

in an alternative model. We note that inclusion of wind suggests an initial mass of the hydrogen envelope of 3×10−4 M�, half
of which has been ejected at the time of observation. Further details of the simulation are given in the Methods section.

We find that RLOF is precipitated by the end of the hot subdwarf’s core helium burning phase after ∼ 29.6 million years
(see panels (B) and (C) of Fig. 4). In our benchmark model, subsequent expansion then leads to RLOF. The transferred material
will be hydrogen enriched for the first ∼ 3.0 million years of RLOF, subsequently becoming He-enriched, as the remaining
hydrogen envelope is stripped. The He-enriched phase is expected to last for ∼ 1 million years, resulting on ∼ 0.015 M� of
He-rich material being transferred. Mass transfer rates are expected to lie in the range 10−11−10−9 M�/yr, enough to indicate
a phase of classical nova eruptions36, 37, and will not exceed 2.5×10−8 M�/yr during the He-rich phase, which indicates that
helium will be accumulated quiescently, without igniting38, 39, on the white dwarf.

The introduction of a weak wind has the effect of delaying the RLOF phase, which happens then after ∼ 37 million years
(see panels (B) and (D) of Fig. 4). This discrepancy in the onset of RLOF is explained firstly by the benchmark model requiring
∼ 5 million years longer to acquire the observed properties and, secondly, by the presence of a H-enriched envelope, which is
removed by winds in the alternative scenario. This envelope expands faster than the H-depleted parts of the envelope as the star
moves into He-shell burning. The expansion of the helium envelope preceding the end of core helium burning in the alternative
model is a result of the removal of the hydrogen rich envelope by the weak wind, to which the helium envelope, in preserving
the star’s boundary conditions and smooth pressure gradient, reacts by expanding. We note that our qualitative and quantitative
predictions for the future evolution of this system are otherwise unaffected by the presence of a wind.

This mass transfer rate is sufficient to stabilise the binary against further inspiral due to gravitational wave radiation (GWR)
for the duration of the mass transfer phase, leading to an increase of the merger time (71.8 Myr according to our simulation)40, 41.
Quiescent accumulation is a prerequisite for ignition of a thermonuclear SN according to the double detonation mechanism
(for more detail see Methods section), however, the amount of transferred material is too small. The end of this mass transfer
phase is precipitated by the remaining helium envelope of the hot subdwarf losing sufficient mass, both due to nuclear burning
and mass transfer to the companion, for further helium burning to become unsustainable. At this point the hot subdwarf will
contract thermally to become a CO white dwarf with a remnant He envelope of ∼ 0.03 M�, i.e. a hybrid HeCO white dwarf.

Following this mass transfer phase, the system will continue to lose angular momentum due to GWR. The former hot
subdwarf will then fill its Roche lobe once again. With a mass ratio of q≈ 1.64, this episode will likely lead to dynamically
unstable RLOF, in the course of which the former hot subdwarf is disrupted and merges with the heavier companion, resulting
on one of three possible channels for the thermonuclear detonation, (i) a prompt detonation42 of the more massive white dwarf,
(ii) a violent merger of the two white dwarfs43, or (iii) unstable ignition of helium on the more massive white dwarf travelling
along the accretion stream and leading to the double detonation of the white dwarf donating mass44. However, we emphasise
the presence of a non-negligible amount of unburnt helium on the accretor. The derived masses allow us to constrain the merger
time due to gravitational wave emission45, which is found to be 70+26

−16 Myr, consistent with our numerical simulation. The
characteristic strain46, 47 of the system places it above the detection limit of LISA, as illustrated in Fig. 5.

We note that, given our obtained mass intervals, there is a ' 16% probability that the total mass of the system is below the
Chandrasekhar mass. In this case, the system would not lead to a supernovae through any standard double degenerate or single
degenerate channel. The likely scenario is recurrent novae starting some 20 Myr from the time of observation, followed by a
double degenerate dynamical merger. There remains a possibility for prompt-detonation, which depends on the presence of
helium on the former hot subdwarf42, 48.

Discussion
The newly discovered system HD 265435 brings the number of hot subdwarf with white dwarf companions that qualify as
supernova progenitors to three, making this the class of binaries with the most observed progenitor candidates. These supernova
may ultimately not show typical SN Ia spectra, but may appear subluminous and/or peculiar depending on their mass ratio43.
HD 265435 has very similar properties to KPD 1930+2752: both harbour a relatively hot subdwarf star (Teff > 30000 K)

6/25



5.2

5.3

5.4

5.5

5.6

5.7

5.8

5.9

6
3000032000340003600038000

−12

−11

−10

−9

−8

−7

24 26 28 30 32 34 36 38 40

0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6

0.7

0.8

0.9

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100

H
-r

ic
h

M
T

H
e-

ri
ch

M
T

0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6

0.7

0.8

0.9

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100

H
e
-r
ic
h

M
T

lo
g
(g
)

Teff [K]

no wind

wind

9
8

7
6

5
4

3

2

a = 1
1.5

10

MH = a · 10−4M�

obs

(A)

lo
g
(Ṁ
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Figure 4. Model and prediction of the future evolution of HD265435. Panel (A) shows predicted evolutionary tracks in
Teff-log(g) for hot subdwarfs of a mass of 0.63M� and H-envelopes between 10−4 M� and 10−3 M� with the solid purple line
representing the favoured models with ∼ 1.5×10−4 M� (no wind) starting from the beginning of the binary run. The weak
wind model with an initial hydrogen envelope of ∼ 1.5×10−4 M� is represented by the dashed orange line. The hot subdwarf
observed position in the diagram is as indicated, with error bars representing the systematic uncertainty of the obtained spectral
parameters. Panel (B) shows the evolution of the system’s mass transfer rate under the assumption of either no wind (solid
lines) and a weak wind (dashed). Colour indicates whether the transferred mass is H or He enriched. Shaded areas indicate
where H-accretion induced novae or He-accretion induced flashes are expected. Panel (C) shows the orbital evolution of the
benchmark model system without wind. Here, RsdB is the total radius of the hot subdwarf, including hydrogen envelope. RHe is
the radius of the He-rich shell and RCO the radius of the inert CO core. RRL is the radius of the Roche lobe of the hot subdwarf.
The shaded areas indicate expected mass transfer phases and dominant composition of the transferred material. Panel (D) is
equivalent to Panel (C) but for the weak wind model.
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Figure 5. Gravitational wave frequency and strain of HD 265435. The black line shows the LISA sensitivity curve for a
four-year mission49. The red square shows the median strain and frequency of HD 265435, with the errorbar representing the
68% confidence interval. Black data points are previously known verification binaries50.

and a massive white dwarf with a CO core as companion, bringing the total mass of the system above the Chandrasekhar
limit. Additionally, both hot subdwarfs in HD 265435 and in KPD 1930+2752 have been observed to show peaks in the
range of p-mode pulsations. CD-30◦11223, on the other hand, has lower mass components and total mass slightly below
the Chandrasekhar limit. However, KPD 1930+2752 will likely evolve through the core-He burning phase without filling its
Roche lobe and transferring mass to the companion39, whereas mass transfer is predicted to happen to both HD 265435 and
CD-30◦11223. Therefore, in terms of its evolutionary fate, HD 265435 is more similar to CD-30◦11223. A class of Roche
lobe-filling hot subdwarf binaries has recently been discovered51, providing observational evidence for the existence of systems
undergoing mass transfer before the hot subdwarf evolves into a white dwarf.

Perhaps the most remarkable common property of these candidate supernova progenitors is the fact that they are all
found within 1 kpc of the Sun and seem to be members of the thin disk, showing relatively low Galactic latitudes. Given
their Gaia EDR3 zero-point corrected parallaxes, CD-30◦11223 is at 349±6 pc and b = 28.9◦, HD 265435 at 451±11 pc
and b = 14.8◦, and KPD 1930+2752 at 825+27

−24 pc and b = 4.3◦. Making the assumption that these three objects consist of
the entire sample of hot subdwarf-white dwarf binaries that qualify as supernova progenitors within 1 kpc and taking into
account a Poissonic uncertainty, that would imply a space density of 0.22±0.13 kpc−3 for this type of system, considering
the effective volume given by the thin disk density52. We can also roughly estimate the rate of SN Ia that can be attributed to
such systems. There are ∼ 3000 hot subdwarf candidates within 1 kpc31. Accounting for an estimated contamination level
of 10%31, this would suggest that 3 out of the 2700 hot subdwarfs within 1 kpc are possible SN Ia progenitors. Given the
birthrate of such stars of 0.014–0.063 yr−153, this implies that the SN Ia rate that can be attributed to hot subdwarf-white dwarf
binaries is 1.5–7×10−5 yr−1. Population synthesis simulations suggest a larger value of ∼ 3×10−4 yr−1 for the contribution
of helium star-white dwarf binaries to the SN Ia rate54, but this estimate includes also helium stars more massive than hot
subdwarfs. Our estimate is comparable to the estimated contribution from double degenerate white dwarf binaries, which is
2.1±1.0×10−5 yr−113. The Galactic SN Ia rate is in turn estimated to be 7.2±2.3×10−3 yr−155, 56. Therefore, our estimate
suggests that hot subdwarf-white dwarf binaries cannot bring the Galactic SN Ia rate into agreement with observed progenitor
rates, despite being the most numerous observed class of progenitors. Our estimate should be, however, regarded as a lower
limit, since we have assumed that there are no other SN Ia progenitors consisting of hot subdwarf-white dwarf binaries within
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1 kpc. The TESS extended mission, as well as future missions such as the Legacy Survey of Space and Time (LSST), will put
this assumption to test.

Methods
Observations and data reduction
HD 265435 (TIC 68495594) was observed by TESS in Sector 20, yielding two-minute cadence data over a baseline of 26.3 days,
with a three day gap after 12.3 days during which the data were being downloaded to Earth. We retrieved the light curve derived
by the TESS Science Processing Operations Center (SPOC), and used the PDCSAP flux, which corrects the simple aperture
photometry (SAP) to remove instrumental trends and contributions to the aperture expected to come from neighbouring stars
identified in a pre-search data conditioning (PDC). The pipeline also provides an estimate of the contribution of the target
to the flux in the aperture, taking into account possible contamination by neighbouring targets. The value for HD 265435 is
0.65. The contamination is likely due to a G = 12.3 star 28" away, given the TESS pixel size of 21".. This much redder star
(GBP−GRP = 0.786, compared to GBP−GRP = −0.469 for HD 265435) is likely a main sequence F star given the stellar
parameters in the Gaia DR2 (Teff = 5860 K and R = 1.50 R�57). We identify no variability that could be attributed to this
contaminating source, therefore we assume it to be constant, and that light curve amplitude has been correctly corrected by the
SPOC pipeline.

Optical spectra were obtained at the Palomar 200-inch telescope with DBSP using a low resolution mode (R' 1200). We
obtained 40 exposures of 120 seconds covering 1.65 hours on March 02 2020. An average bias and normalised flat-field frame
was made out of 10 individual bias and 10 individual lamp flat-fields. To account for telescope flexure, an arc lamp was taken
at the position of the target after each observing sequence. For the blue arm, FeAr arc exposures were taken, and HeNeAr
for the red arm. Both arms of the spectrograph were reduced using a custom PyRAF-based pipeline58. The pipeline performs
standard image processing and spectral reduction procedures, including bias subtraction, flat-field correction, wavelength
calibration, optimal spectral extraction, and flux calibration. The trailed spectra are shown in Supplementary Fig. 2, and clearly
show periodical changes of the line centres. Finally, we obtained ten 60 second exposures with ESI at the Keck II telescope
on September 10 2020, which were combined into a R' 6000, high signal-to-noise ratio (S/N ' 170) spectrum. ThAr arc
exposures were taken at the end of the night. The spectra were reduced using the MAKEE pipeline following the standard
procedure: bias subtraction, flat fielding, sky subtraction, order extraction, and wavelength calibration.

The spectral fit of the hot subdwarf
The observed spectra were matched to a model grid by χ2 minimisation59. The quantitative spectral analysis is based on a new
grid of model atmospheres and synthetic hydrogen and helium spectra that account for deviations from local thermodynamic
equilibrium (LTE). We start from an LTE temperature/density stratification calculated with the ATLAS12 code60. Non-LTE
population numbers of hydrogen and helium levels are then calculated with the DETAIL code61, 62 and handed back to ATLAS12
to correct the atmospheric structure for non-LTE effects in an iterative process63. After convergence, DETAIL is used again to
solve the coupled equations of radiative transfer and statistical equilibrium numerically. Finally the SURFACE code61, 62 is used
to calculate the emergent spectrum using the non-LTE occupation numbers and detailed line-broadening tables. This hybrid
approach has been shown to reproduce observations of B-type stars64, and has since been has applied to the entire Teff and log g
range of sdB and sdOB stars, from the coolest (≈ 23000 K)65, 66 to the very hottest (≈ 40000 K)67. Recent updates to all three
codes63 such as the implementation of the occupation probability formalism68 for hydrogen, and Stark broadening tables for
hydrogen and neutral helium69, 70 are considered. We first fitted the individual DBSP spectra, which have better normalisation
and cover the Balmer jump, to determine Teff and log g; vsin i was also left as a free parameter. We find Teff = 34300±400 K and
logg = 5.62±0.10. Our log g estimate differs from previous literature results71, because of orbital smearing of their spectra,
which were exposed for ≈ 1/3 of the orbital period. Next we fit each of the higher-resolution ESI spectra to determine vsin i
and log y, fixing the values of Teff and logg to those determined from the DBSP spectra. We fit only the helium lines, which are
more sensitive than the Balmer lines, obtaining log y = −1.46±0.10 and vsin i = 152±7 km s−1. Exemplary spectroscopic
fits are shown in Supplementary Fig. 3.

The SED fitting method
The observed magnitudes were matched to a synthetic flux distribution employing a χ2 based fitting routine72. The synthetic
flux distribution is interpolated from a grid of model SEDs calculated with ATLAS12, as described in the previous section, for
the spectroscopically inferred atmospheric parameters. With the SED fit, we derive the angular diameter Θ = 2R/d (with the
stellar radius R and distance d), a scaling factor derived from the observed flux f (λ ) and the synthetic stellar surface flux F(λ )
by making use of the geometric flux dilution, that is, f (λ ) = Θ2F(λ )/4. The radius can then be determined from R = Θ/(2ϖ)
using the trigonometric parallax measurement ϖ provided by the Gaia EDR3, which has high-precision and quality indicators
within specifications, in particular the re-normalised unit weight error73 (RUWE).
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As HD 265435 is located at low Galactic latitude (b =+14.8◦), interstellar reddening must be taken into account by fitting
the interstellar colour excess along with the angular diameter. To model interstellar absorption we use the reddening law of
Fitzpatrick et al.74. We find interstellar reddening to be relatively small, with E(B-V)= 0.044 ± 0.011, compared to values from
reddening maps75, 76, implying that most of the line-of-sight reddening occurs beyond HD 265435. We derive the stellar radius
from the angular diameter Θ and the parallax ϖ by accounting for a Gaia EDR3 zero point offset of −0.049 mas, calculated for
HD26543524, and find R = 0.203±0.06 R�. Our fit is shown in Supplementary Fig. 4.

The radial-velocity fitting method
Radial velocities were determined using the iraf package rvsao77 by performing cross-correlation with the task xcsao.
Barycentric corrections were calculated and applied within this same task. We initially used a spectral template for a pure-
hydrogen atmosphere with Teff = 30000 K and log g = 5.5. Each spectrum was then Doppler-corrected, and all spectra from
the same arm were co-added. The co-added spectrum was used as input for a spectral fit. A template calculated using the best
parameters from this spectroscopic fit was then used to re-calculate the radial velocities with xcsao. The values obtained (given
in Supplementary Tables 2 and 3) were consistent with the initial values using the pure-hydrogen template, but uncertainties
were lower by a factor of two. We performed a fit to the radial velocity curve using the Markov-chain Monte Carlo method
(MCMC) implemented with the emcee package78. We assume a circular orbit, and thus fit the radial velocities using:

RV (t) = V0 +Ksd sin[2π(t− t0)/P], (2)

where V0 is the systemic velocity, Ksd is the radial velocity semi-amplitude of the hot subdwarf, t0 is the zero point of the
ephemeris, and P is the orbital period. The period was fixed to the photometric period, whereas t0 was allowed to vary P/2. The
velocities V0 and Ksd were left to vary freely within physical limits, but we used values from χ2 minimisation as the initial
guess. We note that, given that the spectral lines of hot subdwarfs are inherently broad, the effect of orbital smearing for our
integration time of 2% of the orbital period is of the same order of the radial velocity uncertainties, which were taken into
account in our MCMC fit. We obtained V0 = 8.2±0.8 km s−1 and Ksd = 343.1±1.2 km s−1.

The Galactic orbit of HD 265435
We calculated the Galactic orbit of HD 265435 using the package galpy79. The Galactic potential was modelled with three
components (bulge, disk, and halo) plus a central black hole of mass 4× 106M�79, 80. The Sun was placed at a distance
of R0 = 8.27± 0.29 kpc from the Galactic centre with peculiar motion in the Local Standard of Rest of (U�,V�,W�) =
(11.1,12.24,7.25) km s−1, and the Milky way rotation speed at the Solar circle was set to Vc = 238± 9 km s−181, 82. The
system shows dynamics consistent with the thin disk of the Galaxy, as can be seen in Supplementary Fig. 5. Other indicators,
namely the Galactic velocity components (U = 11± 2 km s−1, V = 232± 4 km s−1, W = −14± 2 km s−1), and angular
momentum and eccentricity (Jz = 2130±3 kpc km−1 s−1 and e = 0.227+/−0.001), also point to thin disk membership83.

The light-curve fitting method
We used LCURVE32 to carry out the light curve analysis. This code uses a grid of points to model the two stars, with shapes set
by a Roche potential. The flux emitted by each grid point is calculated from a blackbody with a given estimated temperature
at the bandpass wavelength, taking into account corrections for limb darkening, gravity darkening, Doppler beaming, and
reflection effects.

We assume that the orbit is circular, as done for the radial velocity fit. The temperature of the hot subdwarf was fixed at
the value determined from the spectroscopy. The lack of blue-excess in the SED fit implies a maximum temperature for the
companion of Tcomp ≈ 90000 K. Assuming the minimum mass obtained from the spectroscopy and the mass-radius relationship
for a carbon-oxygen white dwarf (which will give the maximum radius, and therefore maximum luminosity, for the unseen
companion), we obtain that the companion contribution to the light is no more than 0.5%. Test-runs of an MCMC fit to the
light curve showed that the companion temperature and radius indeed cannot be constrained given the lack of contribution to
the observed flux. Therefore we kept the companion temperature and radius fixed to arbitrary values of Tcomp = 30000 K and
Rcomp/a = 0.0125, which are consistent with a white dwarf and result in a contribution of ∼ 0.15%.

For the hot subdwarf, limb-darkening and gravity darkening coefficients, as well as the Doppler boosting factor, were
interpolated from the tables 4 and y of Claret et al. 202084. We used the values for a pure-hydrogen composition (log[He/H] =
−10.0), because coefficients are unavailable at our derived values of Teff and log g for models with intermediate helium
abundance. Test-runs indicate that this choice does not affect our solution significantly, and leaving these parameters as free
results in values consistent with the tabulated values that were used. These coefficients were all set to zero for the secondary, as
it has no measurable contribution. This leaves as free parameters in our light curve fit the mass ratio q, the inclination angle i,
the scaled radius of the primary rsd = Rsd/a, where a is the orbital distance, and the velocity scale, Vscale = (Ksd +Kcomp)/sin i.

We first computed a preliminary fit of the light curve phased to the period determined from the Lomb-Scargle periodogram
using the Levenberg–Marquardt algorithm for χ2 minimisation. For this initial fit our goal was not to obtain the best physical
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solution, but to calculate a model describing the light curve well enough to allow a more precise determination of the ephemeris,
and to subtract the binary contribution from the light curve in order to determine the contribution of pulsations. The pulsation
analysis was carried out with PERIOD0485. We found 33 frequencies above a detection level of five times the average amplitude
of the Fourier transform. We performed a global fit in PERIOD04 using all 33 identified frequencies, and subtracted the obtained
model from the original light curve.

Next we performed a MCMC fit to the pulsations-subtracted light curve phase-folded to the determined period. The starting
point were the parameters obtained from spectroscopic analyses. Initially we let all free parameters vary freely by imposing
no priors on their values. This resulted on a solution with a velocity scale that was inconsistent with the observed radial
velocity semi-amplitude of the hot subdwarf. We have then performed a new fit, applying a Gaussian prior to the radial velocity
semi-amplitude of the hot subdwarf, to guarantee its consistency with the value estimated from spectroscopic observations. Our
best-fit model is shown in the top panel of Fig. 2, and the corner plot for our MCMC run is shown in Supplementary Fig. 6. We
note that the quoted log g for the light curve solution was computed using a flux-weighted radius, not the equatorial radius.

The evolution of the system
We conducted a numerical analysis of this system using the Modules for Experiments in Stellar Astrophysics (MESA) release
1277886–90. We note that the radius of the hot subdwarf component radius is about 1.7 times that of a pure helium hot subdwarf
of the same mass34, which hints at the presence of a thin (≤ 10−3 M�) remnant hydrogen-rich envelope, which is typical
of observed hot subdwarf stars. We found that the observational parameters best fit an evolved helium star with a remnant
hydrogen envelope of 1.5×10−4 M� and solar metallicity. This model was created by initialising a hydrogen depleted pre-MS
model with solar metallicity and allowing it to contract, with nuclear burning disabled, to hydrostatic equilibrium. A hydrogen
rich envelope of appropriate mass and metallicity was then accreted onto this model and the model again relaxed to hydrostatic
equilibrium. Following this, the model was evolved until it matched the observational properties of the observed hot subdwarf
star. In order to preserve consistency, this was repeated for an alternative model with the inclusion of a weak wind (see below).
We found that, with a wind, an initial hydrogen envelope of 3.0×10−4 M� was required. At the point where the alternative
model matched the observations, about half of this envelope had been removed by winds. However, in order to evolve from
its initial position in the Hertzsprung–Russell diagram, the benchmark model took ∼ 31.2Myr, while the alternative model
only required ∼ 26.2Myr. The initial model was then placed in a binary system with an orbital period of Porb = 101min and a
1.02M� white dwarf, approximated as a point mass.

In order to model the evolution of the hot subdwarf star, we use the predictive mixing scheme included in MESA with
the the same parameter setting as Ostrowski et al. 202091, Appendix B, and a semi-convection parameter of α = 0.1. (Note:
Inclusion of semi-convection tends to induce so-called "breathing pulses" in the models, which are deemed non-physical
numerical artefacts. We choose the semi-convection parameter in our study such as to avoid this issue.) We note that this
scheme tends to underestimate the growth of the hot subdwarf’s convective core, leading to an underestimation of the hot
subdwarf’s remaining He-burning lifetime. This does not significantly impact the reliability of our predictions, which are
in agreement with previous studies. As hot subdwarf winds are currently a matter of debate, we present our analysis under
two different assumptions: no winds (the standard assumption) and a nominal wind following a prescription by de Jager et al.
199892. The latter prescription yields wind mass loss rates on the order of 10−11 M�/yr, which agrees well with theoretical
predictions35, but falls short of the 10−9 M�/yr claimed by more recent studies93. We include the effects of rotation, assuming
tidal locking and angular momentum loss through gravitational radiation, while RLOF-driven mass transfer is assumed to be
conservative. Preceding any interaction, the system is expected to lose angular momentum through the emission of gravitational
radiation, leading to RLOF after ∼ 29.6Myr (no wind). For the following ∼ 3.0Myr of this RLOF phase, the transferred
material will be hydrogen enriched with mass transfer rates well below 10−9 M� yr−1. This may be sufficient to lead to a series
of classical nova outbursts by the accreting white dwarf36, 37. In the alternative scenario with a weak wind, RLOF is expected to
occur after ∼ 37Myr. In either case, the phase of He-enriched mass transfer is expected to last ∼ 1.0Myr, at the end of which
the envelope of the hot subdwarf will have lost sufficient amounts of He due to ongoing nuclear burning and mass transfer for
continued He fusion to become unsustainable. At the end of He-burning in the hot subdwarf star and its subsequent contraction
to a CO white dwarf, a significant amount of unburnt helium (∼ 0.03M�) will remain on its surface, sufficient to classify it as a
hybrid HeCO white dwarf. We note that our simulations and predictions on the amount of remaining and transferred helium
independently corroborate previous studies of systems of this type39, 94. This He-rich material will be accumulated at rates
not exceeding 2.5×10−8 M�/yr, sufficiently low in order to allow for the material to be accumulated without ignition (i.e.
quiescently). Quiescent accumulation allows for building up a significant layer of unburnt helium on the white dwarf. When
this pristine helium ignites explosively, ignition of the underlying carbon-oxygen core may follow, leading to a SN95–97 (double
detonation mechanism), however, the amount of material transferred is too small by ≥ 0.04 M�. With nuclear burning thus
quenched, the hot subdwarf will contract to become a white dwarf. The thus formed close double degenerate binary will then
merge ∼ 71.8Myr from the current epoch. Although the mass ratio remains below that previously predicted43, 98–101 for likely
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progenitor systems of typical SN Ia, of ≈ 1.11, a thermonuclear supernova is the most likely outcome, given the high total
mass of the system. However, the observed spectrum may not resemble a typical SN Ia, but instead a SN Iax or an otherwise
subluminous or spectrally peculiar SN Ia38, 43, 102–104.

A number of viable channels for the production of a binaries like HD 265435 have been proposed in the past34. A hot
subdwarf star of this mass is expected to form via unstable RLOF at the end of its progenitor’s first giant branch (FGB), leading
to common-envelope evolution53, 105. Assuming this formation channel, using once more the MESA framework, we evolved a
number of likely hot subdwarf progenitors until the end of their respective FGB. In broad agreement with Han et al. 2002,
200353, 105 we find that the likely progenitor of the hot subdwarf is a main sequence star in in the mass range of ∼ 4.3−4.4M�,
which, with a white dwarf progenitor of ∼ 6M�106, will determine the evolutionary timescale of the system. Note that Han et
al. 2002,200353, 105 do not provide delay times, leading to our retread of their analysis. Discrepancies are due to the utilised
overshooting prescription. Under these conditions, the lifetime of the progenitor binary is ∼ 140Myr. The system requires an
additional ∼ 31.2Myr (benchmark) ∼ 26.2Myr (alternative) for the hot subdwarf to evolve to its currently observed physical
properties. Accordingly, the timescale from zero-age main sequence to merger would be on the order of ∼ 238−243Myr.

Data availability
The TESS data used in this work are public and can be accessed via the Barbara A. Mikulski Archive for Space Tele-
scopes (https://mast.stsci.edu/). Obtained follow-up spectra, evolutionary models and MESA inlists are available in Zenodo
(https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.4792303).

Code availability
The PyRAF-based pipeline for DBSP speectra reduction is available at https://github.com/ebellm/pyraf-dbsp, whereas the
MAKEE pipeline for ESI spectra can be found at http://www.astro.caltech.edu/∼tb/ipac_staff/tab/makee/. The radial velocity
determination code rvsao is available from http://tdc-www.harvard.edu/iraf/rvsao/. The package galpy can be installed
following https://docs.galpy.org/en/v1.6.0/. The SED and spectral fitting routines are publicly documented as described above,
but not publicly available. The software employed for pre-whitening the light curve, PERIOD04, can be obtained from
https://www.univie.ac.at/tops/Period04/. LCURVE is available at https://github.com/trmrsh/cpp-lcurve. The stellar evolution
code MESA can be downloaded from http://mesa.sourceforge.net/.
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Supplementary Table 1. Identified short periods of the system. The 33 frequencies above a 5-σ detection level,
calculated using the average amplitude of the Fourier transform, that were identified and removed from the light curve prior to
fitting a binary model. Uncertainties were obtained with 500 Monte Carlo runs in PERIOD0485 and are given on the last
significant digits, e.g. 3371.859(7) = 3371.859±0.007.

ID Frequency (µHz) Amplitude (ppt)
f1 3371.859(7) 2.34(7)
f2 3035.503(7) 2.23(7)
f3 3203.680(11) 1.45(7)
f4 3050.4(8) 1.25(28)
f5 3219(19) 1.03(39)
f6 3431.656(16) 1.00(7)
f7 3263.410(19) 0.87(7)
f8 2882.22(29) 0.89(8)
f9 3057(27) 0.88(39)

f10 3095(37) 1.1(7)
f11 3540.0(9) 0.86(15)
f12 2926.9(22) 0.84(20)
f13 3387(14) 0.81(34)
f14 3385.7(1.9) 0.78(14)
f15 3049.4(9) 0.75(27)
f16 4127(15) 0.71(31)
f17 3212.832(24) 0.71(7)
f18 2714(37) 0.68(29)
f19 3429.249(23) 0.68(7)
f20 2888(169) 0.65(27)
f21 3225.097(25) 0.65(7)
f22 2867.282(26) 0.63(7)
f23 3668.8(3.2) 0.55(12)
f24 3393(51) 0.51(22)
f25 2759(13) 0.49(16)
f26 3768(22) 0.47(21)
f27 3095(66) 0.63(74)
f28 3779.122(36) 0.42(7)
f29 2881.204(38) 0.43(8)
f30 2720.577(38) 0.41(7)
f31 3261.03(34) 0.41(8)
f32 2208.5(5) 0.39(8)
f33 2544.78(30) 0.38(7)
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Supplementary Figure 1. Pulsations of the hot subdwarf. Fourier transform showing the region with identified
short-period peaks (marked by the black vertical lines). The three strongest peaks have a separation of 168.179±0.013 µHz,
in agreement with the orbital period (168.183 µHz). Other peaks that are separated by multiples of the orbital period are
marked in the same colour. The dashed vertical line was our final detection threshold. Periods above the detection limit were
subtracted prior to the light curve modelling.
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Supplementary Figure 2. Trailed spectra of the exposures obtained with the Palomar 200-inch telescope. We plot
the same spectra twice to cover two cycles and aid visualisation of the radial velocity changes.
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Supplementary Figure 3. Spectroscopic fit to individual DBSP and ESI spectra. Panels (a) and (b) show, respectively,
the fit to the hydrogen and helium lines of a DBSP spectrum. Panels (c) and (d) show the fit to one of the ESI spectra. The
observed spectra are shown in black, and the fitted models are shown in red. The respective orbital phases of each spectrum are
given in panels b and c. Only the statistical uncertainties are quoted in this figure.
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Supplementary Figure 4. Comparison of synthetic and observed photometry. Top panel: SED of HD 265435 with
filter-averaged fluxes (times wavelength to the power of three) converted from observed magnitudes. The approximate width of
the respective filters (widths at 10% of maximum) are shown by dashed lines. Error-bars represend the one-sigma uncertainties.
The best-fitting model SED, smoothed to a spectral resolution of 6 Å, is shown in grey. Bottom panel: Residuals χ , i.e., the
difference between synthetic and observed magnitudes divided by the corresponding uncertainties. The different photometric
systems are displayed in the following colours: golden for APASS-griz109, red for PAN-STARRS110 and 2MASS111, blue for
APASS-Johnson109 and Gaia112, 113, and magenta for WISE114, 115.
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Supplementary Table 2. Blue-channel radial velocities. Baricentric Julian Date (BJD), radial velocities, and one-sigma
uncertainties for spectra taken with the DBSP blue arm.

BJD RV (km/s) σRV (km/s)
2458909.63734 337.03 6.21
2458909.63898 342.66 6.91
2458909.64062 330.93 6.63
2458909.64226 318.61 6.59
2458909.64390 297.84 6.81
2458909.64554 277.98 5.59
2458909.64718 239.58 6.20
2458909.64881 204.68 5.80
2458909.65045 163.12 6.48
2458909.65209 109.46 6.31
2458909.65373 61.75 6.07
2458909.65537 3.07 5.32
2458909.65701 -38.98 5.97
2458909.65865 -87.83 6.45
2458909.66029 -137.82 6.15
2458909.66193 -190.80 5.25
2458909.66357 -225.72 5.70
2458909.66521 -258.85 5.75
2458909.66685 -288.02 6.07
2458909.66849 -307.18 5.90
2458909.67013 -326.84 6.70
2458909.67177 -334.37 6.46
2458909.67341 -335.73 6.89
2458909.67505 -326.83 6.31
2458909.67669 -313.77 6.65
2458909.67833 -293.57 5.47
2458909.67997 -261.68 6.07
2458909.68161 -230.62 5.72
2458909.68325 -189.10 5.74
2458909.68489 -147.20 5.69
2458909.68653 -95.98 5.30
2458909.68817 -50.23 5.56
2458909.68981 5.97 5.83
2458909.69145 49.20 5.99
2458909.69309 107.42 5.66
2458909.69473 149.59 5.75
2458909.69637 198.87 6.33
2458909.69800 236.96 6.15
2458909.69964 280.80 5.81
2458909.70128 306.14 6.61
2458909.70292 329.57 6.62
2458909.70456 343.37 5.99
2458909.70555 348.70 13.38
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Supplementary Table 3. Red-channel radial velocities. Baricentric Julian Date (BJD), radial velocities, and one-sigma
uncertainties for spectra taken with the DBSP red arm.

BJD RV (km/s) σRV (km/s)
2458909.63723 370.11 15.86
2458909.63889 398.05 14.45
2458909.64054 390.82 14.35
2458909.64220 342.00 11.94
2458909.64386 319.98 8.81
2458909.64551 288.98 9.11
2458909.64717 257.57 12.85
2458909.64883 238.55 9.51
2458909.65048 165.75 13.11
2458909.65214 126.50 11.93
2458909.65380 60.34 13.94
2458909.65545 8.46 12.71
2458909.65711 -43.24 13.29
2458909.65877 -63.40 14.26
2458909.66042 -115.31 8.95
2458909.66208 -165.17 11.84
2458909.66374 -218.92 11.69
2458909.66539 -251.66 14.47
2458909.66705 -315.21 8.73
2458909.66871 -297.70 18.51
2458909.67036 -352.65 21.30
2458909.67202 -297.57 11.92
2458909.67368 -329.15 23.94
2458909.67533 -298.43 21.41
2458909.67699 -304.48 16.63
2458909.67865 -270.85 11.25
2458909.68030 -256.84 14.66
2458909.68196 -212.91 12.39
2458909.68362 -168.86 12.36
2458909.68527 -114.14 10.04
2458909.68693 -82.01 10.88
2458909.68859 -52.29 11.89
2458909.69024 36.37 8.93
2458909.69190 78.97 10.56
2458909.69355 148.34 13.11
2458909.69521 158.96 12.96
2458909.69687 208.76 10.13
2458909.69852 229.36 13.41
2458909.70018 292.78 11.64
2458909.70184 299.48 12.12
2458909.70349 342.46 9.54
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Supplementary Figure 5. Galactocentric orbit for HD 265435. For illustrative purposes, we used a lookback time of
1 Gyr. We show the height above the disk (Z) as a function of Galactocentric distance R =

√
X2 +Y 2. The current position of

the Sun is indicated with a red dot for reference, and the position of HD 265435 is marked with a blue cross.
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Supplementary Figure 6. Corner plot116 for light curve MCMC fit. Posterior probability distributions for the
parameters directly derived from the MCMC fit to the TESS light curve.
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