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ABSTRACT

HS Hydrae is a short period eclipsing binary (Porb = 1.57 day) that belongs to a
rare group of systems observed to have rapidly changing inclinations. This evolution
is due to a third star on an intermediate orbit, and results in significant differences in
eclipse depths and timings year-to-year. Zasche & Paschke (2012) revealed that HS
Hydrae’s eclipses were rapidly fading from view, predicting they would cease around
2022. Using 25 days of photometric data from Sector 009 of the Transiting Exoplanet
Survey Satellite (TESS), we find that the primary eclipses for HS Hydrae were only
0.00173± 0.00007 mag in depth in March 2019. This data from TESS likely represents
the last eclipses detected from HS Hydrae. We also searched the Digitization of the
Harvard Astronomical Plate Collection (DASCH) archive for historic data from the
system. With a total baseline of over 125 years, this unique combination of data sets –
from photographic plates to precision space-based photometry – allows us to trace the
emergence and decay of eclipses from HS Hydrae, and further constrain its evolution.
Recent TESS observations from Sector 035 confirm that eclipses have ceased for HS
Hya, and we estimate they will begin again in 2195.

1. INTRODUCTION

Eclipsing binary stars (EBs) are the most
important benchmark systems for calibrating
models of the fundamental properties of stars
(Stassun et al. 2009). By observing both
the eclipses with photometry and radial veloc-
ity variations throughout the orbit with spec-
troscopy, we can directly estimate the masses,
radii, and surface brightness for both stars.
In the modern era of ultra-precise, space-
based photometry, EBs enable incredibly pre-
cise and accurate measurements of the funda-
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mental properties of stars (Miller et al. 2020).
Such precision also allows us to search for low-
amplitude signals from the EB, which can be
due to companion stars or second-order physi-
cal effects (Bloemen et al. 2013).

A rare class of EB systems are those with ob-
servable changes in their inclinations or align-
ments over time. Such systems are often dis-
covered as EBs with observable eclipse depths
and/or eclipse times that vary over many years.
In the case of changing inclination systems, this
results in a window of time (typically decades)
where eclipses are visible to our line of sight, and
longer time spans (often centuries) where they
are not. Some binaries with historical eclipse
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data are now classified as former EBs due to this
precession (e.g. QX Cas; Bonaro et al. 2009).

This evolution is typically ascribed to the in-
fluence of a gravitationally bound third star.
These rapidly evolving systems are therefore
unique and important windows into the struc-
ture and dynamics of triple star systems (Soder-
hjelm 1975). Wide-area sky surveys are now
regularly producing large catalogs EBs (Jayas-
inghe et al. 2018), and have started to pro-
duce catalogs of these dynamic systems, such
as from the Magellenic Clouds via changing
eclipse depths (Juryšek et al. 2018) or precise
eclipse timing variations (Borkovits et al. 2016).
However, only a few inclination-changing EBs
have been well studied within the Milky Way
(Guinan et al. 2012; Juryšek et al. 2018).

HS Hydrae has long been known to be an EB
(Strohmeier et al. 1965), and has been studied in
detail as a normal binary system (Gyldenkerne
et al. 1975). Torres et al. (1997) first identified
the presence of a third stellar body in the sys-
tem, estimating the outer orbital period to be
190 days. Zasche & Paschke (2012) found that
HS Hya belongs to the rare class of precessing,
inclination-changing EBs. Zasche & Paschke
(2012) further predicted eclipses would cease for
HS Hya around 2022, and presented the need for
additional precision follow-up for the system.

Here we present a comprehensive archival
study of the inclination-changing EB, HS Hya.
We combine historical archival photometry from
photographic plate archives, ground-based sur-
veys, and new precision space-based light curves
in §2. In total we have assembled a unique data
set that spans over 125 years. This data set
maps the entire observable history of eclipses
from HS Hya, which we model in §3. We
believe that the TESS mission (Ricker et al.
2015) serendipitously captured the final observ-
able eclipses in 2019, and in §4 we predict that
HS Hya will resume eclipsing around 2195. In §6
we review similar systems that TESS is uniquely

suited for studying, and finally provide a brief
summary and discussion in §7.

2. A CENTURY OF DATA

HS Hya is a bright system at V ∼8.1 mag, and
relatively nearby with a distance of 103 ± 7 pc
(Gaia Collaboration et al. 2020). As such, con-
siderable data exists for HS Hya in photometric
archives and historical literature. Bright stars
are also ideal targets the current generation of
exoplanet-hunting missions with high precision
and high cadence photometry. In this section
we detail the wide range of data gathered for
for our study of HS Hya, reaching back over a
125 year baseline.

2.1. Archival Data

As Zasche & Paschke (2012) note, several
sources of archival data for HS Hya exist. In this
section we briefly review the history of observa-
tions for the system, starting by reviewing the
archival data used by Zasche & Paschke (2012),
shown in Figure 1.

HS Hya was first identified as an eclipsing bi-
nary in 1964 as part of a survey of bright vari-
able stars (Strohmeier et al. 1965). Though the
orbital period was not correctly identified, the
approximate depth of the primary eclipse can
be estimated from their Figure 5. We use the
approximate eclipse depth in later analysis, but
are unable to phase-fold their data into our en-
semble in Figure 1.

Popper (1971) published the first radial veloc-
ity curves, as well as the correct orbital period
(1.568024 days), and raised the need for more
photometric data for HS Hya. Gyldenkerne
et al. (1975) then obtained 533 observations
over 12 nights of extremely precise Strömgren
ubvy photometry for HS Hya, shown in Fig-
ure 1 (blue points). We use the primary eclipse
ephemeris from Gyldenkerne et al. (1975) and
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Figure 1. Phase-folded light curves for HS Hy-
drae from various photometric studies and archives.
As in Zasche & Paschke (2012), a clear decay in
eclipse depth and precession of eclipse phase can
be seen from 1975 to the faintly detectable eclipses
in 2008.

orbital period from Popper (1971) throughout
our work:

φpri = 2441374.5934 + 1.d568024 × E (1)

where φpri is the orbital phase of the primary
eclipse, the period is in days, and the ephemeris
is in Julian date. The Hipparcos mission (Per-
ryman et al. 1997) was able to capture 79 ad-
ditional epochs of high quality photometry for
HS Hya (Figure 1, orange points).

As Zasche & Paschke (2012) show, the All Sky
Automated Survey (ASAS; Pojmanski 1997,
2002) provided many years of photometric mon-
itoring for HS Hya. We obtained the latest ver-
sion of the ASAS V -band light curve for HS

Hya, which had a total of 662 epochs of usable
photometry with the GRADE=‘A’ quality flag set.
We grouped the ASAS data into four portions of
roughly equal time resolution. The mean year
within each time range is noted in Figure 1.

We also searched for other modern catalogs
for useful data to compliment the ensemble
listed above. We queried both the individual
epoch (L1b) data from the infrared WISE mis-
sion (Wright et al. 2010), as well as the optical
ground-based ASAS-SN survey Kochanek et al.
(2017), which has been used to generate large
samples of eclipsing and variable sources (e.g.
Jayasinghe et al. 2020). Light curves for HS
Hya were available from both catalogs, but the
photometric precision was not high enough in
either to detect the eclipses, where were already
below 0.1 mag in amplitude in 2008.

2.2. DASCH

We were then able to substantially extend the
baseline of the archival data used in our anal-
ysis. The Digital Access to a Sky Century at
Harvard (DASCH) is an effort to create a uni-
form digital catalog of photometric measure-
ments from astro-photographic plates taken be-
tween 1885 to 1992 (Laycock et al. 2010; Tang
et al. 2013). Each plate is digitized by back-
illuminating it and scanning using a CCD cam-
era. That image is then calibrated based on the
plate’s sensitivity, and PSF photometry is com-
puted for each source in the image.

Setting an upper limit for the photometric un-
certainty of σ < 0.3 mag, we found 1390 us-
able observations for HS Hya from the DASCH
archive. This light curve spanned from 1893
to 1989, and the phase-folded data is shown
in Figure 2. These data had a mean photo-
metric uncertainty of 0.2 mag, which was re-
markably stable throughout the time series. As
with the ASAS data, we binned the light curve
into ranges of time with roughly equal num-
bers of observations to illustrate in Figure 2 the
changing system inclination (or eclipse depth)
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Figure 2. Phase-folded historical light curves
from DASCH for the inclination-changing, eclips-
ing binary system, HS Hydrae in six bins of time.
Time ranges for each bin are noted in brackets.
While we believe eclipses started in ∼1897, mea-
surable eclipses from photometric plates were not
apparent for the system until the 1920’s.

over time. We discard data after 1955, as the
available archive of plates became very sparse
in time. In total we only omitted 121 “good”
epochs between 1955 and 1989.

No sign of the eclipsing nature for HS Hya is
apparent for the first several decades of DASCH
data in Figure 2. The EB begins to reveal itself
clearly in the early 1920’s, as the eclipse depth
begins to reach above 0.1 mag. By the final time
window in our DASCH data, between 1945 and
1955, the primary eclipse has a very large depth
of at least 0.5 mag.

2.3. TESS

The Transiting Exoplanet Survey Satellite
(TESS; Ricker et al. 2015) is a NASA mission
currently studying bright stars from over 80%
of the sky. In its primary mission, TESS pro-
vides nearly continuous light curves with be-
tween ∼27 day and 1-year baselines. TESS cap-
tures 30-minute cadence imaging for its entire
field of view, and generating 2-minute cadence
light curves for ∼20,000 pre-selected targets si-
multaneously.

HS Hya (also known as TIC 434479378) was
observed in Sector 009 of the TESS primary
mission, and was selected to receive 2-minute
(short) cadence data shown in Figure 3. The
observations for Sector 009 spanned 2019-02-
28 through 2019-03-26, with the characteristic
TESS mid-Sector gap for data down-link. The
apparent magnitude of HS Hya is ideal for gen-
erating an ultra high precision light curve, as
shown in Figure 3 with a mean photometric er-
ror in relative flux of 3×10−4.

The phase-folded TESS light curve for HS Hya
is dominated by a ∼1% flux modulation that is
remarkably stable throughout the Sector. This
periodic modulation is due to the ellipsoidal
variation of the system, as the binary is on very
short period orbit. Small variations in the el-
lipsoidal variation are likely due to small ampli-
tude systematic errors in detrending the TESS
data across the entire quarter.

Very small amplitude eclipses are visible in
the phase-folded TESS light curve in Figure
3. To compare the eclipse depths with the
previous measurements, we convert the rela-
tive fluxes to magnitudes using the typical ap-
proach of ∆mag = −2.5 log10 frel. Using a sim-
ple Gaussian fit to the eclipse, we estimate the
grazing eclipse of HS Hya had an amplitude of
0.00173 ± 0.00007 mag in 2019.

As with many EBs observed by missions like
Kepler and TESS, ultra high precision con-
straints are possible on both the fluxes due to
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Figure 3. TESS Sector 9 phase-folded light curve for HS Hydrae. As in Figures 1 and 2, the TESS
data have been phased using the orbital period and ephemeris from Gyldenkerne et al. (1975). Very small
amplitude primary (Phase∼0.1) and secondary (Phase∼0.6) eclipses are visible, as well as out-of-eclipse
ellipsoidal variation, and possible variability due to starspots. As this system is rapidly precessing, we
believe these may be the final observable eclipses for HS Hya for almost two centuries.

the photometric precision (e.g. small amplitude
features as shown here), and for the temporal in-
formation due to the dense light curve sampling
(e.g. the phase of the eclipse). For HS Hya, the
TESS data show the ellipsoidal variation does
not align with the eclipses exactly in orbital
phase. The primary eclipse in Figure 3 leads
the bulge by a very small but significant amount
of the orbital phase. We find the eclipse leads
the light curve minimum by 0.0114 ± 0.0004 in
phase. The precision of this phase lag may be
useful for constraining the tidal synchronization
for such systems (Zahn 1977; Barnes 2011).

3. MODELING 125 YEARS OF HS HYA

Our photometric data for HS Hya spans a
+125 year baseline, from 1893 to 2019. As Fig-
ures 1–3 show, there is significant evolution in
both the amplitude and phase of the eclipses.
The phase of the primary eclipse visibly moves
from -0.2 in the early DASCH data (Figure 2),
to 0.11 in the TESS data (Figure 3). These
effects are due to orbital precession and incli-
nation evolution of the system owing to a third
body in orbit around the eclipsing components,
as described by Zasche & Paschke (2012).
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Figure 4. Eclipse depths as a function of time
for HS Hydrae, combining data spanning over 125
years. Primary eclipses within each time span were
fit using a simple Gaussian profile. A Gaussian
profile (red line) was fit to illustrate the system’s
entire history as an eclipsing binary. We find the
maximum eclipse depth occurred in ∼1959.

To illustrate the “rise and fall” of eclipses from
HS Hya, in Figure 4 we show a phenomenolog-
ical model of the observed eclipse depths over
time. We fit the primary eclipse from the phase
curves shown in Figures 1–3 using a Gaussian
curve to estimate the eclipse depth within each
window of time. Additionally we include the EB
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discovery epoch from Strohmeier et al. (1965),
where the eclipse depth and uncertainty are
estimated by eye, following Zasche & Paschke
(2012). Figure 4 shows the eclipses were barely
visible near the beginning of the 20th century.
By the 1940’s, the EB is well detected. As the
inclination evolves approximately linearly with
time for these systems (Torres 2001), the result-
ing change in eclipse depth over time is, to first
order, a Gaussian profile (e.g. Fig 4 of Drechsel
et al. 1994). This simple summary model of the
eclipse depths over 125 years in Figure 4 shows
HS Hya was at maximum eclipse depth around
∼1959.

To determine the inclination of HS Hya over
time, we then generated eclipsing binary mod-
els for each of the phase curves in Figures 1–3.
We utilized the detached EB modeling frame-
work KEBLAT, developed by Windemuth et al.
(2019). KEBLAT leverages stellar evolution mod-
els (Bressan et al. 2012) to infer robust physical
parameters for EBs using only photometry and
without radial velocity data – e.g. with data
from missions like Kepler and TESS. We refer
the reader to Windemuth et al. (2019) for de-
tails about the photodynamical modeling, and
describe below how we adapt KEBLAT to fit light
curves from disparate photometric surveys and
model the time varying physical parameters.

We use an iterative approach to fit the en-
tire data set, which spans 12 epochs of V-band
data and 1 epoch of TESS data (i.e. Figures
1–3). We individually fit each epoch in a self-
consistent way, and then cumulatively combine
the epochs into one model to measure inclina-
tion and time of primary eclipse as a function of
the ith mid-epoch, Ei. We hold masses and tem-
peratures fixed to radial velocity-derived masses
and temperatures from Torres et al. (1997), as
they are more accurate, and we lack multi-band
photometry required for KEBLAT to infer masses
via stellar isochrones alone. Note that we also

do not fit for a “third light” component for the
system.

We first initialized our KEBLAT model using
only the data from Gyldenkerne et al. (1975).
We started with this epoch as it had the high-
est signal-to-noise eclipse data, and was close
to the epoch of maximum eclipse depth for the
system according to Figure 4. We set initial pa-
rameter values for the orbital period and time
of primary eclipse (P and tpe) to literature val-
ues; radii and flux ratio values to PARSEC
stellar isochrone predictions based on the RV-
derived masses (Bressan et al. 2012); eccentric-
ity vectors e sinω, e cosω) using primary and
secondary eclipse widths and separations; and
finally random small initial values to impact pa-
rameter b and limb darkening coefficients. We
then used lmfit, a non-linear least squares op-
timizer, to solve for the free parameters cor-
responding to the Gyldenkerne et al. (1975)
epoch.

We then successively added the remaining
11 epochs of V-magnitude data to our KEBLAT

model. We assume that binary period and ec-
centricity, as well as physical parameters as-
sociated with the binary components them-
selves (i.e. stellar radii, V-band flux ratio,
limb darkening coefficients) do not evolve on
the century timescale of our data set, and thus
hold them fixed at the optimum values from
the Gyldenkerne et al. (1975) epoch. We al-
low each epoch’s impact parameter (inclination)
and time of primary eclipse to float in our com-
bined V-band data set, and solve for the best-fit
values via lmfit.

Finally, we include the TESS epoch in our cu-
mulative model, and fit for impact parameter
and time of primary eclipse for all epochs of
data. We use the PARSEC isochrone model grid
to solve for a self-consistent TESS-band flux ra-
tio, based on the published masses and effec-
tive temperatures for the binary components.
We note that uncertainties in this transforma-
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tion may result in over-estimating the inclina-
tion precision for the TESS epoch. However we
believe this impact is minimal, as the EB has
a nearly equal-mass ratio, i.e. ratio of eclipse
depths will not be strongly wavelength depen-
dent.

We emphasize that KEBLAT did not parameter-
ize any time dependent evolution for HS Hya.
Instead, we created a final single solution for
our data, solving for the point-in-time inclina-
tion and time of primary eclipse for each epochal
data set as free parameters. Since our goal
was to examine the evolution of system inclina-
tion, we do not consider the system properties
(i.e. radii, flux ratios, eccentricity vectors) that
KEBLAT estimated from the Gyldenkerne et al.
(1975) epoch are robust determinations of the
true values. As such, we did not produce uncer-
tainties on these parameters. We do note that
these values are all close to more detailed mod-
eling of the system from Torres et al. (1997),
and for completeness we include them in Table
1.

4. THE FINAL ECLIPSES

From our KEBLAT model we have derived esti-
mates of the inclination HS Hya in 13 individual
epochs spanning over a century. These inclina-
tions, and their standard 1-σ uncertainties, are
shown in Figure 5.

We find that the inclination for HS Hya
changes nearly linear over the 125-year base-
line, as expected from the evolution of other
similarly evolving triple star systems (Torres
2001). The inclination angle for an eclipsing
binary is typically defined between 0◦ (pole-
on, no eclipse) and 90◦ (equator-on, deepest
eclipse), and our KEBLAT fits from §3 are de-
fined within this range. However, in Figure 5
we choose to flip the inclinations for the DASCH
epochs above 90◦, making this linear evolution
more clear. Conceptually this corresponds to
the system starting to eclipse as the secondary
star begins to graze the “top” of the primary in
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Figure 5. Derived inclination over time for HS
Hya. For data before ∼1960, actual fits are shown
(thin crosses), as well as inclinations flipped above
90◦ to enable a linear fit throughout the observa-
tions. Draws from the posterior distribution of this
linear model are shown (red lines). The median
model predicts that eclipses from HS Hya will be
undetectable by TESS in September 2020, and that
eclipses will cease in January 2021 when HS Hya
reaches the critical inclination of i = 71.3◦.

the early 1900’s (i.e. i ∼ 108.7◦), and eclipses
end as the secondary star grazes the “bottom”
of the primary (i.e. the critical inclination of
i ∼ 71.3◦).

We fit the inclination evolution in Figure 5
using a linear model (Torres 2001). We initial-
ize this fit using a least-squares regression to
the inclinations and their uncertainties. This
was then used to initialize an affine invariant
Markov Chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) param-
eter exploration using emcee. In Figure 5 we
show 50 draws from the posterior distribution
of this MCMC fit, and we adopt the median
values from the posteriors as our preferred in-
clination evolution model going forward.

According to our KEBLAT modeling, HS Hya
will cease to have eclipses from our line of sight
at the critical inclination of i ∼ 71.3◦. Our
MCMC fit to the evolution predicts that HS Hya
will reach this inclination at year 2021.1 ± 0.5
(Feb 2021). Despite sampling a +125 year base-
line, a half year uncertainty remains in the pre-
cise time. HS Hya is scheduled to be observed
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again during Cycle 3 of the TESS mission, in
Sector 035 (Feb–Mar 2021). While it is possible
the system will still be eclipsing at this time,
the eclipse amplitudes will be so small that it is
unlikely even TESS will be able to detect them
as distinct from the ellipsoidal modulations. We
therefore believe the TESS Sector 009 data in
Figure 3 are the final observable eclipses for HS
Hya during this era.

Our linear inclination evolution modal pre-
dicts that HS Hya will reach the critical in-
clination again in the year 2195 ± 3. The el-
lipsoidal variations will continue to be observ-
able by facilities like TESS for many decades
to come. Their amplitudes will decrease as the
system continues to precess, which can be used
to continue tracing the orbital evolution of the
system using tools designed for modeling tidally
distorted EBs such as PHOEBE (Prša et al. 2016).

Rather than a linear model, Zasche & Paschke
(2012) estimated the “nodal period” of the sys-
tem using a sinusoidal function fit to cos(i),
following the approach Drechsel et al. (1994)
used for IU Aur. They found Pnodal ∼ 631
yr for HS Hya. Since only a small portion of
the nodal period for HS Hya is observed in the
past 125 years, sinusoidal functions are under-
constrained by the data, as Zasche & Paschke
(2012) note. For completeness we have repli-
cated this approach using our longer observa-
tion baseline for HS Hya. A sinusoidal least-
squares fit to the cos(i) estimates from KEBLAT

yields Pnodal = 973 years. Our linear inclina-
tion evolution model can also be restated as a
“tumble” period for the system (i.e. how long it
takes for the inclination to change by 360◦). We
find this tumble period to be Pnodal = 1194±20
years for HS Hya.

5. THE THIRD STAR

Throughout this work we have focused on the
observed properties of the eclipsing component
of HS Hya, while largely neglecting the third
stellar body in the system. Torres et al. (1997)

have produced the only substantial characteri-
zation of star C, estimating it to have an or-
bital period of P = 190.529 ± 0.061 around the
eclipsing AB stars, and a spectral type of M0
(0.5M�). The orbit for star C was also esti-
mated to be nearly co-planar to the inner stars’
orbits, though no eclipses from star C were re-
ported.

Using our 125-year archive of photometry, we
searched for any signs of eclipses from the third
star in HS Hya. We searched each of the ground-
based archival light curves shown in Figures 1
and 2 for any periodic signals around P = 190
days, using both Lomb-Scargle (e.g. VanderPlas
& Ivezic 2015) and Box Least Squares (Kovács
et al. 2002) periodogram techniques. No eclipses
besides the expected P = 1.5d were found in
any of the ground-based datasets from §2.1,
though we note the DASCH data did show some
low-amplitude signal in the Lomb Scargle pe-
riodogram broadly centered around 190 days.
The origin of this signal was unclear, however,
as it could occur due to e.g. half of the natural
1-year alias in the data.

The TESS light curve for HS Hya (Figure
3) only covers a small portion of the 190d or-
bital period for star C, and no extra eclipse fea-
tures were detected for the system. In total the
TESS data covered 13.5% of the outer orbital
period. Using the ephemeris for the predicted
time of periastron for the third body by Torres
et al. (1997) (HJD=2448063.8 ± 3.6 d), TESS
narrowly misses the predicted periastron time
for the third body, with the light curve start-
ing 0.32 days after. There remains substantial
uncertainty in the time of periastron without
an eclipse. As HS Hya continues to dynami-
cally evolve, and the third star is predicted to
be nearly co-planar with the primary (formerly
eclipsing) components, an eclipse of the inner
stars by the third body is a possibility. Unfor-
tunately we cannot predict from our data when
such an event may occur, nor if it has occurred
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over the past century given the sparse sampling
of our historic light curves.

Besides photometric (e.g. transits) and spec-
troscopic detection, the third star in HS Hya
could potentially be characterized from preci-
sion astrometric monitoring. As Stassun & Tor-
res (2021) note, for unresolved binaries the Gaia
“RUWE” statistic may be a useful metric for
inferring motion of the system’s photocenter,
which could occur due to the presence of a third
star. RUWE characterizes the error of the as-
trometric solution for a system over the avail-
able data. HS Hya has a value from Gaia EDR3
of RUWE=2.38, far greater than the nominal
range of 1–1.4 expected for single stars. This
is an excellent indication that the eclipsing AB
components are moving due to the tertiary star.
Stassun & Torres (2021) further produced an
empirical relation between RUWE and the ex-
pected photocenter motion from known eclips-
ing systems. Using this relation, we find HS Hya
has an estimated photocenter motion from the
Gaia EDR3 RUWE of 0.58 mas. This is larger
than the expected photocenter shift of the sys-
tem from the small third star alone of ∼0.2 mas,
but we note that the RUWE value for HS Hya
is larger than any in the empirical relation pro-
vided by Stassun & Torres (2021).

In Table 1 we summarize the relevant system
properties for HS Hya from the literature and
this work, including values for the third star.

6. SIMILAR SYSTEMS WITH TESS

Aside from HS Hya, several other inclination-
changing EB systems are known that can be
studied with TESS. Along with surveying the
Magellenic Clouds for EBs whose eclipse depths
change over time, Juryšek et al. (2018) provided
the most comprehensive list of well character-
ized inclination-changing EBs within the Milky
Way. A total of 11 systems, including HS Hya,
have been discovered from ground-based data
around bright stars. Thanks to its unmatched
photometric precision and long time baseline,

Table 1. System Properties

Property Value Ref

Porb,AB 1.568024 d a

t0,AB 2441374.5954 JD b

Porb,C 190.529 ± 0.061 d c

t0,C 2448063.8 ± 3.6 JD c

MA 1.255 ± 0.008M� c

MB 1.219 ± 0.007M� c

MC ∼0.5 M� c

Teff,A 6500 ± 50 K c

Teff,B 6400 ± 50 K c

RA 1.2747 ± 0.0072R� c

RB 1.2161 ± 0.0071R� c

dist 103 ± 7 pc d

Pnodal 1194 ± 20 years e

icrit 71.3◦ e

R2/R1 0.934 e

R2 + R1 2.455 e

F2/F1 0.800 e

e sinω 0.00 e

e cosω 0.00 e

a (Popper 1971)

b (Gyldenkerne et al. 1975)

c (Torres et al. 1997)

d (Gaia Collaboration et al. 2020)

e This Work

Kepler also discovered 42 additional inclination
changing EBs in the Milky Way (Borkovits et al.
2016).

To illustrate the utility in studying such sys-
tems with TESS, we searched for available
TESS data for the 10 additional systems listed
in Table 1 of Juryšek et al. (2018). For each
system we used Eleanor (Feinstein et al. 2019)
to produce a 30-minute cadence light curve from
the available Full Frame Image data from TESS
Cyles 1 and 2 (Sectors 001–0026). Only one of
the 11 systems did not have coverage from the
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current available TESS imaging, SV Gem. This
is approximately the yield expected for TESS,
now that the mission has imaged ∼80% of the
sky.

Many of the systems have clear eclipses still
visible in the Eleanor light curves, including:
RW Per, IU Aur, AH Cep, and V685 Cen.
Three of the systems had either no clear sign
of eclipses in their light curves, or the data were
too noisy to identify eclipses in this by-eye anal-
ysis: V669 Cyg, V907 Sco, and SS Lac. Of
these, only SS Lac has been previously found
to no longer eclipse. The TESS light curve for
AY Mus shows <1% sinusoidal variability at
the previously published orbital period listed by
Juryšek et al. (2018), but no clear sign of eclipse,
indicating this system is also now a former EB.

A periodogram analysis for QX Cas, which
was previously reported to no longer have
eclipses (Bonaro et al. 2009), shows very weak
modulation at the published orbital period
(P=6.00 days). This weak signal is likely due
to the ellipsoidal modulations of QX Cas. In-
terestingly, the TESS light curve for QX Cas
has two additional periodic signals: starspot-
like sinusoidal modulation at a shorter period
(1.7 day), as well as an eclipse signature with
a period of 1.04 day. As the TESS pixel scale
is quite large, it is entirely possible these new
periodic signals may be due to contamination
from a background star. However, the nearest
star (TIC 2047793341) is 3.66” away, and ∼24
times (3.4 mag) fainter. This makes it unclear
how the relatively high amplitude spot modu-
lations observed (1.5% flux modulations) could
be due to such a faint background star, unless
the fainter star had very larger amplitude spots.
It is also unclear if the P=1.04 day eclipse pe-
riod is associated with this background star. If
instead the new rotation and eclipse signatures
are from the QX Cas system, then we speculate
they may be due to the tertiary stellar compo-
nent. This interesting system clearly warrants

further analysis with higher spatial resolution
facilities.

This brief exploration of known and bright
systems highlights the potential for TESS to
revolutionize the study of inclination-changing
systems within the Milky Way. The excellent
photometric precision of TESS means that sys-
tems with grazing eclipses such as HS Hya can
be easily detected. As TESS continues into its
first extended mission, the years-long baseline
means that tiny changes in eclipse depth can be
discovered, even for systems with potentially a
1000-year nodal period, as demonstrated by Ke-
pler (Borkovits et al. 2016). The nearly full-sky
coverage of TESS means that analysis of mil-
lions of bright stars within the Full Frame Im-
age data will almost certainly yield the largest
homogeneous catalog of EBs and inclination-
changing EBs ever assembled. As the stars
studied by TESS are relatively bright, such EBs
are also ideal for ground-based follow-up spec-
troscopic characterization from moderate aper-
ture facilities.

7. DISCUSSION

We have examined data for the eclipsing bi-
nary HS Hydrae spanning a remarkable base-
line of +125 years. This system is remark-
able both in that it belongs to the rare class
of precessing or inclination-changing binaries,
and also in that its entire history as an eclips-
ing binary has been recorded in the modern era.
The range of data analyzed here – from photo-
graphic plates to space-based cameras – shows
the power in deep archival astronomy on the
century timescale. We believe TESS will be a
revolution for such long-duration projects, and
may indeed lay the foundation for archival re-
search of bright stars for the next century to
come.

As we have noted in §6, TESS will be an
excellent platform for discovering and tracking
inclination-changing EBs, with nearly all the
known systems within the Milky Way already
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having precision data from TESS Cycles 1 and
2 available. As HS Hya continues to change
orientation, subsequent visits by TESS should
be able to track the decline of the ellipsoidal
variation, however. Excitingly, TESS should be
able to detect slow, monotonic increases in el-
lipsoidal variations, which may become future
EBs.

Finally we note that after submission of this
manuscript, TESS again observed the HS Hya
system in Sector 35 (2021-Feb-09 to 2021-Mar-
07). This is quite close to our predicted date for
the system reaching the critical inclination (i.e.
eclipses ceasing to be observable). As expected
from our modeling of the inclination precession
in §4, no eclipses are now visible in the Sector 35
light curve. HS Hya therefore has now indeed
become a former eclipsing binary.
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